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Abstract  
This  e s say  focuses  on  the  h i s to r ica l  in jus t i ces  meted  out  
to  ind igenous  peop le  popular ly  ca l l ed  ‘ schedu led  t r ibes ’  
in  Ind ia  in  a l l  the  aspec t s  o f  soc io -economic  and  po l i t i ca l  
l i f e  w i th  spec ia l  emphas i s  on  po l i t i ca l  represen ta t ion .  
The  obs tac le s  tha t  the  ind igenous  peop le  face  in  en te r ing  
in  to  po l i t i ca l  ins t i tu t ions  and  leg i s la t ive  bod ies  have  
been  thorough ly  d i scussed  and  the  ques t ions  a re  ra i sed  
such  as  how the  re se rva t ions  a re  be ing  implemented  and  
have  they  rea l ly  cont r ibu ted  to  the  deve lopment  o f  
ind igenous  peop le?  Sugges t ions  and  remedies  fo r  the  
up l i f tment  o f  ind igenous  a re  g iven  a t  the  end  o f  the  
a r t i c le .    

 

After  becoming independent  f rom the Bri t ish,  
India  became a  sovereign democrat ic  republ ic  and 
prepared a  const i tut ion of  i ts ’  own in  1950.  The 
const i tut ion of  India  has  borrowed several  
concepts  f rom the const i tut ions of  other  countr ies .  
Therefore,  i t  i s  t reated as  a  bag of  borrowings.  The 
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Indian const i tut ion provides  for  a  par l iamentary 
form of  government,  where  the c i t izens on the 
basis  of  universal  adult  f ranchise  e lect  the  publ ic  
representat ives  per iodical ly .  Since India  is  so  vast  
and diverse  in  cul ture,  there  exis t  several  e thnic  
and cul tural  groups conf l ic t ing with each other  to  
safeguard the interests  of  their  part icular  
communit ies .  The most  backward and 
marginal ized among these  groups are  scheduled 
castes  and indigenous people.  The case  of  
indigenous people  is  much worse  as  they l ive  in  
the forests  and outs ide of  mainstream Hindu 
culture.  Before  independence,  when India  was 
under  the rule  of  the  Bri t ish,  there  emerged some 
sort  of  democrat ic  pol i t ica l  inst i tut ions where  
some of  the  Indians were  g iven opportunity  to  
part ic ipate  in  the legis lat ive  act iv i t ies  as  
representat ives.  However  i t  was only  the r ich,  
business  and educated   c lasses  of  Indians who 
could secure  those legis lat ive  posi t ions.  Al l  those 
r ich,  business  and educated people  were  belonged 
to  the upper  s trata  in  the caste  hierarchy.  The 
same trend continued even af ter  independence.  
The upper  c lass/caste  people  have dominated a l l  
the  pol i t ica l  as  wel l  as  bureaucrat ic  inst i tut ions 
even af ter  independence.                   

The minori ty  communit ies—part icular ly  the 
indigenous people  have been oppressed s ince ages.  
As they are  backward in  a l l  the  socia l -economic,  
cul tural ,  and educat ional  aspects ,  they a lways 
lagged behind in  securing pol i t ica l  power.  The 
majori ty  and dominant  communit ies  a lways have 
oppressed them. They a lways fe l t  i t  d i f f icul t  to  
compete  with the upper  s trata  populace to  achieve 
pol i t ica l  power;  rather  they have been remained 
submissive  to  the dominant  communit ies .  The 
indigenous people  have never  been given 
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important  posi t ions in  committees,  commissions,  
taskforces  e tc .  Further,  they never  got  important  
minister ia l  port fol ios  l ike  home,  f inance,  defense,  
and revenue.  They were a lways g iven smaller  and 
insignif icant  minister ia l  port fol ios.  Their  s t rength 
is  very  less  both in  the par l iament  and s tate  
legis latures;  that  prevent  them in inf luencing the 
pol ic ies  perta ining to  them. They are  
discr iminated and dominated in  every aspect  by 
the upper  s trata  legis lators .  

