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Abstract
A wide range of non-government as well as government organizations have debated about the new paradigm of sustainable development. Sustainable development is focusing the different aspects like Poverty Reduction, Environmental Protection, Economic Growth etc. Here this paper has tried to make the analytical aspect of SD to uplift the backward people of Odisha where they take a major share of population cake. In this connection Central Government and State Government have come forward with a basketful of schemes for the betterment of unprivileged group.


















INTRODUCTION

	World has seen conferences, debates, seminars, conclaves about sustainable development. All of a sudden SD has become pervasive. Therefore, it appears as a buzz word among International Aid Agencies, Development Planners, the Theme Conferences and a slogan of Environmental Activists. Initially the mainstream interpretation of SD is ecological sustainability which acts as the goal of developmental process. It is understood as a societal change that brackets traditional objectives with ecological balance. The term came into prominence in 1980s when the International Union for Conservation of Nature and Natural Resources (IUCN) presented the world conservation strategy (WCS) with the overall  targets of achieving sustainable development through the conservation of living resources (IUCN,1980). In that respect WCS made a profound contribution towards reconciling development community with those of environmental movement.(Khosla,1987). They pointed out however that the strategy itself of living resources focused primarily on the necessity of  maintaining genetic diversity, habits & ecological process …  it was unable to deal adequately with the sensitive or controversial issues  those relating to the international economic & political order, war & armament, population urbanizations.(Khosla , 1987).
	The united nations environment programme( UN) was at the fore front of the effort to spread  the concept of SD & to encompass the following:
· Help for the very poor, because they are left with no option but to destroy their environment.
· The idea of self reliant development with the natural resources constraint.
·  The idea of cost effective development using  non-traditional economic criteria 
· The issue of health, appropriate technology, food self reliance, clean water & shelter for all.
· The notion that people -centered initiatives are needed.(Tolba,1984 a)

            This factors burden the SD literature as those are the parameters of most development models including UNEP. In contrast to the aforementioned definition  of SD the world commission on environment & development (WCED) is briefed “SD is development that meets the needs of the present without compromising the ability of the future  generation  to meet their own needs. (WCED, 1987 page- 43).
  



 Commission has elaborated the operational objectives of SD- 
· Reviving growth 
· Changing the quality of growth 
· Meeting essential need for jobs, food , energy , water  & sanitation.
· Ensuring sustainable level of population 
· Conserving & enhancing the resource base.
· Reorienting technology & managing risk.
· Merging environment & economics in decision making.
· Reorienting International economic relation.
· Making development more participatory.(WCED,1987, page-49)
             Most organizations of national & international level are actively involved in promoting the objectives to achieve SD goal. In this context it is wise to analyze the traditional development objectives such as removal of poverty with sustainability which is the paradigm of SD. Therefore economic growth is to be taken into account as the major operational objective to support the removal of poverty. If economic growth is more positive it provides necessary   supports to eradicate poverty, and the basic premise of SD is that poverty is largely responsible for environment degradation.  Removal poverty is necessary for sustainable development. The only thing that needs to be done is to change the quality of growth to ensure it doesn’t lead to environmental degradation (WCED, 1987, pp-52,54) .
 
In my paper I have tried to analyze the role of SD to achieve economic growth that will help a particular Scheduled Caste and Scheduled tribe of Odisha to reduce poverty as they being the focus of the study.
	
Since the inception of planning Indian Economy has given priorities to economic development through various programmes for the uplift of backward communities. It is now all set to enter altogether different orbits of growth. In the last few years inclusive growth has been at the forefront of studies sponsored by multi-national agencies such as UN, the World Bank, ADB and some non-government agencies. Successive governments have initiated several flagship programmes to promote inclusive growth in the backward pockets in the country. These programmes are also being supported by private sectors. Therefore, it should be the joint effort to stamp out   poverty in backward region like Kalahandi , Bolangir & Koraput (KBK)in Odisha.


