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lower quallfyinq marks/lcs~er etandard of 
evaluation. 

* * a * * *  

The tanderaigned i s  directed to say 
terms of instructions notad in the margin, tbaL) cer  ,sin 

relaxationa/concsaolonu rn tohe matter of qualj f y i n g  
~ ~ a r k e / s t a n d a r d e  of c?va!)iat, ion of performance are to 
be ma& rn fnvuur of candidates belonging co t h e  
Scheduled Castes and t h e  Scheduled Trihea uhile 
coaeidering then fur pr:~mcr!:ion. 

2 .  The validi-ty of such loser qualrfying 
mrkei'leaear wtanclarde of ctvaIriation uas called 
into ques t i t~n  i.n Courrs i ~ r  t h e  context  of the 
judgement of t h e  Suprema r'oui 'r- i n  t h e  case of Indira 
Sawhney Vs. iJnit2n of India. The Supreme Court, in 
t-he case of S.C:'inod Kumar Va, Union of India (JT 
1996 ( 8 )  S . C  , 6 4 3  1 has held t h a t .  t h e  proviaion for 
lower qua1 i fy irrg  rnark%'laueer 1 eve1 of evaluat i.o:l, 
in the r~batker of promot' 

__I--- 

grovided for candidate8 
belonging to the S c h a d u K a s t e a  and tihe Scheduled 
Tribea uoder Governraeiit ' 9 f.nstt uct iona ,  i a  not 
pertnisaib1.a under Article 1 6 i 4 )  in view of the 
command cont..ili:~ed in A r t i c  la 335 of the 
C o n s t i t u t i o n .  The C o ! l r t  has fkrther observed that; 
even if it. is assumed for the sake of argument. that  
raaervation i o  perrnittctrl by Article'  .16( 4 )  i n  the 
matt-er of prornotlon, a provision for lower 
qual.ifyinq nwrks or lesaer level of evaluation j,s 
not perrniasible in the matter of pronot-ioc, by 
virtue of' Articie 335. The Court  also h e l d  that. t ire 
protection for reservst.ion i.n prorotion for L i v e  
yeara, given by the Suprene Court, vide para 829 of 
the judgement. in Indira Yawhney's caee, did not mave 
the PA-oviaions f o r  lower qualifying marks/lesser 
level of eva 1wat.ion. 

3. It has accordingly been decided to withdraw 
t h e  instructions contamed rn this Dcpartment'e O.H. 
No. 8/L?/69-Eett.lSCT) dated 2 3 / 1 2 / 7 U  and O.H. No. 
36021!10/76-Bntt.(SCT) dated 21.1.1977, in ao far aa 
Lheae provide for lower qua1 i f y ~ n g  mark8 for 
Scheduled Ca~tea/Bcheduled Trlbee candrdatea r n  
departniental qualifyingicomyrrtitive examinations for 
promotion. Similar J y , t h e  relevant portione of para 
6.3.2 of the  UPC guidelines circulated vide thls 



Lkp.rta+nt'a O.W. No. 22011/3/86-Estt.ID) dated 
10.4.1989, to the extent that they provide for 
conaideration of Bcheduled Caste%/Scheduled Tribe* 
candidates w i t h ~ u t  reference to merit and the 
preacribed "bench mark', are hereby reucimded. 

4.  I t  ia clarif~ed t h a t  t h e  e f f e c t  of theme 
ins truc t ions  is tha t  hencefarth there mhall be no 
separate standards of evaluation for candidatea of  
the Scheduled Caates/Ycheduled Tribes for promotion, 
and assesanent of a l l  candidatea for t h i s  purpose 
w i l l  be w i t h  reference to uniform standarde. Any 
other instr~ictlons of t h e  Government, which provide 
for lower qtalifying marks/lesaer standarde of 
evaluation in matters of promotion for candidatea 
belonging to the Scheduled ~astes?Schedul .ed Tribes,  
may also be treated as having beeti modified to this 
e x t e n t .  

5 .  These instructions t a k e  immediate effect.  

6 .  A l l  Miniatt.ies/Departrnenta are alao 
requested to bring t h e s e  instructione to t h e  notice 
of t h e i r  AttachediSubordinat.e Offices and Autonomue 
Bodies/ Public  Sector  Undertakings under t h e i r  
control for compliance. 

n 

1/ DIRECTOR 

1. All Hinietries/Departments of the G o v e r m n t  of 
India.  

2. Union Public S e r v i c e  Commission, Dholgur Rouse, 
New Delhi. 

3. S t a f f  Selection Commission, C.G.O. Complex, 
Lodi Road, New Delhi. 

' 4.  Depae.tment of Economic Affairs (Banking 
D i v i s i o n ) ,  New Deihi . 

5. Depart.~r\ent of Econurni c A f  f a i ra  ( Insurance 
D i v i s i . o n )  , New DeLhi . 

6 .  Department of Public Enterprises, N e w  ~elkh. 

7. National Colamiasion for S C &  ST, Lok Nayak 
Rhavan, New D e l h i .  

8 National C ~ i s s i o n  for Backward Classes, 
Trikoot-I, Bhikaji-cama-place, R.K.  Puram, New 
Del hi. 

9. Ministry of Welfare, Shast.r.i Bhavan, New Delhi.. 


