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Abstract 

Despite constitutional and legal safeguards, 

atrocities against Scheduled Castes (SCs) and 

Scheduled Tribes (STs) continue to be widespread 

in India. This paper provides a comprehensive 

examination of the constitutional provisions, 

statutory frameworks, and case law that address 

atrocities against these marginalized communities. 

The analysis highlights the challenges in 

implementation, the role of   key legal provisions, 

and the need for reforms to ensure effective 

justice. In doing so, it underscores the persistent 

gaps between legal safeguards and ground-level 

realities. 

 

1. Introduction 

India, despite being a democracy with a 

commitment to equality, continues to witness the 

pervasive issue of atrocities against its 

marginalized communities—Scheduled Castes 

(SCs) and Scheduled Tribes (STs). These groups, 

who have historically faced discrimination, 

continue to endure caste-based violence, 

exploitation, and social exclusion. The 

Constitution of India, along with various legal 

provisions, offers protection against these 

atrocities, but the implementation of these 

safeguards remains ineffective due to socio-

cultural, political, and institutional factors.The 

Scheduled Castes and Scheduled Tribes 

(Prevention of Atrocities) Act, 1989 (PoA Act), 

enacted by the Indian government, is one such 

critical piece of legislation. However, despite its 

provisions, the law is not always enforced 

effectively. This article provides a critical analysis 

of the constitutional safeguards, legal 

mechanisms, and the case law that protects SCs 

and STs from such crimes. 
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2. Constitutional Provisions for the Protection 

of SCs and STs 

The Indian Constitution contains several key 

provisions that specifically aim to protect the 

rights of SCs and STs, addressing caste-based 

discrimination and promoting social justice. These 

constitutional safeguards, enshrined in various 

articles, form the cornerstone of legal protection 

against atrocities. 

 

Article 14 - Right to Equality 

Article 14 guarantees equality before the law and 

equal protection of the laws for all individuals. 

This provision serves as the foundation for 

ensuring that no individual, regardless of caste or 

tribe, is subjected to discrimination. It provides a 

constitutional guarantee that all persons shall be 

treated equally under the law. 

 

Case Law: State of Kerala v. N.M. Thomas 

(1976): The Supreme Court interpreted Article 14 

in the context of affirmative action, 

acknowledging that certain groups may require 

special provisions to achieve substantive equality. 

 

Article 15 - Prohibition of Discrimination 

Article 15 prohibits discrimination on the grounds 

of religion, race, caste, sex, or place of birth. It 

empowers the state to make special provisions for 

the advancement of socially and educationally 

backward classes, including SCs and STs. 

Case Law: Indra Sawhney v. Union of India 

(1992): The Supreme Court upheld the 

constitutionality of reservations for backward 

classes under Article 15(4), recognizing the 

importance of special provisions for the upliftment 

of SCs and STs. 

 

Article 17 - Abolition of Untouchability 

Article 17 abolishes untouchability and forbids its 

practice in any form. The practice of 

untouchability, which historically marginalized 

Dalits, has been declared illegal, and any act of 

untouchability is punishable by law. 

 

Case Law: Champakam Dorairajan v. State of 

Madras (1951): The Supreme Court emphasized 

that any form of untouchability violates the 

fundamental rights under Article 17, reinforcing 

the constitutional commitment to eradicating 

caste-based discrimination. 

 

Article 46 - Promoting Educational and 

Economic Interests 

Article 46 mandates the state to promote the 

educational and economic interests of SCs and STs 

and to protect them from social injustice and 

exploitation. This provision underlines the state's 

duty to ensure the welfare and development of 

these communities. 

 

Case Law: Unni Krishnan, J.P. v. State of 

Andhra Pradesh (1993): The Supreme Court 

reinforced the state's obligation to provide 

educational opportunities to socially and 

economically disadvantaged communities. 

 

Article 338 - National Commission for Scheduled 

Castes and Scheduled Tribes 

Article 338 establishes the National Commission 

for Scheduled Castes and Scheduled Tribes to 

oversee the implementation of safeguards for these 

communities. The Commission investigates 

complaints, monitors the implementation of 

protective measures, and makes recommendations 

to the government. 

 

3. The Scheduled Castes and Scheduled Tribes 

(Prevention of Atrocities) Act, 1989 

The Scheduled Castes and Scheduled Tribes 

(Prevention of Atrocities) Act, 1989 (PoA Act) is 

the cornerstone of legal protection against crimes 

targeted at SCs and STs. The Act aims to prevent 

atrocities and ensure justice for these marginalized 

communities. 
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Key Provisions of the PoA Act 

Section 3: The Act defines a range of atrocities 

that are punishable under the law, including 

forcing a SC/ST to drink inedible substances, 

compelling them to perform degrading tasks, and 

insulting or humiliating them in public. 

 

Section 4: The law establishes stringent 

punishments for public servants who fail to 

perform their duties in preventing or investigating 

atrocities against SCs and STs. 

 

Section 5: This section mandates enhanced 

punishment for repeat offenders, reinforcing the 

deterrent effect of the law. 