  

One of  the  main considerat ions of  the  
representat ive  democracy is  the  representat ion of  
p lural i ty  of  interests .  But,  in  the context  of  India  
democrat ic  representat ion of  the  plural i ty  of  
interests  never  has  taken place.  Interests  of  the  
dominant  sect ions of  the  socie ty  a lways remained 
at  the  forefront  and the interests  of  the  weaker  
sect ions have taken backseat .  For  representat ive  
democracy to  survive there  needs to  be  a  peaceful  
resolut ion of  conf l ic t ing interests  by means of  
impart ia l  del iberat ions and debates.  Through 
peaceful  resolut ion of  conf l ic t ing interests  and 
impart ia l  del iberat ions every community  wil l  get  
i ts  due without  any dis t inct ion and discr iminat ion.  
Fulf i l l ing this ,  the  architects  of  the  const i tut ion of  
India  have real ized to  provide certa in  specia l  
safeguards and welfare  provis ions for  the up-
l i f tment  and accommodation of  the  weaker  
sect ions of  the  populat ion in  to  the pol i ty .   As a  
part  of  that ,  reservat ions in  pol i t ica l  inst i tut ions 
such as  par l iament  and s tate  legis latures  are  being 
provided.  The quest ion here  is  how these  
reservat ions are  being implemented and have they 
real ly  contr ibuted for  the development of  
scheduled tr ibes?  The present  paper  t r ies  to  look in  
to  some of  these  quest ions and br ings  out  certa in  
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suggest ions for  the real izat ion of  const i tut ional  
provis ions perta ining to  indigenous people.  

Socio-economic Profi le of  Indigenous People 

Indigenous people  const i tute  8 .2  percent  of  
India’s  tota l  populat ion according to  2001 census 
reports .  They are  s t i l l  pr imit ive,  remote from 
modern c iv i l izat ion,  and backward in  a l l  walks  of  
socia l ,  economic,  and cul tural  l i fe  even af ter  50 
years  of  India’  independence.  There  have been 
several  opinions about  the def ini t ion and meaning 
of  t r ibe  ( indigenous people) .  According to  
Ghanshyam Shah ‘ t r ibe  identi f ies  the  people  who 
l ive  in  a  pr imit ive  or  barbarous condit ion under  a  
headman  or chief . ’  According to  him, scheduled 
tr ibes  ( indigenous people)  are  aborig inals  or  
adivasis  and were bel ieved to  be  the or ig inal  
nat ives  of  the  land (Chaudhuri ,  1992).  
Ghanashyam Shah says  that  the  Bri t ish  create  the 
so-cal led tr ibal  and non-tr ibal  categories .   In  the 
words of  Lucy Mair ,  ‘a  t r ibe  is  an independent  
pol i t ica l  d ivis ion of  a  populat ion with a  common 
culture  (Sharma,  1998).  According to  Ralph 
Linton “in i ts  s implest  form the tr ibe  is  a  group of  
bands occupying a  contiguous terr i tory  or  
terr i tor ies  and having a  fee l ing of  unity  der iv ing 
from numerous s imilar i t ies  in  cul ture,  f requent  
contacts ,  and a  certa in  community  of  interest  
(Sharma,  1998,  pp 88-89).  

