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Abstract

The realization of the nexus of dominance by dominant tribes over Adivasi
communities started with the establishment of Adivasi Hakkula Porata Samithi
(Thudum Debba). A tribal struggle between different groups started recently in
the states of Andhra Pradesh and Telangana with the introduction of Lambada,
Yerukala and Yanadi communities as scheduled tribes in the year 1976 with the
amendment of The Scheduled Castes and Scheduled Tribes Order, 1950. The
According to the 2011 census Lambada community in Telangana constitutes
about 64.33% of the total scheduled tribe population, and the opportunities of
the traditional tribes in education, employment, land holdings and political
representation by the newly included communities in the ST list. This paper
attempts to explain the constitutional basis for the inclusion of any community as
a scheduled tribe. To study how the dominant communities harnessed the fruits
of the reservation to access to the socio-economic and political power and attained
the level were their predominance in number can influence in a policy change.

Key words: Adivasi, Article 342, Dominant Caste, Exploitation,
Reservations, Tribal Social Movement.

Introduction

he concept of dominant politics plays a crucial role for access to

socio-economic and political power and its utilization by the
political class to come to power makes a deciding factor in the Indian
political system. The political parties exist due to the creation and
maintenance of conflict between different sections of society. The issues
of Hindu and Muslims in India, Mala and Madigas in Telugu State,
Adivasi and Lambada in Telangana. The Adivasi social movement in
Telangana state has been started by Adivasi Hakkula Porata Samithi
(Thudum Debba) to fight for the democratic and constitutional rights
of the Adivasi communities through a civil liberties movement. The
inclusion of Lambada community as Scheduled Tribes (ST) in 1976
and realization of the traditional Adivasis after three decades due
to their backwardness in education, livelihoods opportunities and
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political representation, it mandated the Adivasis to fight for their
rights constitutionally for the removal of the Lambada community
from the ST list. The concept of dominance may be understood better
through social dominance theory which explains the root cause for
the dominance and oppression of some communities by the other
communities over time.

Social Dominance Theory

Social Dominance Theory (SDT) explains that social groups to be
organized into group-based social hierarchies in societies that produce
an economic surplus. These hierarchies are in trimorphic structure
based on age, sex and arbitrary set, here arbitrary set is based on the
group-based hierarchy is based on culture and need not necessarily
exists in every society. Group based inequality; oppression and conflict
are pervasive in human existence. (Sibly et al., 2017). There are three
underlying assumptions which define SDT, firstly age and gender-
based hierarchies tend to exist in all societies. Secondly, most forms of
group conflictand oppression are manifestations of the same underlying
human predispositions. Thirdly, social systems are subject to the
counterbalancing influences of the hierarchy. It legitimises the basic
myths surrounding the oppression. The Legitimizing Myths (LM) are
partof the SDT which included values, belief system, ideologies, attitude
and stereotypes that provide a moral and intellectual justification for
social practices. LM that justifies inequality enhance social dominance
and LMs that also attenuate or reduce group-based social inequality
and forms social counterbalance (Sidanius & Pratto, 1999).

In the past hundred years, there is a spread of quasi-democratic
social practices and rise in respect for human rights (Pinker, 2011). In
every modern social system inter-group discrimination, dominance,
oppression and violence continue to thrive (Nordenstam & Ringstrom,
2013; Orange, 2013). The money dominated elections of post-industrial
nations (Lessig, 2011), or the dominant and oppressive dictatorships
across the world, systems of group-based social inequality and
domination continue to exist despite best efforts to maintain egalitarian
attitude (Sibley et al., 2017).

In SDT group-based social inequality made a necessary observation
of the near-ubiquity (Pratto ef al., 1994 & Sidanius & Pratto, 1999)
argues oppression like classism, sexism, racism, nationalism, religious
intolerance and hostility situations. It is a process through which
dominant groups tend to establish and maintain social, economic, and



The “‘Dominant Tribe” and Access to Socio-Economic and Political Power... 91

political supremacy over others. SDT states that social domination and
the social group hegemony tend to dominate weaker social groups
extend to which these dominant groups aspire to gain more power and
climb the highest level of the social ladder (Sidanius & Pratto, 1999).

Marxist and socio-biological ideas influence SDT. Karl Marx describes
the oppressive hierarchy of hegemonic groups dominating and
oppressing the weaker and oppressed groups, in his observations
bourgeoisie dominate the proletariatby controlling factors of production
like land, labour, capital and enterprise by not paying sufficient and
enough wages to the working class. However, Karl Marx thought that
the working class eventually find a solution to any kind of oppression
and destroy the bourgeoisie in a revolution (Marx et al., 2008).

