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Chapter - IV 

 
SOCIO-ECONOMIC DEMOGRAPHIC COMPOSITION AND 

AGRARIAN RELATIONS 
 

The economy of Bihar is predominantly agrarian with caste, as an institution, playing 

its vital role in determining socio-economic structure of the society. On the other 

hand, the caste-class linkage of population determines the agrarian relations in rural 

Bihar. In this chapter we will present broad structure of the social composition and 

dynamics of agrarian relations in our sample villages. The details of various other 

socio-economic parameters have been discussed in the following chapters. 

 

Caste System 

There are over 31 caste/community groups in the villages studied.  The details of the 

castes/communities in surveyed villages are presented, at district level, in annexure I. 

It is evident that most of the villages are multi-caste, with the exception of one 

(Chakchatar, District – Rohtas), which is a mono-caste village. However, as can be 

seen many of the villages are such that only 3-4 caste/community groups are 

numerically dominant.  The Brahmin, Rajput and Bumihar form the forward caste 

groups in the village.  Chamar, Mushar, and Paswan/Dushad, Teli are the most 

frequently found Scheduled Castes in the villages.  Amongst the intermediary castes, 

which the state lists under the OBC-I and OBC-II category, there are a large number 

of caste groups such as Kevat, Kurmi, Koeri, Yadav, Nuniya etc.  The Muslim group 

too is heterogeneous wherein the Shaikh and the Shaikhda are upper castes and the 

Ansari, Kulhaiyas, Jolaha, Mansoori etc. are the lower castes.  Though, a few tribal 

groups were seen in Purnea and Rohtas districts1, on the whole, the plains of Bihar 

has insignificant tribal population.           

The village settlement pattern reflects the stratification prevalent in the 

villages.  In almost all the villages, the households are located in distinct groups in 

different hamlets called tolas.  Most of the tolas exhibit the caste affiliations of the 

household.  The numbers of tolas per village vary on the basis of the size of the 

village.  A large village has as many as five to six tolas, whereas, a small one  has two 
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to three.  The social map of village Bearandi and Bhokila, Nalanda district (Maps 1 & 

2) reveals the segregated nature of the tolas.   Similarly, in village Samhuti Buzurg, 

and Kaithi Rohtas district (Maps 3 & 4), the Mushar lives at one end of the village.  

The types of houses and amenities available within the village seem to correlate 

positively with the caste groups residing in the tolas.  The social mapping exercise in 

different villages also reveals that SC tolas in general, have poor access to water and 

approach roads. 

  However, in spite of the deep-rooted caste stratification still prevalent in 

Bihar, there has always been interactions across caste groups related mainly to wage 

employment.  People from the lower castes generally work as agricultural labour in 

the fields of upper caste groups.  In addition to this the lowest caste groups have also 

been known to work as attached labour – Halwaha, Charwaha, Kamiya etc.2 In 

addition to these inter-caste patron-client relationships other forms of such 

relationships too are on the decline.  The patron-client relationship is found in Bhokri 

village, Purnia district, where nearly all Lohar still perform their caste-based 

occupation and earn from their master on an annual basis.  Similarly, in Belabadan, 

Purnea district,  Dhobi and Nai provide services to the forward caste people. 

Mohinuddinpur, Nalanda district and Khangaon, Madhubani district are also 

examples of similar type of villages where we still see a substantial percentage of the 

population working in caste-based occupations.  

 

Caste-Class Linkage 

In our surveyed population there is a high degree of correspondence between caste 

and class (table 4.1).  In essence this high degree of caste-class correspondence 

implies that there is more probability of a lower caste belonging to a lower class and 

vice-versa.  The importance of caste was also emphasised by the participant villagers 

during the wealth ranking exercise of PRA, where the villagers considered caste as 

one of the most important determining factors of poverty as well as class 

belongingness of a family. 

