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ABSTRACT

Empowerment of an individual, gathering or locatéamay help in reallocation of inconsistent foretations inside and
between families/social orders. Empowerment, thions @t social equality which can be achieved thtodgempowering
the social structures, systems and institutionsctwiperpetuates unequal power relations .[Empowerment, in this
manner, is a cycle pointed toward altering the matand course of foundational powers which undérese ladies and
other distraught areas in a given setting. The ozl representation and participation may framepmntant conditions to
bring STs into foundations of dynamic, yet aread#quate to enable them, particularly without sieadderlying change
and empowering institutional courses of action. iBes, representation and participation leading tmmwerment of
marginalized communities like STs need to be vieseparately, since both correspond to overcomingstraints and
challenges in separate spheres of activity. Thuklg, paper appraises the political portrayal, inslon and empowerment
of ST's in PRI’s.
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INTRODUCTION

Empowerment has been a challenged idea, and dtilizearious settings to mean various types ofsd@sid mental changes,
in its a lot more extensive implication, the idess tbeen characterized as 'the development of chdils' capacities and
decisions, the capacity to practice decision depeindn independence from craving, need and hardahigpthe chance to
take an importance in, or hold, choice that persuhdir life [1]. The possibility of Empowermentsemmoned in numerous
settings like common liberties, financial uncerainand hindered gatherings and about their ab#ityuctures, and
furthermore in tending to the issues of rightsegthening includes two significant viewpoints:ltimg up the capacities,
arranging abilities and the capacity of individuiatsn one viewpoint; and acquiring power to setttechoices or take part in
dynamic on issues that influence their lives ondtieer [2]. As a result, empowerment as ‘makingassible for people to
work out power and have more control over theg, lthat means having a greater voice in institsti@gency and situation
which concern them. Despite the different methogiel® and implications of the term strengthenings asically identified

with the sociological country of ‘force’, and diffities the states of feebleness and the slantagegance of force relations in
a general public. In sociological literature on duacepts, we may broadly identify two ways of mkediting the meaning of

the concept of power [3]. The dominant perspeasaociates power with domination and coercion.
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Such a clarification arranges power in a socialneetion, where one individual activities controleothe other
by uprightness of his/her syndication of assetschvtiuild power. As opposed to this view, which spewer as ‘control
over somebody', the subsequent view underscorasdarstanding force as 'ability to accomplish stinet[4]. This
perspective on power doesn't really involves samiainection of force between people, rather featalglities or limits of
people or gatherings to deliver results of thetrisien without going into a design collaboratiom@owerment as an idea
approaches this second thought of force, whereetches out capacity to people or gatherings forave their abilities,
abilities and decisions to deliver results on issdi@encing their life [5]. Conceptualised in sughmanner, empowerment
of an individual, group or community may help indisribution of unequal power relations within abétween
families/societies. Empowerment, thus aims at $agaality which can be achieved through disempawethe social
structures, systems and institutions which perpesuanequal power relations [@mpowerment, thusly, is an interaction
pointed toward altering the nature and course ohd@tional powers which minimize ladies and othendbned segments

in a given setting.
Political Portrayal and Empowerment

Portrayal is interpreted as meaning 'a connectietwéden two individuals, the delegate and the addresr constituent,
with the agent holding the power to perform différactivities that consolidate the arrangementbefaddressed'. Viewed
in this sense, the authority that the represergatignjoy is always derived from the agreementefdonstituents, which
they bestow upon the representatives to act or rdekisions on their behalf. The role of represémait multi- faceted

[7]. The part of the agent as 'one who should b constituents' alternatives, should inclineaal their advantage

over his own, yet who should not to forfeit hisrfaiinded choice in choosing to benefit the entoandry'.