The social dominance theory explains the level of dominance of one
section of the society over another, which Karl Marx influences SDT.
The Indian National Movement resulted due to the domination of the
British over Indians; the people of India revolted against the British
domination and oppression and attained independence. The Telangana
Statehood movement is the resultant of the domination of the well-
educated Andhra people over the innocent Telangana people, and this
resulted in a revolution for Neelu, Needulu and Niyamakalu (Control
over Water, Finance and Jobs) and attained a separated state for the
aspiring people of Telangana. Adivasis were facing different kinds
of domination and started a peaceful revolution for the removal of
Lambada community from the ST list through a constitutional means.

The legitimizing myth attitude of the political leaders without
understanding the future consequences on other communities was
the crucial issue for understanding the SDT. The opportunities of the
Adivasi communities in education, livelihood opportunities, land and
political representation by the Lambada communities and migration of
these communities to Andhra Pradesh, and Telangana from adjacent
states started the over an increase in the Lambada population from 1981
census to 1991 census to the tune of 774%. The Lambada community
constituted about 7% to total ST population in 1981 census, but it has
increased drastically at 64% in the 2011 census.

Dominance at Practice

Anthropologists and sociologists have long emphasized the notion of a
‘dominant caste” to understand village life in India. The actual concept
of dominant classes is unknowingly or unintentionally taken by MN
Srinivas from African counties or their existence of dominancy traits in
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the classes of African communities due to their oppression by the west
through colonization. MN Srinivas first defined the term ‘dominant
caste’ to refer to the caste in the village, which is numerically stable and
also wields the most significant economic and political power (Srinivas
1987). Louis Dumont later insisted that dominance arises solely from
economic power rather than factors such as numerical strength and that
this power flows exclusively from the control of land (Dumont 1970).

The concept of dominant caste which has emerged in recent
sociological research is vital in this connection to understand the issue
of “dominant tribe”. A tribe is said to be dominant when it yields
economic or political power and occupies a relatively high position in
tribe hierarchy. MN Srinivas says that the existence of dominant caste is
not particular to Rampura only. In Karnataka, dominant castes include
Lingayats and Okkaligas. Andhra Pradesh includes Kamma, Kapu,
Reddy and Velamas. Tamilnadu included the Gounder, Mudaliar and
Padayachi. Gujarat includes Patidar and in parts of Northern India
include Rajputs, Jats, Giyars and Ahirs are dominant castes (Puja,
2016). Traditionally, numerically small castes owning land in rural
areas or wielding political power or inheriting a literary tradition were
able to dominate the villages. Srinivas has provided historical reasons
for the power exercised by the traditional higher castes (Srinivas, 1987;
Dumont 1970).

According to MN Srinivas traditional higher castes influenced because
of western education and the benefit which they conferred lays a
foundational basis for dominance. Earlier, the numerical strength of
caste was not much necessary. Nevertheless, with the coming of adult
suffrage and the reservation given to scheduled castes and scheduled
tribes, numerical strength has assumed importance (Srinivas, 1987).
Nowadays, with the coming of adult suffrage, numerical strength has
become very important, and the leaders of the dominant castes and
dominant tribes help the political parties to secure votes for political
gains (Acemoglu, Daron & Robinson, 2008).

This issue of adult suffrage which conferred voting rights to people
above 18 years made the policymakers of the country to go for
divide and rule policies to come to power. This sociological and
anthropological literature is somewhat outdated now. However, the
notion of the dominant tribe seems to still play an essential role in
understanding some critical economic and political outcomes in Tribal
India today. So some tribes which were dominant earlier are no longer
so and which were dominant in political and economic sphere were no
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more dominant right now. Others have taken their place by their being
able to acquire money, muscle and political power (Anderson, 2011).
The dominant tribe may assume self-importance, distance it-self from
others and consider itself as the protector of the whole tribal community.
It may start dominance in the fields of education, employment, land
holdings and political representation. A dominant tribe in order to
maintain harmony among the different economic and political strata
within its tribe structure may form tribe-based associations to lobby for
the issues of utmost importance (Scott, 1979).