 In India,  indigenous people  are  more or  less  
concentrated a lmost  a l l  over  the country.   One 
major  concentrat ion of  indigenous people  is  found 
in  the northern borders  of  India  s tretching from 
Jammu and Kashmir  across  Himachal  Pradesh,  
Uttar  Pradesh,  and northeastern parts  of  India.  
Another  major  concentrat ion is  found in  Central  
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India  consis t ing of  Madhya Pradesh,  Orissa,  and 
Andhra Pradesh.  And a  smaller  number of  
indigenous people  are  found in  Karnataka,  Tamil  
Nadu,  Kerala,  Gujarat ,  and Rajasthan.  
Government of  India  recognized near ly  573 
communit ies  as  indigenous people.  Nearly  75 
percent  of  indigenous peoples ’  populat ion is  found 
in  Central  India.  Indigenous people  in  India  have 
di f ferent  k ind of  l i fes ty les  and cul tures  of  their  
own. Each indigenous tr ibe  is  d i f ferent  f rom the 
other  in  al l  walks  of  l i fe .  These indigenous peoples  
are  considered as  adivas i s  or  bel ieved to  be  the 
f i rs t  set t lers  on the soi l  of  India.  They were 
migrated to  India  in  the past  f rom dif ferent  parts  
of  the  world.  Most  of  them l ive  in  forests ,  adjacent  
to  rural  v i l lages,  and remote areas.  They make 
their  l ive l ihood by hunting and gathering,  
agr icul tural  labour,  and use  of  forest  products .   
With the advent  of  Aryans to  the subcontinent  the 
indigenous people  were  continuously  exploi ted for  
years  together.  Most  of  them have lost  their  
cul tural  ident i t ies ,  customs,  and r i tuals  by being 
ass imilated in  to  the mainstream populat ion.  

With a  v iew to  involve them in the 
mainstream populat ion the Indian Const i tut ion 
framers  have provided certa in  specia l  safe  guards 
and protect ive  provis ions for  the up- l i f tment  of  
indigenous people.  Important  among such 
provis ions are  the fo l lowing;  

Social  Provisions:  

•  Artic le  14 provides  for  r ight  to  equal i ty .   
•  Artic le  15 provides  for  prohibi t ion of  

discr iminat ion on the grounds of  race,  
re l ig ion,  caste ,  language etc .     
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•  Artic le  17 provides  for  abol i t ion of  
untouchabl i ty .  

•  Artic le  23 provides  for  abol i t ion of  
t raf f icking and exploi tat ion.  

•  Artic le  24 provides  for  abol i t ion of  chi ldren 
working in  industr ies  below 14 years  of  age 

E c o n o m i c  P r o v i s i o n s :  
•  Artic le  46 provides  for  promotion of  

educat ional  and economic interests  of  SCs 
and STs.  

•  Artic le  46 A provides  for  protect ion and 
conservat ion of  forests .  

•  Artic le  244(5 t hschedule)  deals  with 
administrat ion of  scheduled areas  and 
empowerment of  governors  of  the  s tates  to  
carry  out  their  funct ions and                                                    
report  to  the president.  

•  Artic le  275 says  that  the  specia l  funds to  be  
sanct ioned to  the scheduled areas  f rom the 
consol idated fund of  India.  

P o l i t i c a l  p r o v i s i o n s :   
•  Artic le  330 provides  for  reservat ion of  seats  

for  Scheduled Castes  (SCs)  and Scheduled 
Tribes  (STs)  in  the   house of  the  people.  

•  Artic le  332 provides  for  reservat ion of  seats  
for  SCs and STs in  the legis lat ive  
assemblies  of  s tates .  

•  Artic le  335 aims at  recognit ion of  the  
c la ims of  SCs and STs to  service  and posts .  

•  Artic le  338 provides  for  appointment  of  
nat ional  commission for  SCs and STs.  
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•  Artic le  342 deals  with the identi f icat ion and 
determinat ion of  STs.  

Apart  f rom the above-mentioned provis ions,  
the  government of  India  has  a lso taken up certa in  
s tatutes  and legis lat ions regarding indigenous 
people.  They are;  Protect ion of  Civi l  Rights  Act  
1955 (previously  known as  Untouchabl i ty  Offences  
Act  and modif ied in  1976 as  Protect ion of  Civi l  
Rights  Act) ,  Prevention of  Atroci t ies  Against  
Scheduled Tribes  and Scheduled Castes  Act  1989,  
Bonded Labour Aboli t ion Act  1976,  The Child  
Labour Regulat ion Act  1986,The Forest  
Conservat ion Act  1980,  The Panchayats  Extension 
Act  1996 etc .  Along with these  legis lat ions the 
governments  at  both centra l  and s tate  level  have 
taken up several  developmental  programs for  the 
development of  indigenous people  in  India.   

