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ABSTRACT

Caste is the basic system of societal organizdtiolndia, which is based on highly unequal entitens to
economic and social rights. Education also getscé#fl by the mechanism of this Caste system. lie gjbiincreasing
attention given since independence to the educafiaveaker sections of the community, the percentaighe scheduled
caste enrolled in higher education continues ttober than their percentage in the population, sl also varies from
region to region. The paper looks into the dispaitit higher level of education among Scheduledesasind general
population. It is based on the unit level datahaf two latest NSSO rounds {58nd 66") with comparable data for the

two social groups namely Scheduled Castes and &dpepulation (or others as given by NSSO).
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INTRODUCTION

The Scheduled Castes have been considered the steakestituents of the Indian social structure.
They are designated with a variety of nomenclasueh as untouchables, harijans, depressed clas=®#e classes,
weaker sectionpanchamas, atisudras, avarnas and antyajas. The Scheduled castes throughout the country gctup
lowest rank in the caste hierarchy, and faced maoplems, which are social, economic, political @ttlicational in
nature. The suffering of Scheduled Caste variemfregion to region and caste to caste as alsoantithe frame.
However, both temporally and spatially, the SchedulCastes have been a vital link in India’'s popatat
Despite discriminations of various sorts againetfbrson of these castes, functionally they haea frem the beginning

and everywhere an integral part of India’s life §alband Mukherjee, 1972).

The inequality of the caste system is a specia tfinequality, of ideas and values based on tiigyp pollution
which is the basic to the hierarchy in caste stmect(Dumont, 1970). Scheduled Castes are worsinviof social
inequality in every sphere of life. Contemporarillge rigours of pollution, social practices of wntbability and social
relations of servility vary greatly in different jp& of the country. The widespread upsurge of @yraignifies continued
caste based oppression. The problems of scheda$te lsave been aggravated over the years and pilmedo the total
subjugation and exploitation. With the advancethasociety, in spite of all measures to bring therthe higher levels of
education, the gap between their level of educatidevelopment and the average for society as devdtil continues to
be very wide. The Scheduled caste population itdriggducation level is differ from region to regi@s the region
specificities are acting predominantly on the soai#ributes, Therefore, the understanding of distion and relative
concentration of scheduled caste population is vergortant to know the complex nature of societyd @n the

comprehension of the population geography of In®a. the basic objectives of this paper are: to éwanthe
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concentration and distribution pattern of schedudeste; to look into the spatial pattern of digaim higher level of

education among Scheduled castes and general piopula
DATA BASE

Unit level data of NSSO 38 Round: schedule 10.1:
Employment and Unemployment data (July 1999 - AQ@9).

«  Unit level data of NSSO 6B Round: schedule 10:
Employment and Unemployment data (July 2009- J@i®p

METHODOLOGY

» Social groups of Scheduled Caste and Non Scheduikith are nether scheduled caste, scheduled tribes
other backward castes, and considered as othekSBY, known as General Population in this studg)taken

for the study with the rationale that the formenugr is lagging behind the later one.

e Location Quotient has been calculated to show timeentration of scheduled caste population:

total population of 5C In reglon

' ' _ tetal pepulation ef reghon
location quotient = GaTp ulemw o7 it fndis

total population of mdia

When a region’s Location Quotient for Scheduledt€as larger than 1, it can be concluded that thbee

SC population concentration is greater than natianarage.
* Measurement of dispersion within the social grooypshe Co-efficient of Variation (CV)
CV = SD/Mean

It measures the dispersion of a distribution refatio central value. The expression of the consistef data,

CV is dimensionless value so different values of &% comparable. Higher value shows high variatiafata.
e To show the disparity among Scheduled caste andei@erPopulation (mentioned as ‘Others’ in NSSO),

Sopher’s Index of Disparity, modified by A. Kunduused:

X2
Ds=log (ﬁ] +log ((Q - X1)/(Q — X2))

Where, X2 > X1 and Q > 200

Here, Non Scheduled population or General populaisotaken as X2, as they are considered as theafdr
group, and X1 is Scheduled caste.

* Compound Annual Growth Rate has been calculatedrfoual average growth rate by using:-
r = [(Yf/Yb) *"- 1]*100

Where, Yf = Final Year, Yb = Base year, n= Numbkyears
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» With the help GIS, NSSO regional level map for btith time period have been generated to make Clathop
Maps for the spatial pattern of various attributes. the State Region Map of India, we need to shulne regions
as to have the proper number of samples in themegilso need to adjust the boundaries of the regto match
with two level data [58(1999-2000) and 65(2009-10)]. For this number for regions reducedéneral states to

match the regions.
ANALYSIS AND DISCUSSIONS

Education is considered as one of the most impbesapect of human life as it is not related to doantity of
population but with the qualitative aspect of tlmpplation and thus creates the high quality of humeapital in today’s
knowledge based society. Education is considerée tan important mechanism for development.