The Constitutional Status of Scheduled Tribes

Article 342 of the Constitution provides a scope for the inclusion of
deprived tribal communities as Scheduled Tribes and Scheduled
Castes. Scheduled Tribes notified under the Constitution (Scheduled
Tribes) Order, 1950 in the exercise of the power by the President of
India under Article 342 sub-article (1) to specify the tribe or tribal
communities or parts of any community or groups within tribes and
tribal communities. Sub-article (2) authorizes the Parliament of India to
include in or exclude from the list of Scheduled Tribes notified by the
President of India under Article 342 sub-article (1) (Laxmikanth, 2013).

The order issued under Article 342 sub-article (1) in the year 1950 insofar
as it relates to Andhra Pradesh did not specify some communities
to be a Scheduled Tribes concerning the State of Andhra Pradesh or
any part thereof. The Parliament of India made an enactment in the
year 1976 known as The Scheduled Castes and Scheduled Tribes
Orders (Amendment) Act, 1976 (Act 108 of 1976) to remove the area
restrictions. The issues of including these communities is more relevant
here as the bill was introduced in the lower house of the Parliament of
India on 21-05-1976 as “Scheduled Castes and Scheduled Tribes Orders
(Amendment) Bill, 1976” and passed by the lower house on 02-09-1976
and by upper house on 03-09-1976 and notified as an Act in Gazette of
India on 18-09-1976 (108 of 1976).

Lambada communities are part of Scheduled Tribes with effect from
27-07-1977, as per the Gazette notification on 18-09-1976 (108 of 1976).
The main issues of dominance started with the alienation of land.
The Government of Andhra Pradesh decided that the possession of
land by the newly introduced communities in the Scheduled Areas
of Adilabad, Warangal, Khammam and Mahabubnagar districts
need not be disturbed under the AP Scheduled Areas Land Transfer
Regulation 1959 (Calameshwar, 2006). The legislation passed by the
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Parliament comes during the period of emergency in India. At the
time of emergency, Parliament can make legislations even on subjects
mentioned in the state list. States are also empowered to make laws on
the state subjects, but the central law will prevail over the state law.
Any law or legislation made during National Emergency ceases to
operate after six months from the expiry of the National Emergency
(Laxmikanth, 2013).

Contextualizing the Problem

The study of “Dominant Tribe” in Telangana and Andhra Pradesh is
a basis for the utilization of reservation of existing tribal communities
started with the provision of allowing the reservations to the other
tribal communities as STs. Some of the backward classes like Lambada,
Yerukala and Yanadis included in scheduled tribes list in the year
1976 and the exploitation of actual tribal communities in education,
employment, political representation and access to power. According
to the 1961 census, the population of this Lambada was 96174. The 1971
census report indicates that their population has increased at 132464.
A massive rise in the number may be due to the enumeration process
of the newly included scheduled tribes in Telangana. According to the
1981 census, their population has recorded as 1158342. The same for
1991 reports that their population risen to 1641897 (Venkatesh, 2017).
According to 2001 census, out of a population of 2077949 newly included
tribe in Andhra Pradesh, a population of 1763943 is from the Telangana
region and rest of the 314004 were in habituated in Rayalaseema and
Andhra districts of Andhra Pradesh.

The actual exploitation started with the land alienation from the
actual tribes to Lambada community. The migration of newly
included scheduled tribes from adjacent stated to Andhra Pradesh
and Telangana states for the sake of scheduled tribe reservation over
access to education, employment and political representation. The
manipulation of scheduled tribe certificates helped the communities
from borders of Telangana to access the status conferred to the region
as per the Constitution of India.

According to MN Srinivas to identify a community as dominant based
on four characteristics that they possess. In Telangana and Andhra
Pradesh, the Lambada communities possess the characteristics of
dominance firstly in economic and political power started with the
access to buying of land from the existing tribal communities from
the tribal agency tracts and transfer of ownership of land. Secondly,
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with the provision of scheduled tribe status to these communities, the
Lambada community population increased ten-fold from the census
year 1971 to 1981. Now as per the census of 2011 Lambada community
constitute 64% of the total scheduled tribe population of Telangana
State and occupied a high rank and hierarchy in the row to access to
the power. Thirdly they are more in members in Telangana State with
20 lakh population out of the 33 lakh total scheduled tribe population
of the state. Fourthly, with the confirmation of the ST status to the
Lambada community, made a provision to access to the land rights
from plan area inhabitant Lambadas to the access to land rights from
agency tracts.

