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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).11583/2010

(From the judgenent and order dated 03/11/2009 in WP No.2122/2009
of The H GH COURT OF A P. AT HYDERABAD)

A. P. MJDI RAJ MAHASABHA REP BY | TS PRES. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
K. KONDALA RAO STATE CONVENER Respondent (s)

(Wth appln.(s) for pernmission to file additional documents,
prayer for interimrelief and office report)

Wth S.L.P. (C) No.15706/2010
(Wth appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP and office report)

S.L.P. (© Nos.15702-15705/2010
(Wth appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP, directions, nodification
of Court’s order and office report)

S.L.P. (C No.15735/2010
(Wth appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP and office report)

S.L.P. (© No.15711/2010
(Wth office report)

S.L.P. (C No.15733/2010
(Wth appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP and office report)

S.L.P. (O Nos. 12490-12496 of 2010

(Wth appln(s) for permission to file additional docunents,
prayer for interimrelief and office report)

[ For Directions]

Dat e: 28/10/2010 These Matters were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE THE CHI EF JUSTI CE
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE K S. RADHAKRI SHNAN
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE SWATANTER KUMAR
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For Petitioner(s) T. R Andhyaruji na, Sr. Adv.
R Venkat aramani, Sr. Adv.
R Thi ppa Reddy, Adv.
Aljo K Joseph, Adv.
Soum k Ghosal , Adv.
G N. Reddy, Adv.
In SLP 12490- 96/ 2010: C. K. Sucharita, Adv.
Ni rada Das, Adv.
r Ms. D. Bharathi Reddy, Adv.
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For Respondent (s) K. P. Kyalasnath Pillai, Sr.Adv.
R. Sant han Kri shnan, Adv.
Praveen Pandey, Adv.

Adi tya Acharya, Adv.

C.S.N. Mohan Rao, Adv.

SSSER



In SLP 15735/ 2010: M. N. Raj aranan, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Heard | earned counsel on either side.
The Governnent of Andhra Pradesh vide GOVB
No. 15 dat ed 19th February, 2009, del et ed t he
Mudi r aj , Mut r asi and Tenugol lu communities from
Goup Dof the list of Socially and Educationally
Backward Cl ass based on the Backward Communiti es
Report of 2009 and added the said communities at
Sl . No.1 under G oup-A. Earlier the above-nentioned
communities were included in Goup-D based on the
Anant ar aman Conmi ssion’s Report which was subnitted
to the State Government in the year 1970
Appendi x VI read with paragraph 95 of that
Report referred to t he lists of socially and
educational |l y backward cl asses in which there was a
ref erence to t he criteria of "traditiona
occupation" of the communities as well as of the
"popul ation" t hat exi st ed in t he year 1968 for
their inclusion in Goup D
.3/ -
- 3 -
Shri TR Andhyar uj i na, | ear ned seni or
counsel appearing for the petitioner in S.L.P. (C
No. 11583 of 2010 submitted that though the above-
nmenti oned communities were included in the Iist of
de-notified tribes (Vi mukt a Jat hes) in t he
Anant ar aman Conmi ssion’s Report, t hey wer e
m st akenl y i ncl uded in G oup-D in t hat Report,
agai nst whi ch t he State Gover nnent and t he
Conmi ssi on received various representations. The
Backward C asses Commission in its Report of 2009
was only correcting that m stake by including those
communities in Goup-A.
W notice in t he Backwar d Cl asses
Conmi ssion 2009 Report that there is no reference
to t he criteria of "traditional occupati on” of
those comunities or to their "popul ation", though
reflected in the Anantaraman Conmi ssion’s Report.
The question whether those criterion are rel evant
for the inclusion of those comunities in G oup-A
is a matter for the Comm ssion to consider on which
we express no final opinion. The Covernment, we
find, after reconstituting t he Backwar d Cl asses
Conmi ssion had issued a notification on 3rd January,
2009, which was published in the | ocal newspaper on
18th January, 2009, calling for representations,
suggesti ons and objections for change of group of
certain castes. Public hearing was notified to be
held on 29th January, 2009. On 27th January, 2009
requests were made by sone of the organizations
seeking extension of time upto 15th February, 2009,
so that they could effectively place their point of
view and furnish materials before the Commi ssion
agai nst the change of group. But no opportunity
was gi ven by the Conmi ssion and the Conmi ssion held
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public hearing on 29th January, 2009. Ther ef or e,
t he poi nt of Vi ew of t hose communities who are
af fected by the inclusion could not be properly
exani ned.
Consi dering the inportance of the matter,
we feel it would be appropriate that the Comm ssion



may consi der only the above matter, which is the

subj ect-matter of t hese speci al | eave petitions,
af resh after gi ving an effective opportunity of
being heard to all the affected parties, since sone

of them have got a genuine grievance that they were

not gi ven suf fici ent time to submit material s
bef ore t he Commi ssi on or of fered an effective
heari ng.

We, therefore, direct the Backward Cl asses
Conmi ssion to consider the subject-matter of these

speci al | eave petitions af resh, after gi ving
opportunities to all the affected parties by way of
public heari ng. The date and tinme will be notified

by the Commi ssion and after hearing all the parties

concerned, a supplenentary report is directed to be

submitted before this Court within a peri od of
three nonths from today.

[ T.1. Rajput ] [ Madhu Saxena ]
A R -cumP. S Assi stant Regi strar