More specifically, it has been viewed as the insent through which people can be equipped for aakoc
structure in which status is determined, not byipgon but by individual achievement and worthislregarded as one of
the prime instrument for improving the conditiorotMnly this, education is also considered as atriiment to serve the
social object of equalizing the under privilegedhe matters of opportunities for advancement arabkng them to use

their educations as a lever for improvement ofrtbendition.

Education is the social institution in human sogighough education makes its impact in the lagmriety,

it is constantly affected in various ways by theiabinstitutions like stratification, polity, ecomy and religion.

Caste is the basic attribute of the Indian sogjatesn which operates as an institution in societynf past.
As a social institution, education does not exissblation from the other social institutions oceety. It exists in constant
interaction with them and performs its functionthe context of its relationship with them. In theogess, education

affects, and is constantly affected by, the otloeras institutions.

The major social institutions that are in interawctivith education are stratification, economy,gieln and polity.
As a function of social stratification towards th@ucational system, every society faces the phenomef inequality in

access to, and achievement in, education. (Aikk0@4)

Education also gets affected by the mechanismisfGhste system and educational inequality in achas been
a major concern in Indian society. One importaadehich shows their condition is about their asdeshigher education
institutions. The access to higher education issmesl in terms of gross enrolment ratio (GER) wiiéca ratio of persons

enrolled in higher education institutions to tqiapulation of the persons in age groups of 18-28s/e

In case of India, the enrolment of Scheduled Casiiedents in higher education has been making gtedes
since independence and has shown substantial geognethe past decades. But still there is persisteof disparity
between the enrolment of SCs and non-Scheduledlgggms (NSPs) in the higher education. In 200@ #verage
GER was about 10%.

However, there were significant disparities acressial groups. The GER in rural area was much lofoer
SCs as compared with others. It's being 5.0% fos 8ad 16.74% for others. In urban area, the GEFS€&s and others
was 11.53% and 29.28% respectively. Thus, there wae gap in the GER for SCs as compared to others.
(Srivastava and Sinha, 2008)
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Location Quotient
Scheduled Caste Population
India 2001

Figure 1: Location Quotient of Scheduled Caste, 200
(Source: Computed by Author with data from Census bindia, 2001)
Figure 1 shows the location quotient of scheduladtec population. Location quotients compare thative
concentration of Scheduled caste in a region to rilative concentration of that same group in whotaintry.
When a region’s Location Quotient for Scheduledt€&slarger than 1, it can be concluded that ttteeeScheduled caste

population concentration is greater than natiomatage.

This map show same pattern as of scheduled castewtwation, as the regions of this map show saattenn as
of Scheduled caste concentration, as the regionsrii plain have the scheduled caste populatiore riian the national
average and the central belt have scheduled captdgtion share below national average. The redikrsWest Bengal
Himalayan (2.2), Punjab Northern (1.9), Uttar Psid8outhern (1.7), Punjab Southern (1.7) and Wtadesh Central
(1.6) have share of scheduled caste more thannahtiverage. Concentration of scheduled caste atipalshows that
north plains have more concentration of schedubestecpopulation, as they derive their livelihoodniragriculture so
more concentrated in agrarian zone. Gujarat Sawea$0.3), Maharashtra Coastal (0.3) and Goa (Bale share of
scheduled caste population less than the natiomadage. The central belt extending from coastal aashtra to

Jharkhand has low proportion of scheduled castelptipn.

Table 1: Educational Status of Scheduled Caste ar@eneral Population in 2009-10

Male 34.9 37.3 3.6 0.5 1.6
Rural | Female|  52.9 30.8 13.7 17 0.2 0.7
Male . . .
Scheduled ) -1 MFemale|  36.1 30.8 217 5.7 13 45
Caste
Male | 326 36.2 ek 4.4 1.0 55
Total | Female 49.6 30.8 15.2 2.5 0.4 1.5
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Table 1: Contd.,

Male 22.2 34.0 30.0 7.8 1.3 4.7

Rural | Female 36.7 33.6 22.0 4.9 0.5 2.4
Total 29.2 33.8 26.1 6.4 0.9 3.6

Male 12.5 23.5 28.5 12.0 6.0 17.5

General Urban | Female 194 24.1 26.8 11.7 25 15.5
Total 15.8 23.8 27.7 11.9 4.3 16.5

Male 18.3 29.8 29.4 9.5 3.1 9.8

Total | Female 29.9 29.8 23.9 7.6 1.3 7.5
Total 23.9 29.8 26.8 8.6 2.3 8.7

Source: Computed by author using NSS unit level data oplepment and unemployment, 66th Round,
Schedule 10, 2009-10

Table 1 shows the status of education for schedtdste and general population in 2009-10. Thisriglesnows
that scheduled caste comprises around 40.8% tefétes and this proportion is very high for theeshuled caste females.
In higher education, though, the overall repredemais very poor but within this also the scheduleastes is
marginalized, with just 2% as non — technical geads and above, and just 0.7% with technical higtrrcation.
The condition for the rural scheduled caste is wdhsn the urban scheduled castes. The most ddpsivaral scheduled
caste females and out of scheduled caste the muv#¢ged are urban scheduled caste males. But themthe difference

between proportions of urban scheduled caste raaksirban General males in higher education is stank.