Paradigm Shift and Dynamic Change

In Tribal India, the lives of the tribes are becoming a problem of life
and death. In the name of development, the tribal communities are
threatening to extinction. One side the tribes are getting exploited on
another side for vote bank politics of the policymakers. The present
governments are not able to concentrate on the development of the
tribes but trying to exploit these communities for their existence. In the
year 1976, some backward communities like Lambada, Yerukala and
Yanadi included into tribal category through constitutional means but
an unconstitutional process. Inclusion of any community to scheduled
tribes in any state is a matter of interest of that particular state and
a discussion on this need to be firstly initiated in the upper house.
However, it was introduced in the lower house of the Parliament. There
was no proper debate in either lower house or upper house over the
inclusion of these communities as they may create problems to other
tribal communities and becomes an issue of conflict in future.

If we look at the history of Tribal India whether these communities are
actual inhabitants of India or not, the history says they are not tribes.
The actual inhabitants of India were Adivasis who earlier called as the
“Ancient Dravidian Adivasis or Girijans”. The area located between
the states of Madhya Pradesh, Chhattisgarh, Bihar, Odisha, Telangana,
Andhra Pradesh and West Bengal called as the “Gondwana land”. The
actual rulers of this land called as Gonds, Koyas (Koitur). If we look at
the socio-political conditions of this area in Telangana State, the tribal
area from Adilabad to Khammam ruled by the “Athram clan”. These
Adivasis not only participated in access to hereditary power but also
against British rule and Independence movement of the country. Even
after the independence of the country, they are struggling for their



96 Bongurala Gangadhar

identity. If we look at the socio-cultural similarities between Lambadas
and Adivasis, there is no similarity with them.

The Lambada community was not included in scheduled tribes list in
any state except Andhra Pradesh and Telangana and as a scheduled
caste in Karnataka and as de-notified tribes confirming the status of
other backward classes in some other states. If we look at the scenario
on them with others according to the 2011 census, the total tribal
population in Telangana and AP is more than 65 lakhs. The total
scheduled area in the state is 41% which is inhabited by 30% of the
tribal population, the remaining 59% of the state’s area occupied by
the 70% of the tribes. The literacy rate of the scheduled area is 25% as
against the plain area, which is about 57%. According to Article 342 of
the Constitution of India, it recognized the 32 tribal communities as STs
which has settled life in the forest area. However, at present, these actual
tribal communities are not getting the actual fruits of reservation. The
journey of the tribes in Telangana and Andhra Pradesh was towards
development from 1950 to 1975 but after the decision of the Parliament
of India to include some backward communities into ST list made the
development of the actual tribal communities more vulnerable. At
that time, these tribal communities were not in a position to protest
against the act of the government for selfish and vote bank politics.
These communities were included in Backward Classes (BC-A) list in
1970 with a G.O. M.S. No 1773 on 23 Sept 1970 and later included into
the list of De-notified Tribes for five years on 18-09-1976 without the
assent of the President of India as per the Article 342 Sub-article (1) of
Constitution of India.

The population of Lambada community in 1971 Census in Telugu
states was 132464, but with the provision of scheduled tribe status in
1976, the population of this was grown tenfold which is 1158342 in
1981 Census. The representation of this newly included community
in education, employment and political representation is more than
90% in all sectors, if we look at the representation in government jobs
the top three newly included communities constitute 57%, 26% and
7% respectively. The remaining 30 Scheduled Tribes represent only
10% of the tribal population (Ramakrishna 2017). In the year 2005,
another two communities included in the scheduled list. After the
formation of Telangana state, the actual tribal communities thought
that they are not getting proper representation. However, Telangana
state government formed Chellappa Commission to include four new
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communities as scheduled tribes and increase the ST reservation to 12%.
The Chellappa Commission which was appointed by the government
dint has any constitutional backup as Assembly or Parliament does not
approve it. However, it is only for political gimmicks of the leaders.
The state government dint has any power to include a community
into ST. However, this power lies with Parliament of India to approve
with 2/3rd majority and the President of India but approve this list of
communities.

Statistical Analysis from the Census

The population of STs in undivided Andhra Pradesh stands at about
59 lakh as per 2011 Census, but the newly included community in 1976
constitute more than 45% of the total ST population. The population
of the newly included community increased tremendously in between
1981 and 1991 Census. It is due to the provision of ST status to three
backward classes in 1976. It may be due to large-scale migration of
these communities from other states or due to non-availability of the
number of population of these included communities in the previous
census.