The figures (table 4.1) clearly reveal that a high concentration of the SCs belong to 

the class of ‘agricultural labour’ (AL).  87 per cent of the SCs belong to this class.  
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The next concentration in this class is that of the OBC-I, 75 per cent of them fall in 

this category.  Muslims are the third largest group wherein 68 per cent of the 

households fall in this class.  The picture is drastically different for the OBC-II and 

the upper castes, more so for the latter. Just 6.96 per cent of the upper castes work as 

agricultural labour, where as 39.66 percent of the OBC-II households belong to this 

class.  Of the major castes amongst the OBC-II, Kurmi (23.2 percent) stands out, as a 

relatively small proportion of them works as agricultural labour.  The corresponding 

figures for the other two major OBC-II caste groups are as follows – maximum, the 

Yadav (42.66 per cent) and in the middle, the Koeri (30.8 per cent) (see detailed 

annexure II).  

  
Table 4.1: Class-Caste Inter-relationship  

 Caste 
 FC Muslims OBC-I OBC-II SC/ST Total 

Class 
AL 6.96 68.24 75.18 39.66 87.28 55.53 
PMP 3.5 1.59 4.62 8.52 2.49 4.37 
MP 1.59 4.01 5.84 22.33 3.15 8.28 
BP 59.07 13.76 6.42 16.33 1.72 18.6 
LL 20.83 4.28 2.04 6.93 1.1 6.82 
Non Ag. 8.05 8.12 5.89 6.22 4.25 6.4 
Total 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 
 

The survey figures reveal that the caste-class correspondence still exists in 

rural Bihar to a great extent (except in the case of the OBC-II, where this 

correspondence has reduced marginally). Lower castes, particularly the SCs, the 

OBC-I and the Muslims are the sellers of their labour in agriculture whereas the upper 

castes are the main employers. One of the major changes worth mentioning is the 

increased upward mobility of the OBC-II towards the higher classes.  In fact, the gap 

between the upper castes and the OBC-II, though still significant, has reduced 

considerably over time3. 

Thus, the emerging caste hierarchy in terms of maximum participation in the 

agricultural labour class is that of the SCs, followed by the OBC-I and then the 

Muslims, the OBC-II and lastly the upper castes.  The reverse is true when we 

analyse the figures for the classes of ‘Big Peasants’ (BP) and ‘Landlords’ (LL).  The 
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emerging order is as follows - the upper castes followed by the OBC-II, Muslims, 

OBC-I and lastly the SCs. Taking the BP and LL classes together 80 per cent of the 

upper caste, 23 per cent of OBC-II; 18 per cent of Muslims;8.5 per cent of OBC-I and 

less than 3 per cent of SC/ST belong to this category. A further disaggregation of data 

related to agricultural class shows that among the AL, most of the agricultural labour 

is working as independent casual labour.  This also indicates that the practice of 

attached labour has greatly declined in rural Bihar (see annexure II also chapter iv).  

A remarkable feature of the economic ascendance of the OBC-II is their greater 

presence in the classes of poor middle peasants (PMP) and middle peasants (MP).  

Almost 31 per cent of the OBC-II households fall in the above two class categories.  

More importantly, they constitute about 50 per cent of the PMP and 67 per cent of the 

MP.  The presence of other castes in these two classes is not very substantial.  Finally, 

the caste groups are quite equally distributed in the class of non-agriculturists in the 

range of 4 to 8 per cent, with the upper castes and the Muslims on the higher side and 

the others on the lower side. 

The ‘social mapping’, ‘wealth ranking’, and ‘FGD’ exercises revealed some 

interesting features of different castes’ entitlements which shows the caste-class 

linkage of the populace in the villages.  

From Chart 4.1, it is evident that there is a clear caste-class linkage.  However, 

what is interesting is that the middle castes are now aspiring to achieve the living 

standard of the upper castes/class and are indeed gradually succeeding in doing so.  

The type of housing and amenities presently act as distinguishing indicators of the 

living standard which in turn tend to reflect the caste status.4  However, both the 

mapping as well as the Focus Group Discussions (FGD) revealed that over the past 5-

10 years the middle castes such as Kurmi, Koeri and Yadav have been upwardly 

mobile.  Many of them now own pucca houses and enjoy access to private water 

facility.  This is true even in the Rajput and Brahmin dominated Kaithi village. 

