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National Commission for Backward Classes
s a LONNNISSIoNn 10r backward Classes

Raizisthan Bench

Findings

Case:- Request for Inclusion of Adi-Gaur Brahman caste in the Central List of

Backward Classes For Rajasthan.

Per Shri P.S.Krishnan, I\lcmbcr-Sccrclm:\_f

| IRequest
1. This case arises from the Request received by the National Commission

for Backward Classes from Shri Nathu Lal Gaur, General Secretary, Adl Gaur Brahman .

Panchayat Distt. Branch, Bara for Inclusion of {he Adl-Gaur Brahman caste in the Central list

of Backward Classes for Rajasthan.

11 Public Hearings

2. The two-Member Rajasthan Beuch of the Connnisésion, consisting of

Shri P.S.Krishnan, Hon'hle Member-Secretary, NCBC and Shri Navtej Puadhl, Ifon'ble
Member , NCBC held public Hearings at Jaipur on 30.5.97 & 10.6.98 inter alia to examine

this Request. At the Public Iearing the State Government was represented by Shri S.K.Dalel,

Joint Director and Shri Ramesh Chandra Sharma Deputy Director In the Directorate of Social
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Shri Nathuy I Gaur, the Roqucst-nmlicr, has stated
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1891)" (Books Treasure Jodhpur, Second edition, 1990, pp. 06-67, First edition, 1894)’

has deseribed “Gour” under the calegory “Priests----Brahmans”,

7. The National Commission for Backward Classes vide is Advice No. NCBC/No. 18

Raj/OT  dated  17-12-1997  has already tendered its Advice o the Central

Government for rejection of the Request of Gaur Brahman caste [or inclusion in the

central list of Backward Classes for Rajasthan as the caste is not socially Backward
but is socially Advanced.

8. The Rajasthan Stafe Backward
no./F1/RBCC/97/17457 dated 14" July,

Adi-Gaur Brahman casfe: --

Classces Commission vide is letler

# - - ;*':_ . i % 1 r
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1997 has given the following views about the
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“Silawats call themselves Adi-Gaur Brahman and do not regard themselves

socially backward. They have given in writing to the State backward Classes

Commission 1hat they are not interested (o be included in the list of Backyward

and the commission may not consider their

classes
application”,

9 On 30.5.97 during the public hearing Shri Gaur stated that the tr

occupation is “statue making *

aditional

& they are equivalent to Chitrakar & Silawat  Again
in the public hearing held on 10.6.98

» inreply to specific questions of the Bench, Shri
Gaur said that he had not withdr

awn his Request made to the State Commission for

Backward Classes for inclusion of Adi-Gaur Brahman caste in the State List of

Backward Classes and that Adi-Gaur Brahmans do not call themselves Silawats nor

do Silawats call themselves Adi-Gaur Brahmans. In reply to a further query of the

Bench he said that he was pressing his Request that this caste should be considered

tor inclusion in the Central list of Backward Classes [or Rajasthan. On this, there w

ns
heated argument between represent

atives/members of the caste present . Ten

members of the caste, nemely Pandit Shyvam Lal Tiwari, Shri B

abu Lal Vajpavee,
Shri Jai Prakash Sharma

s Shri Chand Gaur, Shri Bihari Lal Jamini, S
Dutt Vajpavee, Shri Radhey Shvam

Kumar Bhardw

hri Ghanshyam
”ll:ll“(h‘\'ﬂj, Shri Suresh Mishra, Shri Kanti
aj, Shri Bhupendra Kumar Sharma, op

Caste in the list of haclow

posed the inclusion of their

ard classes as they are infact “Gaur Brahman™. All of them
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unanimously voiced (heir leeling

(that it is n matler of shame rop them that a
[ew persons have approached the St

ate & Central Backw
inclusion of their '*éhst;‘-in the list of backward cJ
samaj. They said that {he Request-m

very few in number.

ard Classes Commissions for

asses without the approval of their

aker is from Bara where Gaur Brahm

They asserted that Adi Gaur Brahm
Brahmans, they are not socially b

ans are

aNns are also Gaur

ackward and therefore the caste should not be
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included in {he list of the Backward Classes.
,..*. IV ?imlings

10. On the basis of {he admission by many

representatives of the caste (I
are “Gaur Brahmans” and not “Sj]

awats” or any other

at they

artisanal caste the Bench is
ahmans are Gaur Brahmans.
the Census Report, 1931 of R

convinced that Adi-Gaur Br This fact is evidenced by
ajputana, As regards G

aur Bmhnmn, the Beneh  has

already found that 2 social group or Community, the (y

not considered
prevalent in the country,

aditional occupation of which is
inferior or lowly in terms of
Thus the tradition
. Justily its inclusion in the Jjsi

priestly activitics, js the caste system

al occupation of this community does not

of Backward Classes. It is not merely that the Gaur

Brahman ¢ but their social |

aste is of professional priests,

atus in society is indicated

by the reference of NMunshi ITardyal Singh 10 it us

forming the “fountain head™ of the
ahmin communitjes.

numerous I3
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1L From e above evidence, It s the Finding of the Beneh that Adi

Socially Backward Class,

advanced Class. The inclusionéy[f)wch Cnstcs/Communi!ies in the list of

Gaur
Brahman IS not a

but on the contrary  js g socially
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Backward Classes is not only counter to facts and social realities, but will also deprive

the classes which are genuinely Socially Backward of their due and thus seriously

distort the Constitutional and National Policy on Backward Classes. The inclusion

of such Advanced castes/communitics in the list ol Baclward Classes also would
4 _ : confer on them an unconscionable ad ’uﬁl:lge over other advanced
castes/communities who are correctly not included in the list of Backward Classes and
with whom the former ought to compeie on equal terms. Therelore, the present

request for inclusion ol “Adi Gaur Brahman” caste/community in the Central List of

Backward Classes lor Rajasthan should be rejected.

As one of the Members of the Bench, Shri Navtej Puadhi unl"orlumnlely -.
passed away on 16.8.1998, subscquent to the public hearing, the Findings are signed
only by one Member, who is also the co-ordinating Member of the Bench, but (e

Findings represent the conclusion jointly arrived at.by both the NMembers.
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Y Advice of the Commission

2 0mmission

12, Ihe Commission considered and

agreed in full with (e above Findings o.l' the

lender the lollowing  Advice (o the Cent
Section 9(1) of the NCBC Act, 1993..

Rajasthan Beneh  and decided to

‘al
Government under.

The Request for Inclusion of “Adi Gaur Br

ahman” caste in the Cénlrnl Li ‘
' S /5t
Backward Classes [or Raj St of

asthan be rejected as jt is not

et uIng . a Socially Backward CJy
butis a Socially Advanced Class. g

On account of the unfortunate demise of one of the Members Shyi Navel

> ' -
Puadhi on 16.8.1998. this unanimous Adyice, of the Commissi

signatuy , I, The validi
o re ol that Member, The validity of the Adyvice, notwithstanding the vacancy

caused by the demise of the aloresaid NMember, is protecied by Se

Act, 1993 ction 7 of the NCBC
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