 

Section 14: The establishment of Special Courts 

to expedite the trial of cases under the PoA Act is 

mandated. These courts aim to reduce the burden 

of backlog cases and ensure faster adjudication of 

cases. 

 

Section 15: Special Public Prosecutors are 

appointed to conduct cases in these Special Courts, 

ensuring that the cases of SCs and STs are 

represented fairly and efficiently. 

 

Section 18: The Act does not allow anticipatory 

bail for persons accused of committing atrocities, 

thereby protecting victims from potential threats 

and ensuring immediate action against the 

accused. 

 

Section 21: The government is obligated to take 

measures for the effective implementation of the 

Act, including setting up monitoring mechanisms 

and ensuring the accountability of law 

enforcement agencies. 

 

Challenges in the Implementation of the PoA 

Act 

Despite its comprehensive framework, several 

challenges persist in ensuring the effective 

implementation of the PoA Act: 

Underreporting: Victims of atrocities often fear 

retaliation or social ostracization, leading to 

underreporting of incidents. The social stigma 

attached to caste-based crimes discourages victims 

from approaching law enforcement agencies. 

Caste Bias in Law Enforcement: There is a 

systemic bias in the police and judiciary that often 

results in insufficient investigations and delayed 

justice. This is exacerbated by the reluctance of 

law enforcement to pursue cases involving high-

status perpetrators. 

Judicial Delays: Long delays in the judicial 

process and low conviction rates in cases related 

to atrocities contribute to the continuing problem. 

The lack of fast-track courts in many regions 

prevents timely justice. 

Lack of Awareness: Many SC and ST 

communities are unaware of their rights under the 

PoA Act and do not seek legal recourse when 

subjected to atrocities. 

 

4. Case Law: Judicial Interpretation and 

Directions 

The Indian judiciary has played a crucial role in 

interpreting the PoA Act and ensuring its 

implementation. Several landmark judgments 

have addressed issues of caste-based violence and 

the application of the law to protect SCs and STs. 

Dr. Ambedkar's Legacy: PoA Act as a Tool for 

Social Justice The Supreme Court in State of Uttar 

Pradesh v. Ramesh Chandra (2014) held that the 

PoA Act is a tool for social justice and emphasized 

the need for effective enforcement mechanisms. 

The Court stated that the law must be implemented 

with sensitivity, and failures in its implementation 

would result in a denial of justice to SCs and STs. 

In Re: Crimes against Dalit Women (2018): The 

Supreme Court directed the Government of India 

to set up special courts and tribunals to deal with 

crimes against Dalit women, highlighting the 

vulnerability of Dalit women to sexual violence 

and other forms of abuse. 
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M. R. Parashar v. State of Rajasthan (2020): In 

a case where a Dalit man was murdered by a higher 

caste person, the Supreme Court reaffirmed the 

importance of the PoA Act in securing justice for 

SCs and STs, emphasizing the urgent need to 

eliminate caste-based violence. 

 

5. Government Initiatives and Reforms 

The Indian government has undertaken several 

initiatives to improve the implementation of the 

PoA Act and ensure justice for SCs and STs. These 

include: 

Financial Assistance for Implementation: The 

government has allocated substantial funds under 

the Scheduled Castes and Scheduled Tribes 

(Prevention of Atrocities) Scheme, which supports 

states in creating infrastructure, training law 

enforcement, and ensuring victims' rehabilitation. 

 

Fast-Track Courts: The establishment of special 

courts in select districts aims to expedite the trial 

of atrocities under the PoA Act. These courts are 

designed to address the backlog of cases and speed 

up the delivery of justice. 

 

Awareness Programs: The government has 

initiated awareness campaigns aimed at educating 

SC and ST communities about their rights under 

the PoA Act, ensuring they are more informed and 

empowered to seek legal recourse. 

 

6. Recommendations for Strengthening Legal 

Protection 

Despite these efforts, further action is required to 

address the implementation challenges. 

Recommendations include: 

 

Increasing Public Awareness: Extensive 

awareness programs are needed to inform SCs and 

STs about their legal rights under the PoA Act and 

the provisions of the Indian Constitution. 

 

Training of Law Enforcement Officials: Law 

enforcement agencies must be sensitized to caste 

issues and provided with proper training to deal 

with cases involving caste-based violence. 

 

Strengthening Judicial Mechanisms: The 

establishment of more fast-track courts and the 

appointment of more special prosecutors will 

expedite trials and increase conviction rates. 

 

Social Reform: Long-term social reform aimed at 

changing entrenched caste-based biases is crucial 

for eliminating the root causes of atrocities against 

SCs and STs. 

 

7. Conclusion 

While India’s legal framework, including 

constitutional provisions and the PoA Act, offers 

robust protection against atrocities committed 

against SCs and STs, the gap between legal 

provisions and actual practice remains wide. The 

implementation of these laws must be 

strengthened, with a focus on overcoming socio-

cultural biases and ensuring that marginalized 

communities are truly protected. Judicial reforms, 

law enforcement sensitivity, and public awareness 

are key to ensuring the protection of SCs and STs 

from caste-based violence and exploitation. 
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