The sample villages in south and north Bihar plains present significant regional 

contrast (Table – 4.2 and 4.3). Villages of the central/south Bihar plains have a lower 

concentration of agricultural labourer households in comparison to that of north Bihar 

plains  50.41 per cent in the south and 58.9 per cent in the north.  This is applicable 
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to all caste groups. In fact, there is little difference between the OBC-I and the SCs in 

this regard.  In north Bihar, almost half of the households of the OBC-II are AL 

households whereas this figure is about 33 per cent in case of the central Bihar 

villages, implying that the gap between the upper castes and the OBC-II is wider in 

the north than in the central Bihar.  However, in the north too the OBC-II is upwardly 

mobile, when seen in relation  
 

Chart 4.1: Caste Entitlements in People’s Opinion 
Indicators Lower castes Middle castes Upper castes 
Location of habitation Separate and mostly located at 

a corner, very congested 
demarcated from the upper caste 
houses but contiguous,less 
congested  

middle or on one side of the 
village, usually spacious 

Type of house mainly phus, a few khaprail Mainly khaprail, a few pucca Mainly pucca, a few khaprail 
Access to road (around their 
settlement) 

Pagdandi or narrow lanes, in 
few cases kutcha road, 

Narrow lanes or kutcha-pucca 
road  

Pucca-kutcha road, wide and 
comparatively clean lanes 

Access to drinking water wells,a few government hand 
pumps 

Private shared hand pumps Private individual hand 
pumps 

Employment and occupation mainly wage work, a few in 
service, a few  marginal 
farmers engaged in cultivation 
of own land or batai (share 
cropping) 

Mainly small farmers, self 
cultivation and batai, a few in 
service and business 

Mainly small to large self- 
cultivation, a few in white 
collar jobs 

Women’s work work as wage labour  work in own field, work as wage 
labour only if very poor 

do not perform outside work 

Access to schooling Improved government school 
attendance in the past 10 years 

large attendance, mainly 
government school 

All children going to school, 
many of them to private 
school 

Land and other asset holdings either no land or very marginal 
holdings, very few consumer 
articles 

sizeable landholding, a few 
modern farm implements, some 
consumer articles  

Big landholding (except a few 
from Brahmin caste), modern 
farm implements, many 
consumer articles  

Caste discrimination no overt discrimination in 
access to public resources, 
denial of common dining with 
upper and middle castes 

rich households experience no 
discrimination, common dining 
with the upper caste usually not 
practised 

Sense of being superior in 
caste hierarchy, overtly or 
covertly try discriminate 
others  

Access to health access quacks and faith healer 
regularly, sometimes 
compounder or nurse, and in 
case of serious illness prefer to 
go to private hospital/doctor at 
the block head quarter  

in case of need, access private 
doctor in block or district 
headquarter  

Access good private doctors 
in district headquarters 

Access to credit Borrow from local gentry and 
money lender for medical and 
consumption purposes at high 
interest rates, no savings 

borrow from friends and 
relatives, sometimes from the  
rich, some amount of savings  

Normally have savings, 
borrow from institutions such 
as banks for productive 
purposes, also borrow for 
rituals and social occasions 
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Table 4.2: Caste-Class Inter-Relationship of Households in South Bihar Plains 
 FC Muslims OBC (I) OBC (II) SC+ST Total 
Class       
AL 1.66 2.15 14.47 24.04 57.68 100.00 

 0.84 1.08 7.29 12.12 29.08 50.41 
POORMIDP 5.79 0.00 25.79 53.68 14.74 100.00 

 1.39 0.00 8.48 5.62 1.74 3.88 
MIDP 2.20 0.34 4.22 83.95 9.29 100.00 

 1.65 2.02 4.33 27.38 3.41 12.10 
BIGP 52.69 1.62 5.93 36.96 2.80 100.00 

 61.98 15.15 9.52 18.90 1.61 18.96 
LANDLD 44.50 3.75 5.63 40.21 5.90 100.00 

 21.04 14.14 3.63 8.26 1.36 7.62 
NONAG 20.06 4.36 20.64 37.79 17.15 100.00 

 8.75 15.15 12.28 7.16 3.66 7.03 
Total 16.12 2.02 11.81 37.09 32.96 100.00 

 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 
Note: first and second row show row and column percentages respectively. 
 