In 1961 STs constituted 3.68% to the total population of the state but
they constitute 7% to the total population according to 2011 census and
more than 9% in Telangana State alone. The decadal growth rate of
Lambada community was 91.60 as per 1981 census, and the decadal
growth rate of 32.23 in 1991 census may be due to large-scale migration
of the newly included scheduled tribes as ST in Telangana region due
to the provision of reservations in the state.

The Scheduled Tribe population of Telangana includes 32 tribal
communities given ST status according to Article 342 of the Constitution
of India. The newly included community tops the list of tribal
population in Telangana with 2046119 people, Koya community with
486391, Gond Community with 297846 and Yerukala community with
144128 placed in second, third, fourth position respectively as per the
2011 census data. The top nine ST communities of Telangana constitute
about 3073783 and constitutes about 96.72% of the total ST population
of the state. However, the remaining 24 ST communities constitute
104157 with less than 3.28% to the total population of the state. Some
of the ST communities like Konda Dora, Kattu Nayakh, Rona Rena,
Mukha Dora, Reddi Dora, Gouda are less than 100 in number and face
the threat of extinction soon.
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Fig. 1: Tribal Population of Telangana (in Number)
Sources: Census of India, 2011

The Decadal growth rate of Scheduled Tribes in Andhra Pradesh
according to 1971 Census is 25.17 which is a stabilized sign of
population growth at the same time the decadal growth rate of entire
Andhra Pradesh stood at 20.9. There is a three-fold increase in the
decadal growth rate in the 1981 census due to recognition of scheduled
tribe status to backward classes in the year 1976. Nevertheless, the
decadal growth rate of 1991 census among scheduled tribe means a lot
to the numbers as there may be large-scale migration of the Lambada
communities from the adjacent states of Maharashtra, Karnataka for
access to ST status in Andhra Pradesh state. Andhra Pradesh has become
a destination for these communities to avail the fruits of reservation in
education, employment and political representation from 1981 to 2001.
There is a stability in the decadal growth rate of entire Andhra Pradesh
population from 1961 to 2011 census, but at the same time, noticing
fluctuations in the decadal growth rate of Scheduled Tribes.

The percentage of Lambada community in Andhra Pradesh in the
year 1961 is about 7% to the total tribal population, and other tribal
communities constituted about 93% to the total scheduled tribe’s
population. In the year 1976, some backward communities gained the
status of STs and constituted about 36% to the total STs population of
the state. The other ST communities decreased from 93% in 1961 to 64%
in the 1981 census. According to the 2011 census, Lambada and other
STs of Andhra Pradesh constitute 43% and 57% respectively.
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Sources: Census of India

The Lambada tribal population growth rate in 1971 Census was 38% to
the total population of that community in 1961 but in the census year
1981 the population of the Lambada community grown by 774% to its
previous population census of the year 1971. In the 1991 census, the
population has been increased by about 42% to the existing population
from 1981. This evidences the large scale migration of the communities
from adjacent states of Karnataka and Maharashtra to exploit the fruits
of reservation of the scheduled tribe category.
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Fig. 4: Growth percentage of Lambada Community in Andhra Pradesh

Sources: Census of India

Tribal Movement in Telangana

The tribal movement started with the inclusion of some backward
communities into STs in the year 1976 by providing constitutional
validity. The provision of reservation in the education, health,
employment, livelihoods, land holdings, political representation
is utilized and accessed by these communities among the other ST
communities. The movement started in the early 2010s with the
involvement of leaders from Gond, Koya and other traditional Adivasi
communities with the establishment of Adivasi Hakkula Porata
Samithi (AHPS) also known as Thudum Debba in the local language.
The leaders of the movement claim that

“There are 32 Schedule Tribes in Telangana and the Andhra Pradesh
States. Some backward communities unconstitutionally included in the
list of Scheduled Tribes in the year 1976 violating the Article 342 of the
Constitution and exploiting the fruits of reservations meant for the original
inhabitants of the land like us” (Deccan Chronicle, 7™ October 2017).