In my present paper effort has been made elaborate the prospects of SC/ST development in the context of Odisha. Here there are some vulnerable groups which   badly need government as well as private sector support for their economic emancipation.  It can be depicted that achieving a growth process in which people from different walks of life feel that, they too benefit significantly from the process as stated by Ahluwalia in 2007. Historically, the SC/ST have faced severe constrains with respect to getting their right over land and other Productive Resources in the caste hierarchical order. They are confronting huddle while purchasing their business as to get their livelihood. Surprisingly the traditional discriminating system is still deep rooted in our societies and which is the main cause of perpetuating poverty (both in absolute and relative terms) among them. In addition to that the prevalence of caste based discrimination and the practice of untouchability against SCs hinder their access to basic minimum facilities like education, health, drinking water, etc. Similarly, discrimination against STs based on their ethnicity, cultural divergences, etc. have led to such an unwarranted situation across the tribal dominated regions of the country.

STATUS OF SC/ST COMMUNITIES
	Let us look at the situation of these communities under various socio-economic indicators with regard to rest of the population in the state of Odisha. 

As per 2001 Census SC/ST population has taken together each 38.66% of total population, and as regards 2011 Census SC/ST population taken together 39.9% of total population where ST constitutes 22.85% and SC 17.13%. These communities still reel in rural and tribal areas. The literacy rate in 2001 among the ST was 37.37% and the SC 55.53%. In 2011 it is 52.24%  among the  ST and 69.02% the SC. 635 tribes  in India and 63 are found in  Odisha and as of now the state has  13  particularly  vulnerable groups   (PVTG).There are  93 SC communities  in the state. In terms of   SC population the state comes 11th in India.

	Performance of SC & ST with regards to some of the economic indicators i.e. incidence of poverty of these groups has been reported significantly higher compared to overall poverty of the state. As per the NSS (2004-05) 2/3rd (65% of the total poor in Odisha belonged to SC and ST groups.  Most of them are landless. By going through the performance of socio-economy indicators for both the communities in the state one can safely conclude that these groups are still marginalized and deprived of many of the welfare schemes implemented since independence. Therefore, Odisha government has implemented a garland of programmes for these communities but it is seen that in KBK region they are hardly getting much benefit out of it since 1998-99. So the matter is that, these groups are struggling for their cultural identity, decent livelihood option, freedom of economic right, free from social discrimination, etc.

	Now, the prime objective of the state as well as the central government is to uplift the socio-economic status of SC & ST communities. Therefore government has implemented various programmes such as tribal Sub Plan (ITDA, Ministry of Tribal Welfare (MOTA) which have been providing special assistance for tribal people. Grants under article 275(1) the Ministry of Tribal Affairs provides annual grants to the state to promote welfare of STs. The assistance covers TSP area like Akalabya Model Residential School from class 6th to 12th. During 2013-14, 77.89 cores under Article 275(1) were given for 1015 projects were completed. Other micro projects were also initiated for all round development of 13 PVTG groups recognized by the Government of India with 78519 population residing in 20 blocks of  12 districts. Simultaneously governments have also given protection of civil rights, legal aid assistance to SC/ST to establish their right titles, interest and possession of disputed land. In addition to these facilities different poverty alleviation programmes of SC/ST have been initiated by government to tackle. These include Odisha SC/ ST development finance, Odisha Tribal Empowerment and Livelihood programmes, etc.
	In connection to this analysis it can be analyzed with respect to the recent budget allocation towards SC/ST community & backward castes. In the year 2016-17 the budgetary allocation is just 0.3% of state budget which amounts to a mere 0.7 % GSDP. In the year 2015-16 it was 2.8% of total state allocation & 0.7% of GSDP. It is clear indication that the Government is not at all serious about the removal of poverty of backward people. It needs injected effort through different programs for sustainable development.  

