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PM JANMAN scheme 

This article covers “Daily Current Affairs” and the topic details “PM JANMAN scheme”. This topic has relevance in the 
Social Justice section of the UPSC CSE exam. 

GS 2: Social Justice 

Why in the news? 
The Scheme is designed to cater to the needs of Particularly Vulnerable Tribal Group (PVTG) households and 
habitations by ensuring: 

Basic Facilities: 
 Provision of safe housing, clean drinking water, and sanitation to enhance living conditions.

Improved Access to Education, Health, and Nutrition: 
 Focus on enhancing access to quality education, healthcare, and nutrition for PVTG communities.

Road and Telecom Connectivity: 
 Initiatives to improve road and telecom connectivity to overcome geographical isolation and enhance

communication.

Sustainable Livelihood Opportunities: 
 Implementation of measures to promote sustainable livelihoods, including skills training, resources, and

support for economic activities.

Saturation for Key Schemes: 
 Ensuring saturation for key government schemes such as Pradhan Mantri Jan Arogya Yojana (PMJAY), Sickle

Cell Disease Elimination, TB Elimination, 100% immunization, Pradhan Mantri Poshan Yojana, Pradhan Mantri
Jan Dhan Yojana, etc.

This initiative is part of the Pradhan Mantri-PVTG Development Mission, as announced in India’s 2022-23 Union 
Budget. The government has allocated Rs 15,000 crore over three years for the comprehensive development of 
Particularly Vulnerable Tribal Groups. 

Particularly Vulnerable Tribal Groups (PVTGs): 
Particularly Vulnerable Tribal Groups (PVTGs) are subsets of tribal communities in India that are identified as 
more vulnerable due to their isolation, distinct socio-economic and cultural traits, and low population. The 
concept of PVTGs evolved from the Primitive Tribal Groups (PTG) category established by the Dhebar Commission 
in 1960-61, which aimed to address disparities among Scheduled Tribes. In 2006, this category was renamed 
Particularly Vulnerable Tribal Groups. 



 

 

  

Numbers and Spread: 
 In 1975, the Indian government identified 52 tribal groups as PVTGs based on the Dhebar Commission’s 

recommendations. 
 Currently, there are 75 PVTGs in 22,544 villages across 18 states and one Union Territory, with a total 

population of about 28 lakh individuals. 
 Odisha has the highest number, with more than 2.5 lakh PVTG individuals. 
  

Characteristics: 
 PVTGs are characterized by stagnant or declining populations, pre-agricultural technology, extremely low 

literacy levels, and subsistence-level economies. 
 Population sizes vary significantly, ranging from under 1,000 to over 1 lakh in different groups. 
  

Challenges: 
 PVTGs face severe marginalization due to isolation, low population, and unique socio-economic and cultural 

traits. 
 Challenges include limited access to basic services, social discrimination, vulnerability to displacement from 

development and natural disasters, and lack of political representation. 
  

Government Schemes: 
 The PVTG Development Plan focuses on providing education, healthcare, and livelihood opportunities while 

preserving traditional knowledge. 
 The Pradhan Mantri Janjatiya Vikas Mission (PMJVM) emphasizes market linkages and procurement of Minor 

Forest Produce (MFP) at Minimum Support Prices. 
 Other schemes include the Pradhan Mantri Adi Adarsh Gram Yojana, Integrated Tribal Development Project 

(ITDP), Tribal Sub-Plan (TSP), Eklavya Model Residential Schools, Forest Rights Act 2006 for land titles, 
Support to Tribal Research Institute (STRI) scheme, Scheduled Castes and Scheduled Tribes (Prevention of 
Atrocities) Act 1989, and the Panchayats (Extension to Scheduled Areas) Act 1996. 

 Direct recruitment through reservations aids in education, self-governance, and protection against 
discrimination. 