The Essence of Reservations and Polit ical  
Representation for Indigenous People 

Representat ion is  one of  the  basic  aspects  of  
modern governments.  The concept  of  
representat ion exis ted a lways in  the past  but  i ts  
‘pol i t ica l ’  s ignif icance was unexplored as  we use  
in  contemporary t imes.  Poli t ica l  thinkers/theoris ts  
of  middle  ages  made considerable  use  of  the  idea 
of  representat ion in  the construct ion of  the  
re lat ionship between the church and state .  
According to  Thomas Hobbes the concept  of  s tate  
or  community  rests  on the idea of  representat ion.  
He advocated for  a  mult i tude of  persons who are  
made into one person and he is  the  actual  
representat ive  of  that  mult i tude (Fredrich,  1996).  
In  modern t imes with the advent  of  industr ia l  
revolut ion and development of  t ransport  and 
communicat ions in  the Western European 
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countr ies  a  large middle  c lass  emerged.  The r ise  of  
middle  c lass  led to  the formation of  several  
associat ions,  interest  groups,  pol i t ica l  part ies  e tc .  
that  eventual ly  s tar ted demanding their  share  in  
the pol i t ica l  a f fa irs  of  their  countr ies .  Further,  the  
industr ia l izat ion in  the West ,  in  modern t imes,  
gave bir th  to  imperia l ism and colonial ism that  in  
turn led to  the colonizat ion of  Afro-  Asian 
countr ies  by the industr ia l ly  advanced countr ies  
with Bri ta in  in  the fore- front.  After  a  long 
suffer ing under  the Bri t ish  supremacy these  
countr ies  by vir tue of  prolonged so cal led 
independence s truggles  and revolts  f inal ly  
acquired independence and establ ished their  own 
representat ive  pol i t ica l  inst i tut ions and se l f -
government.   

Thus,  the  modern concept  of  pol i t ica l  
representat ion a long with i ts  representat ive  
inst i tut ions spread to  Afr ican and Asian countr ies .  
S ince most  of  these  countr ies  are  so  diverse  in  
cul ture  and varied in  l i fe  s ty les  a  large number of  
associat ions,  cul tural  and ethnic  groups,  racia l  
groups,  business  c lasses  e tc .  s tar ted demanding 
their  share  in  the pol i t ica l  a f fa irs  of  their  
part icular  countr ies .  As a  resul t ,  e lect ions,  
pol i t ica l  part ies ,  interest  and pressure  groups 
s tar ted playing an important  role  in  the pol i t ica l  
a f fa irs  of  these  nat ions.   With these  developments  
in  the modern per iod,  the  concept  of  pol i t ica l  
representat ion became prominent  and an 
important  aspect  of  debate  and discussion for  
scholars  around the g lobe.   

Pol i t ica l  Representat ion involves  the 
delegat ion of  government to  a  smal l  number of  
c i t izens e lected by the rest  (Held,  1985).  That  
smal l  number of  e lected c i t izens acts  as  the 
representat ives  of  the  represented.  Pol i t ica l  
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representat ion is  considered as  an important  
concept  s ince the publ ic  v iews can be ref ined and 
enlarged when passed through the medium of  a  
chosen body of  c i t izens or  representat ives.  In  this  
ent ire  process  of  the  pol i t ica l  representat ion the 
large number of  c i t izens inf luence pol i t ica l  power 
and governmental  act ion through their  e lected 
representat ives  and get  their  problems and issues  
solved.  Further,  the  decis ions taken up by the 
authorized representat ives  wil l  have a  b inding 
ef fect  upon the ent ire  community  that  is  
represented.  In  a  par l iamentary democracy,  the  
enactment  of  general  rules  and pol ic ies  requires  
careful  coordinat ion of  conf l ic t ing interests  and 
viewpoints  of  di f ferent  sect ions of  the  society  so 
as  to  reach an ef fect ive  compromise  and 
consensus.  I f  the  coordinat ion of  conf l ic t ing 
interests ,  opinions and problems of  di f ferent  
sect ions of  the  populat ion are  not  properly  
coordinated or  undermined,  then the very purpose 
of  achieving democrat ic  pr inciples  and 
commitments  wil l  be  di f f icul t .  