 
Table 4.3: Caste-Class Inter-Relationships of Households in North Bihar Plains 

 FC Muslims OBC (I) OBC (II) SC+ST Total 
Class       
AL 2.06 19.47 13.18 28.02 25.07 100.00 

 7.94 68.91 80.43 49.65 85.92 58.90 
POORMIDP 18.91 10.32 13.18 46.13 11.46 100.00 

 4.68 1.66 3.11 12.67 3.59 4.69 
MIDP 5.13 20.75 22.14 44.76 7.23 100.00 

 1.56 4.11 6.43 15.11 2.78 5.77 
BIGP 59.30 21.74 5.64 11.79 1.54 100.00 

 57.45 13.70 5.21 12.67 1.88 18.36 
LANDLD 62.39 17.74 4.49 13.68 1.71 100.00 

 20.71 3.83 1.42 5.04 0.72 6.29 
NONAG 24.22 37.89 11.21 13.90 12.78 100.00 

 7.66 7.80 3.39 4.88 5.11 5.99 
Total 18.95 29.14 19.85 17.08 14.98 100.00 

 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 
Note: same as table 4.1 
 

to the OBC-I, the Muslims and the SCs. At this point it is important to recognise that 

the Muslims too are heterogeneous group, with certain groups such as the Shaik and 

Shaikda belonging to the BP or at least MP groups, while the Kulhaiya, Ansari and 

Mansoori falling into the AL or PMP groups. 

A number of reasons are offered by the people in the plains of Bihar for the 

change in the caste-class relationships between the different cluster groups. However, 

at this point it would be worthwhile to add that the cause and effect of the change 
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seem to be inextricably inter-linked.  Migration, greater awareness due to education, 

unionisation, spreading of awareness by Naxalite and communist parties, political rise 

of intermediary caste groups such as the Yadav (known as the State caste)5 and 

Paswan, division of landholdings -- are offered as consequences as well as causes for 

the change in the social and agrarian relations among caste clusters.  However, what 

is clear is that migration is the primary reason for the lessening of caste-based 

rigidities and blurring of the caste-class relations in the North, while education and 

greater awareness take precedence in the central plains of Bihar as causative factors.  

Before going into details of other socio-economic parameters of different 

castes and class some household characteristics have been presented in the following 

section. 

 

Household Characteristics  

Table 4.4 shows that the size of the family with average number of males and 

females, percentage of children in the family, average age of the households, 

proportion of women headed households etc. differ across districts, castes and classes. 

The average size of the household of the sample population ranges between 6 and 7 

with 2-3 adult males and 1-2 adult females per family.  The consequence of having 

fewer women per family becomes obvious when the sex ratio is calculated.  The sex 

ratio is unfavourable to women and stands at about 900 females per thousand of 

males. Table 4.4 also reveals that there is a burgeoning young population with 40 

percent of the population in the sampled households and villages being children.   

Still dealing with macro trends, one find that the average age of the head of the 

household is about 46 years and that most of the head of the households is male.  

However, interestingly 0.04 per cent of the households reported themselves to be 

women headed households.  These characteristics reveal the lower social position that 

women enjoy in rural Bihar.   

During the PRA exercise, women from lower castes and class were asked to 

prepare a food calendar and during the discussions that followed the women revealed 

the kind of discriminations that they face.  Across the districts, women revealed that 

during the lean season, women are the first to relinquish their share of food, less 
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likely to be treated when ill and more likely to suffer physical violence at the hands of 

their own men folk. The lower overall sex ratio is a manifestation of this phenomenon 

where women eat less and sometimes even starve.  However, it would be 

reductionism to say that this alone is responsible for the lower female presence in the 

sample population.      

There is a distinct regional pattern in household size with the districts of 

Madhubani and Purnea showing fewer members (average size being 5.9 and 5.1 

respectively) but high percentage of children in the family (38.61 and 43.53 

respectively). The average age of the head of the households in these two districts is 

comparatively lower coupled with a higher proportion of women headed households. 

On the other hand, the districts of Gaya, Gopalganj and Rohtas show larger family 

sizes, lower percentage of children, higher average age of the head of the households, 

and lower proportion of women headed households. Nalanda comes in the middle in 

terms of these household characteristics.  

There is also a pronounced difference in household size and structure between 

the various caste groups.  The household size is highest amongst the higher and Other 

backward caste II (7.51 for Bhumihar & Rajput and 7.32 for Brahmin & Kayastha).  