	



 







Suggestions 
Despite the fact that India achieved impressive economic growth during last couple of decades, persistent & pervasive intergroup inequality in all walks of life is still a grim reality even after 70 years of independence. While the constitutional provisions addressed the legal rights & attend to concerns social justice of the disadvantaged, these groups have largely remained economically backward. Despite several provisions, effective implementation of Government scheme that attempts address economic empowerment of SC & ST remains a critical area of concern even today. 

The dilemma may remain whether economic growth to lift these groups which will act as catalyst of sustainable growth of Odisha’s backward caste. It needs a strong stand in fundamental concern & the need to gain wide political acceptance & support learning from the experience of economic development, SD is unchanged with the outcome of day to day necessity that must not contradict the deep routed notion, normative notion of development as economic growth. It means SD is an attempt to have one’s cake and it eat too.   It is high time to take strong actionable steps for the development of the SC/ST & backward people of Odisha. Budgetary provision should be strictly utilized for scheduled caste sub-plan (SCSP) & Total sub-plan (TSP). Sustainable development could be achieved if allocation of funds by the center & the state are properly utilized.  It is also seen that the budgetary allocation is too meagre to uplift these groups. It is the duty & responsibility of the Government to raise the economic standard of these groups. That will create sustainable development in the state like Odisha; otherwise sustainable growth may be a questionable growth for the backward castes of Odisha. 
 
Still poverty is deep seated in Odisha among the SC/ST population. It would go a long way to taste the fruits of growth led development as develop by the development practitioners of the state and country. It can be accelerated by taking into account employment generation, agricultural development, equal distribution of income, environmental protection, reducing regional disparities, industrial development and poverty eradication of the minority groups of Odisha. The implementation of inclusive growth will surely lead to a balanced growth development in the backward parts of Odisha. 





References:
Economic & Political Weekly    10th September 2007
Economic & Political Weekly, 1st May 2004
Government of Odish(2014-15), Economic Survey of Odisha.
Government of Odisha(2004), “ Human Development Report, 
Lopez, H(        ), “Poor people growth  : A review what we know ( of what we do not)”
Narayan, S(          ), “Indians Economy constraints  to inclusive growth”  Asian Journal of Economic Affairs,  Vol.2 No.1.
 Sambit Mahapatra & Raghabendra(        ),  Is inclusive growth necessary for survival of Indian,  Economy Affairs 
Tolba,  M.K(1984), “The  premises  for building  a sustainable  society – Address  to the World Commission  on environment  and Development” Nairabi,  October 1984 
Tolba,  M.K.(1984), “  Sustainable  development  in a  developing  economy – Address to  the International  Institute  Lagos, Nigeria , May 1984,(Nairboi: United Nations Environment  Programme , 1984 b ) 
Tolba, M.K(1987), “  Sustainable  Development  : Constraints  and opportunities”London: B utterworths
United Nation Environment Progamme(1984a)
World  Bank(1987) , “ Coinable  announces  new steps  to protect  environment  in developing  courtiers , “ World  Bank New Release  no.87/28 (Washington , DC: World Bank, 1987b) 
World Bank(1987) , “ Environment ,   growth  and  development ,”  Development  Committee  Pamphlet  No-14  (Washington , DC: World  Bank , 1987a ) 
World Commission on Environment and Development, our Common Future (New York: Oxford University Press, 1987) 
World watch Institute, State of the world (New York: Nation,  various years )



             


image1.jpeg
Percent

Budg& in Tribal Sub Plan as % of'ToktaI State

Plan 2016-17 allocation 19.68% only
agamst the norm of 22.85%
28 19.7

20
15
10
5
0

2013-14 2014-15 2015-16  2016-17
(AE) (AE) (RE) (BE)




image2.jpeg
SC & ST Development

| Buciget Allocation for Sb & ST‘DAeveIopm;:nt
Dept. as % of GSDP and State Budget
! 5

3.2

4 2.8 3.0
g 3 .\2’3/._——.
€2 o7 0.6 0.7 0.7
1 o— 5 ® D
0

2013-14 2014-15 2015-16 2016-17
(AE) (AE) (RE) (BE)
—@— % GSDP  —@— % State Budget