There  has  been di f ference of  opinions about  
the concept  of  pol i t ica l  representat ion and i ts  
nature.  There  are  some scholars  who cr i t ic ize  
pol i t ica l  representat ion and there  are  some others  
to  uphold the concept.  The scholars  who cr i t ic ize  
the concept  argue that  pol i t ica l  representat ion 
undermines democrat ic  norms in  the sense that  
representat ion of  di f ferent  sect ions having 
di f ferent  cul tures  and l i fes ty les  wil l  lead to  the 
r ise  of  ident i ty  pol i t ics  that  eventual ly  leads to  
destroy the common good,  weakens nat ional  
ident i ty  and undermines c lass  sol idari ty  (Young,  
2000).  Further,  they fee l  that  the  r ise  of  ident i ty  
pol i t ics  wil l  encourage antagonism and confl ic t  
between di f ferent  sect ions and make nat ional  
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integrat ion di f f icul t .  They argue in  favour of  
common good principle  rather  than speci f ic  and 
sect ional  interests .  

Contrary to  the above arguments,  on the other  
hand,  the scholars  who support  the  concept  of  
pol i t ica l  representat ion argue that  s ince the 
modern governments  are  too large and diverse  in  
cul ture  there  needs to  be  recognit ion for  the 
plural i ty  of  interests  of  di f ferent  sect ions and 
communit ies  in  the process  of  pol i t ica l  
representat ion.  A famous scholar  Marion Young 
mainly  supports  this  inclusive  v iew. She argues  
that  there  are  certa in  sect ions of  the  populat ion 
such as  b lacks,  women,  working c lass  e tc .  that  are  
not  adequately  represented in  the representat ive  
inst i tut ions and decis ion making process  in  several  
democrat ic  countr ies .  

According to  her  when pol i t ica l  out  comes 
resul t  f rom an exclusive  process  by dominant  and 
wealthy c lasses  that  outcome is  i l legi t imate  
(Young,  2000,  pp 52-54) .  She says  that  the  
exclusion of  the  under-represented communit ies  
f rom the decis ion making process  contr ibutes  to  
perpetuate  pol i t ica l  and socia l  inequal i t ies .  The 
pract ice  of  exclusion of  weaker  sect ions f rom the 
debates  and discussions and perpetuat ion of  socia l  
inequal i t ies  is  against  the  normative  democrat ic  
ideals  of  pol i t ica l  and socia l  equal i ty .  Further,  
more inclusion of  the  marginal ized groups not  
only  in  legis latures  but  a lso in  commissions,  
boards,  task  forces,  media  coverage,  and other  
decis ion making bodies  wil l  help  them to confront  
and f ind remedies  for  s tructural  inequal i t ies .  She 
a lso suggests  number of  ways to  promote greater  
inclusion of  the  marginal ized groups.  
Establ ishment of  pol i t ica l  and associat ional  
inst i tut ions speci f ica l ly  designed for  these  groups,  
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techniques of  quotas  in  e lectoral  l i s ts ,  
proport ional  representat ion,  reservat ion of  seats  
e tc .  wi l l  promote greater  inclusion of  under-  
represented groups (Young 2000,  pp.  141-153).  

