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Implementation Status for the calendar year 2021

Citizens’ audit of 
The Scheduled Castes and the Scheduled Tribes (Prevention of Atrocities) Act, 1989 

ESPP: Exclusive special public prosecutor  SPP: Special public prosecutor  IMR: Instant monitory relief  DAF: Dr Ambedkar foundation  PC: Protection cell   

State Scorecard – Chhattisgarh 



Performance of States, Chief Ministers, and Political Parties 

Under the Scheduled Castes and Scheduled Tribes (Prevention of Atrocities) 

Rule 16(2), notified on 31 March 1995, the state level high power vigilance and 

monitoring committee (SVMC) meeting is mandatory in January and July each 

year. If followed in letter and spirit 42 SVMC meetings would have been 

conducted by 31 July 2021 – or at the very least by the end of calendar year 2021.

State performance

Only five of the mandatory 42 SVMC meetings were conducted in the period 

01 November 2000 to 31 December 2021: on 10 July 2008 and in the following 

years 2017, 2018, 2019 and 2020. In the past five years (2017–2021) only four 

of the ten mandatory meetings were conducted. 

Chief ministers’ scorecard

SVMC meetings are an essential state mechanism to ensure that officials perform 

their tasks responsibly and are held accountable. It is an important indicator of the 

chief minister’s commitment to social justice and an important ritual and 

substantive accountability mechanism for the implementation of the Act.

Conducting this meeting on time is fully, and directly, within the control of the 

chief minister of the state who is the chairperson of the committee. 

Raman Singh tops in the number of meetings conducted (10%, 3 of thirty 

mandatory meetings). Bhupesh Baghel tops  in compliance (33%, 2 of six 

mandatory meetings) while Ajit Jogi (0%, 0 of 6 mandatory meetings) stands 

low with no state level high power vigilance and monitoring committee 

meetings from the year 2001- 2003.

Political parties scorecard

The party-wise record is not much better, though all parties 

profess social justice. The Congress tops the list with an 

overall compliance rate of 16.67% having conducted two of 

the mandatory 12 meetings, on the back of Bhupesh Baghel 

(two of the mandatory six) meetings during his tenure, 

followed by the BJP at 10% having conducted 3 of 30 

mandatory meetings during the Raman Singh period.
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In fulfilling its constitutional mandate towards the scheduled communities under the Act, Chhattisgarh scores 5 of 42 – just 12% – earning a dismal ‘F’.

Both parties fail in minimum compliance when benchmarked against this parameter.
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