However, the percentage of children and proportion of woman headed household are 

lower. This indicates a comparatively lower adult mortality rate, better adoption of 

family planning techniques and woman accompanying migrant males. On the other 

hand, Muslims, SC, and OBC-I groups have smaller families and a higher percentage 

of children in their families.  They also have a higher proportion of women headed 

households with lower average age of the head of the households. 

The class analysis of the household characteristic also reveals the existing 

diversity in the region.  It can be seen from table 4.4 that the non-cultivating 

agricultural labourer has a lower family size and higher percentage of children with 

higher proportion 
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Table 4.4: Characteristics of the Households 

Districts Average 
number of 

males 

Average 
number of 

females 

Average 
number of 

adults 

Percentage 
of children 

Average 
size of 

households  

Average age 
of head of 

households  

Proportion 
of female 

headed 
households  

Gaya 2.21 1.95 4.16 38.92 6.81 47.08 0.01 
Gopalgunj 2.74 2.24 4.98 36.71 7.87 49.46 0.02 
Madhubani 1.88 1.73 3.61 38.61 5.88 45.97 0.06 
Nalanda 2.14 1.86 4.00 38.09 6.46 46.43 0.02 
Purnea 1.55 1.33 2.88 43.53 5.09 42.58 0.05 
Rohtas 2.61 2.31 4.91 38.60 8.00 49.96 0.02 
Caste        
Br+K 2.60 2.24 4.83 33.95 7.32 49.47 0.02 
Musl(f) 1.76 1.41 3.17 41.75 5.44 43.72 0.08 
Musl(b) 1.60 1.44 3.03 46.14 5.63 43.79 0.05 
Bh+R 2.59 2.22 4.81 36.01 7.51 48.79 0.03 
OBC (I) 1.94 1.67 3.62 40.86 6.11 45.21 0.04 
Kurmi 2.30 2.04 4.34 34.64 6.64 49.78 0.01 
Yadav 2.45 2.15 4.59 37.45 7.34 48.42 0.02 
Koeri 2.64 2.16 4.79 37.11 7.62 48.55 0.01 
OBC (II) 2.19 1.90 4.10 40.49 6.88 47.22 0.04 
SC 1.73 1.57 3.30 40.24 5.52 43.97 0.04 
ST 1.98 1.69 3.68 31.75 5.38 49.41 0.04 
Class        
ALNF 1.44 1.35 2.79 44.08 4.98 41.76 0.07 
ALNA 1.36 1.39 2.75 45.58 5.06 40.65 0.05 
ALLF 2.09 1.80 3.89 40.76 6.56 46.34 0.02 
ALLA 2.09 1.75 3.83 37.00 6.08 45.27 0.01 
POORMIDP 2.63 2.27 4.90 38.65 7.98 49.56 0.00 
MIDP 2.57 2.17 4.74 36.82 7.50 49.25 0.01 
BIGP 2.71 2.20 4.91 34.85 7.54 49.91 0.01 
LANDLD 2.33 2.10 4.43 35.90 6.91 49.44 0.07 
NONAG 1.68 1.58 3.26 41.60 5.57 46.18 0.06 
Total 2.07 1.80 3.87 39.29 6.37 46.18 0.04 
 

of women headed households in comparison to that of the cultivating agricultural 

labourer and other higher classes. The household characteristics of poor middle 

peasants and cultivating agricultural labour family shows a similar pattern.  In all 

these categories the proportion of woman headed households is very low ranging 

from nil in the case of poor middle peasant to 0.02 in the case of cultivating casual 

labour.  The high proportion of woman headed households amongst landlords and 

non-cultivating agricultural labourer (both free and attached) may indicate two things.  

In the case of landlords the high proportion of women headed households is coupled 
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with high average age of the head of the households (approximately 50 years) while 

in the case of the agricultural labourers the same is lower (approximately 41 years). 

This shows that although the intensity of migration might be high in both the classes, 

the intensity of adult mortality rates, widows, divorced, deserted or separated women 

might be higher in case of latter. This argument finds sustenance from the fact that 

amongst the agricultural labour class (particularly in the case of free casual labour) 

the average size of the households is low. 