The reservat ions are  provided as  a  part  of  
preferent ia l  t reatment  so as  to  enable  the 
indigenous people  to  be  among the members  of  the  
governing c lass .  The term preferent ia l  t reatment  is  
used interchangeably  as  compensatory 
discr iminat ion,  protect ive  discr iminat ion,  posi t ive  
discr iminat ion,  inclusion,  specia l  reservat ions etc .  
According to  Prakash Louis  the purposes  of  
posi t ive  discr iminat ion are  threefold.  They are  as  
fo l lows:   

1 .  I t  i s  made for  the discr iminated and 
deprived socia l  groups for  their  protect ion against  
the  dominant  communit ies ,   

2 .  These pol ic ies  are  di f ferent  f rom the 
general  ones  as  they are  speci f ica l ly  meant  for  the 
deprived and discr iminated communit ies .   

3 .  These pol ic ies  serve as  a  remedy to  include 
the excluded socia l  groups in  the decis ion-making 
process  and del iberat ions (Louis ,  2005).  I t  implies  
that  the  reservat ion pol ic ies  for  the deprived socia l  
groups are  essent ia l  for  the  real izat ion of  
democrat ic  goals  such as  equal i ty  and just ice.   

The reservat ions in  the Indian const i tut ion 
have been provided with a  v iew to  involve them in 
the mainstream populat ion and enable  them to 
part ic ipate  in  the pol i t ica l  a f fa irs  of  the  country.   
S ince,  the  ef fect ive  leadership and pol i t ica l  power 
plays  an important  role  in  the socio,  economic and 
pol i t ica l  l ives  of  di f ferent  communit ies ,  the  
reservat ions in  law making bodies  are  expected to  
br ing about  a  drast ic  change in  the l ives  of  the  
t r ibes.  According to  Marion Young the 
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marginal ized groups such as  b lacks,  women,  racia l  
and ethnic  groups etc .  need to  be  included not  
only  in  the legis latures  but  a lso in  other  
inf luentia l  bodies  l ike  task forces,  commissions,  
expert  committees  e tc .  for  their  overal l  
development and inclusion (Young,  2000).  

While  f raming the const i tut ion of  India,  Dr.  
B.R.  Ambedkar  v iv idly  explained about  the 
purpose and object ives  of  the  reservat ions for  
scheduled castes  and indigenous people.  
According to  Ambedkar  a  reservat ion is  an 
instrument of  protect ion against  the  aggress ive  
communalism of  the governing c lass  that  
comprises  the dominant  communit ies  l ike  
Brahmins and other  upper-s trata  communit ies .  The 
reservat ions are  intended to  keep the Hindu 
communal  majori ty  within bounds and l imit  their  
pol i t ica l  power and inf luence.  He asserted that  
dal i t s  (scheduled castes) ,  and indigenous people  
are  not  a  part  of  Hindu society  and hence they 
want  to  be  partners  in  running the government of  
this  country.  Further,  he  said  that  they want  
part i t ion of  pol i t ica l  r ights  and those r ights  must  
be  recognized dis t inct ly  f rom those of  the  Hindus 
separate ly.  By dis t inct ly  recognizing the pol i t ica l  
r ights  of  dal i t s  he  meant  to  say that  Indian socia l  
s t ructure  is  so  diverse  and varied where  some of  
the  sect ions or  communit ies  of  people  are  
dominant  in  a l l  walks  of  l i fe  and some other  
communit ies  are  marginal ized.  Hence,  the  exis t ing 
socia l  s t ructure  needs to  be  considered in  f raming 
the const i tut ion.  The pol i t ica l  s t ructure  must  be  
re lated to  the socia l  s t ructure.  I f  that  does  not  
happen then the legis lature,  the  executive  and the 
bureaucrat ic  branches of  the  country  wil l  be  
occupied and dominated by the upper  s trata  
communit ies  that  wil l  eventual ly  suppress  the 
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a l ready marginal ized communit ies  l ike  dal i ts  and 
indigenous people.  