This shows the marginalization of scheduled castgulation from higher education all across the aeand
gender. This inequality is primarily analyzed itaten to inequality in society under the light fatct that not all social
groups are equal in socio-economic background @mdd) there is stratification in education too.qumity in access to
higher education between different social groupgeiy noticeable, continuous and also aggravateah foast in spite of
educational growth. Though it is clear that thelitianally disadvantageous group is far behind ddeanced group not

only in attaining higher education but traditiodabrivation and lack of education make them dualdyginalized.
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Figure 2: (A) Share of General Population in HigherEducation, (B) Share of Scheduled Caste Populatidan Higher
Education, (Source: Computed by Author Using NSS UhLevel Data on Employment and Unemployment, 68
Round, Schedule 10, 2009-10) (C) Growth Rate of Geral Population in Higher Education, (D) Growth Rate of

Scheduled Caste Population in Higher Education (Seae: Computed by Author Using NSS Unit
Level Data on Employment and Unemployment, 66th Raad, Schedule 10, 2009-10)
Figure 2(A) and (B) shows the proportions of gehgmpulation and scheduled caste population in dtigh
education, respectively. All across the regionssiti@re of scheduled castes is low in comparisgeieral. The mean for
the general population is 12.79% while that for tkeheduled castes is 3.08%. The high value of CV

(co-efficient of variation) for scheduled casteswh more variation among them.

The figure 2(B), showing proportions of higher ealien among scheduled caste and the figure 1, wdtichivs
the concentration of scheduled caste, is compagshlen regions of north belt where the concemratif schedule castes
is more, the proportion of scheduled caste in higitication is low, while that in the central biblé concentration of

scheduled caste is low, there the comparative ptiopan higher education for SCs is high.

Figure 2(C) and (D) show the annual growth ratdigher education among general population and stbeéd
caste population from 1999-00 to 2009-10, respelstivThe figures show that the rate of growth isrenamong the
scheduled caste population then general populdfioa.rate of growth is more for scheduled castegions of Himachal,

Uttarakhand, Haryana, Central India regions anghins of South India.

The problem is more for the regions where the priigo of population in higher education is low aaldo the
rate of growth in higher education is less, liketie northern Bihar, which stands with low propamd and low rate of

growth in higher education.
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Figure 3: (A) Higher Education Disparity in 2009-1Q (B) Higher Education
Disparity in 1999-00, (C) Changes in Disparity fron1999-00 to 2009-10
Figure 3(A) shows the disparity among general paipuh and scheduled caste population in higher &ttt in
2009-10, the disparity is more northern plains an@amil Nadu regions, while that of low disparityin central belt of
India. The figure 3(B) shows the disparity among@ fgvoups in 1999-00, which shows more number oibregin range
above 1 then in 2009-10. In 1999-00 the numberegfons with high (0.75 to 1) and very high (aboyedikparity are
more. While that in 2009-10 disparity declines $iilt persists. Figure 3(C) shows the change ipaligy from 1999-00 to
2009-10, and this shows that the Jammu hills, Gislgatrh and Orissa region shows faster declingspadity. While the
regions of Rajasthan, Gujarat, Tamil Nadu, Jharllh&viest Bengal, Western Uttar Pradesh show anaseren disparity
in 2009-10 from 1999-00. Northern Bihar shows hgjhmcrease in disparity that is more than 0.5 tsoincrease.
These three maps shows that in 1999-00 the digpanihore in eastern parts of India, while due @grdase in inequality
there and an increase in inequality in Northerndmegions, there is consequent change in the m&®@-10 which

shows comparatively high disparity in north India.
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CONCLUSIONS

Higher education is the threshold where future slens — makers & policy makers generally receigéing and
are exposed to principles. It is thus critical ¢@uds attention on mainstreaming social equalitydssto allow for equal

representation of all sections of society.

Equality of educational opportunity, as has beemtpd out already, does not consist in a mere pionwiof
opportunities. Rather it implies that such proviside actually utilized by all particularly by tlrosho have been denied
such privileges before. If expansion of opport@stifor secondary and higher education has notyreslhbled the
underprivileged to use them either because of sociaconomic reasons and has only helped the dmbiiasses in the

society to strengthen their position, no true égatin would plead for a further expansion of them.
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