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The submission by a Government-appointed committee to the Supreme Court that the

annual family income of ₹8 lakh is “a reasonable” threshold to determine if someone

belongs to economically weaker sections to avail 10% reservations in admissions and

jobs does not seem to hold water. The submission rejected the notion that the

Government had “mechanically” adopted ₹8 lakh as the cut-off because it was used to

identify the OBC creamy layer, by asserting that the income criterion was “more

stringent” than the one for the OBC creamy layer. This justification, based on a few more

criteria that exclude some income and occupational parameters from the OBC creamy

layer, however, is not convincing as the Court’s key question remained unanswered

satisfactorily. The Court had said that the OBC category is socially and educationally

backward, and had therefore additional impediments to overcome, and had asked

whether it “would... be arbitrary to provide the same income limit both for the OBC and

EWS categories”. The submission does not adequately respond to this question. On

whether at all differences in purchasing power across urban/rural regions and per capita

income/GDP across States were considered to arrive at this number, the submission

suggests that this exercise would be infeasible and complex. But while asserting that an

annual family income criterion of ₹8 lakh is the right approach, the committee does not

present any data on the estimated number of EWS persons in the population based on

this.

If available consumer expenditure surveys such as the 2011-12 NSSO report, Key

Indicators of Household Consumer Expenditure are any indication, a bulk of the

population will be eligible for reservations under the “below ₹8 lakh” cut-off under the

EWS category, rendering the limit irrational. The committee’s assertion that ₹ 8 lakh

corresponds to the “effective income tax exemption limit” even as the only income slab

exempt from paying taxes was for those earning below ₹2.5 lakh, also renders the

criteria on “being economically weak” as less stringent. The submission lays emphasis on

the fact that outcomes in the recent entrance and recruitment examinations (NEET,

UPSC, JEE) showed an even bunching of eligible candidates in different income

brackets (0-₹2.5 lakh, ₹2.5-₹5 lakh, ₹5-₹8 lakh), but it does not explain why marks cut-offs

were even lower in recruitment exams than that of the socially and educationally

backward OBCs. The validity of the 103rd Constitution Amendment, through which the

EWS quota was introduced in 2019, is in any case still before a Constitution Bench. But

the apex court must seek more clarity on the criteria adopted by the Government

committee to set the income limit for identifying the EWS sections eligible for

reservations.
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The resignation of Sudan’s civilian Prime Minister Abdalla Hamdok has pushed the

country, already battered by political instability, anti-military protests and violence, into

further chaos. Mr. Hamdok, who was ousted in a military coup in October and then

reinstated as part of an agreement, failed to convince the protesters that he could form

an independent technocratic government that would complete Sudan’s democratic

transition. As violent clashes continued, Mr. Hamdok, who was called a “traitor” by the

protesters, was left with no other option but to go. The crisis is of the military’s own

making. Sudan was on a slow but steady transition towards democracy under the

Sovereignty Council, which was formed as part of a power-sharing agreement between

the Generals and the civilian leaders. But General Abdel Fattah al-Burhan disbanded the

Council and ousted Mr. Hamdok. Ever since mass protests in late 2018, the Generals

have tried everything to protect the military’s privileges. They first removed long-time

dictator Omar al-Bashir and took power in their hands. They agreed on power sharing

only after direct military rule became unsustainable. And when the civilian leaders were

consolidating power, the military struck again through the coup. But where they erred

was in miscalculating the will of the protesters.

The military now has power, but is in a difficult situation. When Gen. Burhan reinstated

Mr. Hamdok sans the Sovereignty Council after the coup, he may have calculated that

the military could exercise greater control over the civilian government and the

transition process, which includes elections. But with Mr. Hamdok’s resignation, this plan

seems to have collapsed. A direct takeover of the government by the military would be

extremely unpopular. Finding a legitimate Prime Minister would not be easy either.

According to the constitutional declaration of 2019, the Prime Minister should be

selected by a legislative council and then endorsed by the Sovereignty Council. The

legislative council was never formed and the Sovereignty Council was disbanded. The

military could appoint another technocrat. But if the protesters did not accept Mr.

Hamdok, they are certainly not going to accept anyone the military appoints next.

Weeks-long protests have also paralysed an already enfeebled economy. Inflation has

soared to over 400%. The UN says at least a third of the country’s nearly 43 million

people will need humanitarian assistance in 2022. Sudan needs a stable, responsive

government that can address the critical challenges. The military has the moral and

political responsibility to resolve the crisis. It should immediately end the crackdown,

respect the power-sharing agreement it signed with the civilian leaders in 2019, restore

the Sovereignty Council and allow the country’s full transition into democracy.