  

How PM-JANMAN scheme different: 
PM-JANMAN, or Pradhan Mantri Janjatiya Vikas Mission, distinguishes itself through several key features aimed at 
addressing the unique challenges faced by Particularly Vulnerable Tribal Groups (PVTGs): 
Proper Identification and Recognition: 
 Critique of Existing Criteria: The criteria for identifying PVTGs have been criticized as outdated, leading to 

confusion and exclusion. Some PVTGs are not recognized as Scheduled Tribes in certain states. 
 Government’s Response: The initiative includes creating a Human Development Index for PVTGs, addressing 

concerns raised in reports by Dr. Hrusikesh Panda and Virginius Xaxa. Baseline surveys have been conducted 
for about 40 PVTG groups for targeted development planning. 

  

Participatory Bottom-Up Approach: 
 Customized Strategies: PM-JANMAN rejects a ‘one-size-fits-all’ approach, instead adopting customized 

strategies that respect the unique needs and priorities of PVTGs. 
 Inclusive Decision-Making: The scheme actively involves PVTGs in decision-making processes, specifically 

addressing issues like land rights, social inclusion, and cultural preservation. 
  

Livelihood Promotion: 
 Skills Training and Resources: The scheme focuses on providing skills training and resources, including land 

and credit, to promote sustainable livelihoods. 



 

 

 Forest Rights Act Implementation: Granting land titles under the Forest Rights Act (FRA) secures access to 
forest resources, with Section 3(1)(e) of the FRA specifically supporting the rights of primitive tribal groups 
and pre-agricultural communities. 

 Cultural Heritage Preservation: Encouraging traditional technologies and skill enhancement through 
industry partnerships helps maintain cultural heritage while promoting sustainable development. 

  

Health, Nutrition, and Education: 
 Mobile Medical Health Units: Outreach strategies, such as Mobile Medical Health Units, are crucial for 

providing healthcare in remote areas. 
 Cultural Integration in Education: Incorporating the culture and language of PVTGs into the curriculum, 

providing transportation, and training teachers about PVTG cultural contexts enhance education accessibility. 
  

Infrastructure Development: 
 Relaxed Guidelines: Habitations of PVTGs often do not meet the criteria for mainstream schemes due to 

factors like population requirements or lack of surveys. 
 Guidelines Adjustment: Guidelines for infrastructure schemes, including Pradhan Mantri Grameen Sadak 

Yojana, Pradhan Mantri Awas Yojana, and Jal Jeevan Mission, have been relaxed to improve access to housing, 
water, sanitation, electricity, and connectivity for PVTGs. 

  

SOURCE: Experts Explain: How the PM JANMAN scheme can help 
Particularly Vulnerable Tribal Groups | Explained News – The Indian Express 
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THERE IS NO PLACE FOR HIJAB RIGHT NOW: HIJAB BAN 

ISSUE AND FREEDOM OF RELIGION IN KARNATAKA 
 

(This article can be found in ‘Official website of Supreme Court’, ‘Official website of Kerala High Court’, ‘Official 
judgment of Fathima Tasneem vs. State of Kerala (2018) case’, ‘Indian Express’, ‘The Hindu’, ‘Government of 
Karnataka Home The official website of the Ministry, ‘Jansatta’, ‘Sansad TV’s program Sarokar’ is related to the brief 
summary of the combined editorial of the monthly magazine ‘World Focus’ and ‘PIB’. It also includes the suggestions 
of the YOJNA IAS team. This article is related to UPSC This article specifically deals with the ‘Indian Polity and 
Governance, Social Justice, Issues related to Women, Fundamental Rights, Issues related to Freedom of Religion, 
Judiciary, Government Policies and Interventions, Supreme Court, Hijab’ section of the Civil Services Examination. ‘No 
place for Hijab now: Hijab ban issue and freedom of religion in Karnataka’ under ‘Daily Current Affairs)’. 
 
General Studies – Indian Polity and Governance, Social Justice, Issues related to women, Fundamental Rights, 
Issues related to freedom of religion, Judiciary, Government policies and interventions, Supreme Court, Hijab. 