The part of agent depends with the understandatgitlegates ought not utilize their autonomougrueht or feelings
as standards of dynamic. The trustee role findsesgon in two major conceptions: a moralistic emtion, in which the
representative is a free agent and follows whatdresiders right or just and a rational conceptiocoeding to which the
representative follows his own judgment based oasaassment of facts and on his understanding q@irtiblems involved [8].
Finally, the politico as a representational rofeetys disposed to both trustee and delegate ratesug ways, in that he is more
sensitive to conflicting alternatives in role asgtions, and is more flexible in adopting a stylattls suited to his decision-
making. Portrayal should hence be viewed as areanti of styles, with the trustee and representdiraetions as posts, and a

mid-point where the directions will in general coged inside a reach offer ascent to a politicd §pb
Political Representation

The Literature concerning political representatiord empowerment points towards tow central stafdepresentation:
substantive representation and descriptive reptasem substantive representation and programmbs tepresented, and
representative may not necessarily be one fromcdmemunity which she/he is supposed to represerjt Bibstantial
representation is based on the premise that rapiedses are supposed to act on behalf of the ttoests, and too much
emphasis on that is present may divert the issoim fthe more urgent question of what the represeatatdo. For
substantive representation, it is activities of theresentatives, rather than their characterjstibich matters, delineating

the true meaning of substantive representation.
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Substantive Representation

Substantive representation is highly valued in modiberal representative democracy, where politiaties and party
ideologies provide the basis for such a form ofespntation. The meaningful portrayal in a voteedaset-up shows itself
in three measurements: through exercises or suppagents of taking genuine choice for their saksponsiveness of the
delegate towards the interests of the constituamtisthe system of responsibility, which puts chemkd equilibrium on
autonomous judgment and activity of agents [11]cémtrast to substantive representation, desceptépresentation
emphasizes ‘who represent’ rather than’ what pedicr ideas the representative is representimtyiis type of portrayal,
the agent should have a place with the gatherieghshaddresses and should have a similar educlhganaunters in
spellbinding portrayal, 'delegates are in their gweople and lives in some sense normally of thgdsiglass of people

whom they address'.
Substantive Representation in the PRIs

Awareness about the policies programmes and fumatioof PRIs as well as participating in the PRihaties are, in
fact, the manifestation of substantive represemtatBroadly, one can identify two ways of assesdimg level of
participation of elected representatives in thecpagat. The first is through an examination of \dtiés in the
pabnchayat meetings and in different committeeshef panchayat to take decisions about various iiesvfor the
overall development of the GP and the second wmuthin investigating their overall involvement in pickl affairs and
public life of the locality [12]. It is essentiab thighlight at this point that participation of tleéected representatives
also involves continuous interaction which theinstituents which allows them to gauge the interasts needs of the

constituents and work towards meeting them.

The theoretical review of substantive representatimtioned about representation of certain ideabeadralf of
the constituents, and working towards these ideathé overall welfare of the constituency. Repnéisg ideas on behalf
of the constituents and working towards them fotfave of constituency necessarily requires awaremdmut differnt
programmes and policies of the institution [13]. Wherefore, attempted to assess the level of awasef ST
Representatives on goal and objectives of PRIsadmilit development schemes, which are beneficidhdo specific

group as well to the whole constituency.
Descriptive Representation in the PRIs

Adequate communication and articulation of groupesfic interests are identified as the major toofsdescriptive
representation, which enhance the equality of deditton in democracy [14]. As pointed out earlige, made an attempt
to gauge the descriptive representation of STsutfiroan examination of three fundamental issuesesentation of

group-specific interest, construction of social mag of the excluded group and upholding de faetgtimacy at PRIs.
Representation of Group - Specific Interest

One of the essential beliefs in descriptive reprmn is that it will cater to the needs and ries¢és of the concerned
group, since the representatives belong to thaticpdar group, and possess the lived experienceth@fgroup. In

descriptive representation the representativesramage to present the ground specific interestarbest possible way, as
they are expected to communicate adequately wéin tdonstituents, and are in a position to artieuthe interests of the

constituents. Further, the constituents also tendommunicate with their representatives in a nicgguent manner as
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both the representative and the constituents belonige same group [15]. Descriptive representdfiintiher assures that
the enhanced communication between the represesgatind the constituents would lead a more respmnand

accountable government.
CONCLUSIONS

It could be concluded from above discussion that golitical portrayal and participation may shaji@al conditions to
bring STs into institutions of dynamic, yet are adequate to engage them, particularly withouinsfqrarimary change and
empowering institutional courses of action. Besidespresentation and participation leading to engrovent of
marginalized communities like STs need to be viewegarately, since both correspond to overcomimgtcaints and
challenges in separate spheres of activity. Whilgasitive state intervention can solve the problemunder-
representation, ensuring successful participatiod thereby empo9werment requires multi-layeredoastiby state
institutions and civil society organizations. Imeal monbilisation of the community and identity f@ation through

assertive politics may contribute positively instihégard.
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