TTOFET QTR Y3, TodRcTT Tone W dT Tosd
KARNATAKA LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY, RESEARCH AND REFERENCE BRANCH

B BroBRG
PAPER CLIPPINGS

2
-

BeRe3 / OTEODH : DEPARTMENT / SUBJECT:_Comest i o lilon

TdFCH FXT : NAME OF THE NEWS PAPER: £ €( Ce—n Fleald OTCT 1 DATE : (e0{a ] 7070

-

y

' Supreme Court
~ stays Maratha
- quotain Maha

there would not be any reser-

Refers the QUESﬁ{m vztions until theissueis finally
o judi d.

Of Vﬂhdlty Of ° glllhéc_:;:e arose out of the

reservationto law which allowed 16% quota

vy o for Marathas. The Bombay

Constitutienbench  Hish Court in 2019 upheld

o the validity of the law but al-
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he Supreme t‘om’t on

Wednesday stayed res-

ervation for Marathas
in jobs and education in Ma-
harashtra and referred the
question of its validity to the
Constitution bench.

A three-judge bench pre-
- sided over by Justice I Nag-
eswara Rao, however, clari-
fied admission already made
to PG courses under the 2018
state law of the Socially and
Educationally Backward
Classes Act would not be al-
tered.

With the court referring
the matter to the CJI for set-
ting up a Constitution bench
/y‘of the appropriate bench,

e e B

lowed 12 to 13% reservation
for the dominant Maratha
community.

Ceiling of 50%

Abatch of petitions contend-
ed it was violative of the SC’s
nine-judge bench decision

(Mandai Commission case), :

putting a ceiling of 50% res-
ervation.

Jaishri Patil and others
challenged the validity of the
HC’s June 27, 2019 order for
applying 121013% quotasince
2014.

The petitioners claimed
that the decision had
breached the 50% ceiling
on reservation fixed by the
apex court in its landmark
Judgment by the nine-judge
bench in the ‘Indra Sahwney’
case (1992), also known asthe
“Mandal verdict”,