 
WHY IN DISCUSSION / NEWS? 
Recently the Supreme Court gave a divided judgment in the Karnataka hijab ban case. 
 In the event of a split decision as described in the Constitution of India, the case is heard by a larger bench. 
 The bench to which the case of a split decision is transferred may be a three-judge bench of the High Court, or 

an appeal may be made to the Supreme Court. 
 Petitions by a section of Muslim students in Karnataka seeking permission to wear hijab in classrooms were 

rejected by the High Court in March 2022 on the grounds that it is not a part of essential religious practice in 
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the Islamic faith and it was unnecessarily construed on grounds of religious freedom. But an appeal has been 
made for hearing. 

There is no longer any restriction on Muslim girl students wearing hijab in educational institutions of Karnataka. 
The Congress government made this announcement on 23 December 2023. Karnataka Chief Minister 
Siddaramaiah had made this announcement on December 22, 2023, at the inauguration of three police stations in 
Nanjanguda in Mysuru district. Karnataka Chief Minister Siddaramaiah argued behind this that in India it is the 
personal right/matter of any person to choose to wear any kind of dress and eat any kind of food. In India, behind 
such controversial matters is vote bank politics and appeasement. 
Recently, six students at a college in Karnataka’s Udupi district were banned from entering the college for wearing 
hijab (a garment worn by some Muslim women in public). This issue raises legal questions on freedom of religion 
and whether the right to wear the hijab is constitutionally protected. Or it also has some different implications. 
This matter had reached the Supreme Court via Karnataka High Court. Ultimately it was decided that there will be 
a ban on sitting in the classroom wearing hijab in educational institutions. Will be allowed to come to class only 
wearing Uniform. Female students could come to school in hijab, but would have to take off their hijab before 
entering the classroom. 

 

WHAT ARE ITS IMPLICATIONS? 
According to the fundamental rights granted to Indian citizens by the Indian Constitution, Indian citizens 
have the following fundamental rights – 
 Freedom of conscience: Freedom of conscience and to freely profess, practice and propagate religion. 
 Right to practice religion: The right to declare one’s religious belief and faith publicly and without fear. 
 Right to practice: The right to practice religious worship, rituals, ceremonies and to demonstrate beliefs and 

ideas. 
 Right to propagate: To communicate or disseminate one’s religious beliefs to others or to explain the 

principles of one’s religion. 

 
TEST OF ESSENTIAL RELIGIOUS CONDUCT: 
 Over the years the Supreme Court has developed a practical test process for determining which religious 

practices can be constitutionally protected and which can be ignored. 
 The Supreme Court in the year 1954 in the Shirur Math case said that the word ‘religion’ would include all the 

rituals and practices ‘integral’ under a religion. The test to determine what is ‘integral’ is called the ‘essential 
religious practice’ test. 

 This test is often criticized by legal experts in relation to judicial determination of religious practices, as it 
leads the court to interfere in religious matters. 

 Constitutional experts are of the opinion that the work of the court should be limited to restricting religious 
practices for the sake of public order and the court should not determine the practices necessary for any 
particular religion. In many cases the Court has applied this test to certain practices. 



 

 

 The Supreme Court, in a judgment given in the year 2004, held that the ‘Anand Marg sect’ had no fundamental 
right to perform ‘Tandav dance‘ on public roads, as it is not an essential religious practice of the sect. 

 There are many instances in which the Court has also applied this test to individual liberty as these issues are 
considered to be largely community-based. 

 In 2016, the Supreme Court had upheld the decision of the Indian Air Force to discharge a Muslim airman for 
having a beard. 

 The Armed Forces Regulations, 1964 prohibit hair growth for armed forces personnel, except ‘those personnel 
whose religion prohibits cutting or shaving of hair.’ 

 In one of its decisions, the Court essentially held that ‘keeping a beard is not an essential part of Islamic 
practices’. 

 
HIGHLIGHTS OF THE COURT’S DECISION: 
JUDGMENTS OF THE COURTS SO FAR ON THE ISSUE OF HIJAB: 
 Two such petitions were filed before the Kerala High Court in 2015, challenging the dress code for all India 

pre-medical admissions, which permitted wearing of slippers with “salwar/pajama” and light, half-sleeved 
shorts. There was a provision to wear only clothes which did not have big buttons, badges, flowers etc. 

