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Sub: Muslim Reservations - criteria - gathering of information - regarding 

The Judgement of the High Court in T.Muralidhar Rao vs State shows that it is crucial for 
the completion of the task assigned to the Commission to lay down criteria for 
backwardness, and gather information relevant to backwardness. before any decision can 
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be arrived at. Apart from non�consultation with the Back\vard Classes Commission. the 
principal reason for the Court setting aside the G.O was that criteria and information 
relevant to the decision were not properly set out. Since consultation with the Backward 
Class Commission is now complied with. it remains to meet the objection relating to 
criteria for identification as backward class and the gathering of data relevant to the same. 

This in fact requires three things. One. criteria for backwardness must be set out. Two. 
statistical data relevant for the criteria must be gathered. And three. the data must be 
analysed to decide whether the criteria for backw'ardness are fulfilled by the :viuslim 
community or a part thereof. The criteria should be clear. and should be relevant to the 
issue of backwardness. Secondly, there should be sufficient information with the 
Commission to enable the Commission to come to a conclusion (on this. the view 
expressed in State of A.P vs U.S.Y Balaram, ( 1972) 1 SCC 660 was cited and approwd 
in Indira Sawhney \'s Union of India. 1992 Supp (3) SCC 217. at para 709). Thirdly. of 
course. the Commission should deduce its conclusions logically from the information. 

Regarding the methodology for doing this, the Supreme Court in Indira Sa\yhney 
approved (para 782*) of the methodology adopted by the Justice O. Chinnappa Reddy 
Commission appointed by the Karnataka Government. The Hon 'ble Commission may 
obtain a copy of the same from the Karnataka Government. That may be of help in 
evolving a suitable methodology. However. at paragraph 783 of Indira Sa\yhney the 
Supreme Court clarified that approval of the methodology of the Justice O. Chinnappa 
Reddy Commission should not be construed to mean that it is the only procedure to be 
adopted. The Court said that there is no such thing as a standard or model 
approach/procedure. ·It is for the authority to adopt such approach and procedure as it 
thinks appropriate. (and) so long as the approach adopted by it is fair and adequate'. 
Newrtheless the Justice O. Chinnapppa Reddy Commission' s report may be useful. 

*all references to the Indira Sawhney case are to 1992 Supp(3) see � I -: 