Ambedkar  further  revealed the fact  that  the  
Brahmins (superior  caste)  who are  the chief  and 
leading e lement  in  the governing c lass  acquired 
their  pol i t ica l  power by sheer  communalism rather  
than by force  and inte l lect .  He said  that  according 
to  the laws of  Manu Smri t i  ( text)  the  important  
posts  l ike  Purohi t  (priest ) ,  Chief  Just ice  and Judges 
of  the  High Courts  and the post  of  ministers  were  
a l l  reserved for  the Brahmins(superior  caste) .  Even 
for  the post  of  the  Commander-  in  Chief  the  
Brahmin was recommended as  a  f i t  and a  proper  
person.  So,  Dr.  Ambedkar  by keeping a l l  the  
repercussions that  ar ise  in  the absence of  
reservat ion s trongly  recommended for  the 
provis ion of  reservat ions in  the const i tut ion of  
India  (Sontakke,  2004).  Though in  pr inciple ,  these  
reservat ions may enable  the weaker  sect ions to  
part ic ipate  in  pol i t ica l  a f fa irs  and decis ion-
making,  in  real i ty  these  reservat ions have not  
fe tched them with any major  development or  
advancement in  their  l i fe  s ty les .  Even the 
developmental  programmes and pol ic ies  
speci f ica l ly  meant  for  indigenous people  have not  
been implemented with vigor  and commitment  due 
to  the s trat i f ied Indian socia l  order.  According to  
Marc Galanter  there  is  no proper  method or  
uniformity  for  identi fy ing the reserved 
const i tuencies  for  indigenous people  and dal i t s .  
There  are  di f ferent  s tandards adopted l ike  the 
populat ion concentrat ion for  indigenous people  
and for  dal i t s  both populat ion concentrat ion and 
dispersal  of  reservat ion across  the regions.  There  
is  no role  for  the Courts  in  demarcat ing the 
reserved const i tuencies .  The responsibi l i ty  for  
demarcat ing the reserved const i tuencies  is  
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entrusted to  Del imitat ion Commission that  was set  
up in  1972.  

Marc Galanter  c lear ly  examined the basis  for  
reservat ion for  weaker  sect ions and his tor ical  
reasons for  the provis ion of  reservat ions for  the 
dal i t s  and indigenous people  in  India.  He further  
says  that  the  presence of  dal i t s  and indigenous 
peoples ’  members  in  the Cabinet  Ministership 
inf luences  decis ion making in  favour of  them for  
the ini t ia t ion and expansion of  pol ic ies .  But,  due 
to  the r ig id  and dominant  socia l  order  they are  not  
g iven with the important  posi t ions in  the Cabinet .  
Further,  there  is  no const i tut ional  requirement or  
s tatutory provis ion for  reservat ions in  pol i t ica l  
appointments  within the legis latures,  Cabinet  
Ministership and other  Standing Committees  
(Galanter ,  1984.  Pp.44-48) .  These are  the areas  
where  there  is  a  need for  the maximum inclusion 
of  indigenous people  and dal i t  members’  in  order  
to  have equal i ty  and balance in  decis ion-making 
process  of  the  governance.  

To conclude,  for  Indian democracy to  survive 
and to  uphold i ts  spir i t ,  i t  i s  essent ia l  to  protect  
and safeguard the interests  and aspirat ions of  
weaker  sect ions in  general  and indigenous people  
in  part icular .  Mere provis ion of  protect ive  
legis lat ions and const i tut ional  remedies  on paper  
without  any wil l  in  implementat ion,  the  
real izat ion of  socia l  just ice  is  s imply impossib le .  
Indigenous people  should be g iven more 
opportunit ies  in  every aspect  of  socio-economic 
and pol i t ica l  l i fe  so  as  to  real ize  their  fu l l  
potent ia l  and eventual  progress .  
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