 Accepting the contention of the Central Board of Secondary Education (CBSE) that the rule was only to ensure 
that the candidates do not use unfair means by hiding objects inside the clothes, the Kerala High Court has 
asked the CBSE to impose additional scrutiny on those students. Instructed to take measures who intend to 
dress in accordance with their religious custom, but which is contrary to the dress code. 

 The Kerala High Court examined this issue more closely in the case Amna Bint Bashir v. Central Board of 
Secondary Education (2016). In this case, the Court held that the practice of wearing hijab is an essential 
religious practice, but did not strike down the CBSE rule. 

 The Court once again allowed “additional measures” and safeguards in 2015. However, on the issue of school-
prescribed dress, another bench ruled differently in the case Fathima Tasneem v. State of Kerala (2018). 

 The single bench of the Kerala High Court said that- ‘The collective rights of an organization will be given 
priority over the individual rights of the petitioner. , 

 
PROTECTION OF RELIGIOUS FREEDOM UNDER THE CONSTITUTION: 
 Articles 25 to 28 of Part-3 (Fundamental Rights) of the Constitution provide the right to freedom of religion. 
 Article 25 (1) of the Constitution guarantees ‘freedom of conscience and the right to profess, practice and 

propagate religion’. 
 It is a right that guarantees negative freedom, which means that the state will ensure that there is no 

interference or obstruction in exercising this freedom. 
 The Constitution, like all fundamental rights, can restrict the right to public order, decency, morality, health 

and other state interests. 
 Article 26 explains the freedom to manage religious affairs subject to public order, morality and health. 
 According to Article 27, no person shall be compelled to pay any tax for the propagation or practice of any 

particular religion. 
 Article 28 explains the freedom to attend religious instruction or religious worship in educational institutions. 

 
SOLUTION TO THE PROBLEM/WAY FORWARD:  
 In the current political climate, the decision by the Government of Karnataka to mandate either a prescribed 

uniform or any dress in the “interest of unity, equality and public order” has been viewed as a majoritarian 
attempt in the guise of enforcing secular norms, equality and discipline in educational institutions. Also seen 
as a claim. 

 A single decision that legitimizes this non-inclusive approach to education for people of any community, 
religion or caste and a single policy that can deny equal opportunities to Muslim women is not in the interest 
of the country and it will also be unconstitutional. 



 

 

 In schools, colleges or other educational institutions, hijab or any dress, religious or otherwise, should not be 
different from the uniform prescribed by the school, colleges or other educational institutions. Therefore, 
there should be reasonable scope for wearing any attire other than the uniform as long as it does not detract 
from the uniform, such as hijab or any other religious attire. Therefore, the uniforms prescribed by schools, 
colleges or other educational institutions cannot be rejected on the basis of individual freedom of dress. 

 
PRACTICE QUESTIONS FOR PRELIMINARY EXAM: 

Q. 1. Consider the following statements regarding the issue of wearing hijab on the basis of freedom of 
religion. 
1. Articles 25 to 28 of Part-3 (Fundamental Rights) of the Constitution provide the right to freedom of religion. 
2. The Constitution of India grants citizens the right to freedom of conscience and religion to freely profess, 

practice and propagate religion. 
3. The Constitution, like all fundamental rights, can restrict the right to public order, decency, morality, health 

and other state interests. 
4. According to Article 27 of the Indian Constitution, no person shall be compelled to pay any tax for the 

propagation or practice of any particular religion. 
Which of the above statement/statements is correct? 
 1 and 4 only 
 1, 3 and 4 only 
 All of these. 
 None of these. 
Answer – C 

 
PRACTICE QUESTIONS FOR MAIN EXAM: 

Q. 1. “On the basis of freedom of religion, any religious identity should be free from any public display in 

any public places/ places or institutions.” In the light of this statement, what is the situation by the 

government of karnataka regarding school uniforms? Critically evaluate the orders/decisions given 

in the same. 
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