The tribal movement started due to the tussle over the establishment
of tribal museum in Adilabad district of Telangana State, the state
government of Telangana provided a lump sum of funds for the
development of Jodeghat and establishment of a tribal museum due to
the services rendered by the great visionary leader Komaram Bheem
in the tribal tracts of Adilabad for autonomy of the tribal land against
the autocratic decisions of the Nizam rule before the independence of
India and liberation of Telangana by operation polo (Sayyad, 2015).
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Intheestablishment of the tribal museum is welcomed by the Gond, Koya
and other tribal communities for the preservation of traditional tribal
culture. However, the conflict between the Lambada community and
other ST communities started with the installation of the women statue
from the Lambada community, and the statue went missing from the
museum, and it was destroyed. Following this, the cultural differences
between the tribal communities ones again came into the mainstream,
and all the other ST communities are demanding the removal from the
Scheduled Tribes list (Anonymous, 2017). A members of the Girijana
Aikya Vedika, a platform to demonstrate the recommendations to the
government and policymakers through peaceful demonstrations claims
and put forward for the idea of providing autonomy to the traditional
tribal groups in culture, they say that

“From political posts like Member of Legislative Assembly or Member of
parliament to jobs, education, landholdings our opportunities are being
taken away by newly introduced tribes. There is not even an IAS or IPS
officer in our Adivasi at present. However, before 1981 we had the positions
and jobs due to ST status confirming to traditional tribal communities”
(Times of India, 10th Dec 2017).

Medaram tribal festival is the second largest tribal festival in Asia
celebrated in the tribal tracts of Eturunagaram Integrated Tribal
Development Authority (ITDA) area. It is exclusively an Adivasi affair
to celebrate to commemorate the bravery of mother and daughter
involved to fight against the Kakatiya rulers 800 years ago, Sammakka
and Sarakka, who went down fighting a battle. The fair draws more than
one crore people who converge in the thick jungles of Tadvai Mandal
to celebrate the bravery of the Sammaka and Sarakka. The Adivasi
priests bring the tribal goddesses to the altar at Medaram village for
every two years and offer prayers for three days. The conflict between
Adivasi and Lambada community started with the arrival of the son of
a Tribal Minister of Telangana. The officials who were in-charge to look
after the organization of the festival wrapped up the ceremony stating
that it was over. Thudum Debba, an organization which fights for the
constitutional rights of Adivasi communities, claims that Sammakka
Sarakka festival is purely an Adivasis affair and others should not
interfere in its affairs of the festival (Srinivasa Rao, 15" Dec 2017). They
claim that

“Others have the least regard for our customs and traditions which we
are following from the last 800 years. They took part in the jatara with
the sole aim of making and earning money by way of percentages and set



102 Bongurala Gangadhar

up their own business in the tribal tracts of Adivasi land. We cannot bear
this exploitation anymore, and it is a right time to fight for the autonomy”
(Srinivasa Rao, 15™ Dec 2017).

The Gond and Koya communities are Adivasis, initially believed
to have spread from central India to parts of Andhra Pradesh,
Chattisgarh Madhya Pradesh, Odisha and Telangana. They have
a sizable population and a long history of settlement in Telangana
and the Andhra States. The Gond people primarily speak Dravidian
languages. Lambada communities settled across the plain areas of
the Indian subcontinent from the state of Rajasthan. While they listed
as the backward class (BC) or other backward class (OBC) in some
states, they listed as scheduled caste (SC) or ST in other states. The
Gonds, have been demanding that the state and Central government
must remove Lambadas from the scheduled tribes (ST) list and should
protect the interest of the traditional Adivasis and other forest-dwelling
communities (Nithin, 13" October 2017). The government identified the
agency areas for an administrative purpose is to protect the interest of
the tribal communities in the specific agency tracts but the issuance of
agency certificates by the bureaucrats becoming a boon for the survival
of the traditional tribal communities.

Conclusion

The nomadic life of the Lambada community has been conditioned
and limited by various factors of physical environment issues,
technology problems, economic impact, their turbulent history and
their subjugation by colonial rulers. The present-day this Lambada
community seems to be under a profound cultural crisis, emanating
from leaving away their old egalitarian practices and adopting the in-
egalitarian Hindu culture and are coupled with poverty, adversely
affecting gender relations. Some sections of the Lambada communities
are also under abject poverty, and they practice daily wage labour for
their subsistence at the present times. The constitutional provision
to recognize some backward communities as scheduled tribes is a
welcoming process for their development. However, the development
of one community should not oppress the rights and development of
other traditional communities. The policymakers of the land neglected
the rationale behind the inclusion of some communities as SCs and
STs. There should be a proper mechanism in the state of Telangana
and Andhra Pradesh to deal with the issues efficiently, On one-side
development and progress of the tribal communities and the other-side
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a proper mechanism to deal with the intra-tribal conflicts arising time
to time. The upper house of the Parliament while framing the policy
for tribal should have noticed the problems arising at the regional level
and at the same time the protective measures to respect the interest
of the traditional scheduled tribal communities more efficiently and
effectively.
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