Moreover, the difference between the households based on their 

characteristics across districts, caste and class may be explained in terms of adoption 

of family planning techniques, adult mortality rates and intensity of migration within 

the districts. It can be argued that the districts, castes and classes with a lower 

percentage of children in the family coupled with larger family size, higher average 

age of head of the households and lower proportion of women headed households is 

more likely to be a consequence of better adoption of family planning technique and 

better access to health facilities (refer chapter on human development). The presence 

or absence of a large family is also dictated by class consideration in rural Bihar. In 

FGDs many women said that amongst the lower classes there is more likelihood of 

households splitting into nuclear families, especially after the marriage of one or 

more than one sons family mainly due to constraints both economic and space. From 

the discussions it is obvious that households easily separate as they easily outgrow the 

physical space and tensions start cropping up between the members.  It is also 

obvious that amongst the landless or the very poor, the father/patriarch has lesser 

ability to hold his sons together.     

On the other hand, ownership of a substantial amount of land changes the type 

of relationships that prevails within a family. As many women mentioned, becoming 

separate for a land owning household  is a much more complex affair as the work on 

the land and money has to be divided.  Further, animals may be shared and their 

upkeep and division of responsibilities tend to be complicated for the landed 

households. Table 4.5 gives the idea of Household structure within different caste 

and class. It can be seen from table 4.5 that the intensity of nuclear family system is 

higher for lower castes SC/ST, OBC I, OBC II (other than Kurmi, Yadav and Koeri) 
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and also for Muslims. In the same way the intensity was found higher in case of 

agricultural labour and non-agricultural 
 
Table 4.5: Percentage of Households as Nuclear/Joint Family 

     by Caste, Class and Land Size 
Caste Household Structure 

Nuclear Joint Any other Alone 
FC 40.93 37.97 19.55 1.55 
OBC (I) 59.17 33.58 6.18 1.07 
Kurmi 45.36 43.17 11.20 0.27 
Yadav 40.37 44.68 14.42 0.53 
Koeri 36.65 48.15 15.01 0.19 
OBC (II) 50.75 35.70 12.34 1.21 
SC/ST 57.62 33.32 7.15 1.91 
Muslims 75.87 16.19 6.75 1.19 
Class     
ALNF 72.44 20.97 4.64 1.96 
ALNA 75.25 17.50 6.00 1.25 
ALLF 53.85 37.03 8.82 0.29 
ALLA 52.14 37.16 9.53 1.17 
POORMIDP 40.07 50.28 9.65 0.00 
MIDP 40.06 46.33 13.52 0.10 
BIGP 40.32 37.88 21.36 0.44 
LANDLD 43.28 39.48 14.27 2.97 
NONAG 62.66 25.44 6.96 4.94 
Land Size(acre)     
Nil 68.90 23.92 5.31 1.86 
Up to 1 51.92 37.01 10.08 0.98 
1 to 2.5 44.30 38.37 16.47 0.86 
2.5 to 5 32.63 46.71 19.96 0.70 
5 to 10 25.97 52.97 20.86 0.20 
10 to 20 25.00 48.21 26.79  
more than 20 17.24 10.34 72.41  
Total 54.84 33.21 10.69 1.26 
 

class and in case of the households having lower land holding size (up to 1 acre). It is 

interesting to see in the table that the percentage of nuclear family households strictly 

follows a descending order (from approx. 70 percent to 17 per cent) with an increase 

in the land holding size. Another interesting feature that emerges from the analysis of 

the households by their types of structure of the family is that the intensity of the 

lone–member household is also higher in case of lower caste and class. This feature 
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of the lower caste and class households is essentially attributed to the smaller family 

size and high intensity of migration. 

Due to the high class-caste correspondence, the poorer households also happen to be 

the lower caste households and from Table 4.4 it is obvious that amongst the upper 

castes and OBC-II the family size is large.  Similarly, the presence of smaller families 

in Purnea and Madhubani also reflect the widespread presence of lower castes and 

Muslims in these districts.  The reverse relationship between family size and number 

of children per family is not only a caste-class manifestation. In other words, though 

it is true that people belonging to upper castes are more likely to be aware of and 

adopt family planning techniques, it is also true that these are also dictated by 

religious affiliations. The higher percentage of children amongst both the forward as 

well as backward caste Muslims can be thus explained. However, at this point it is 

important to be cautious while interpreting this result both in view of the religious 

sentimentality attached to it and due to the fact that the OBC-I and SC figures are also 

similarly high.  

 

“I lived with my in-laws for seven years and then we moved out as 
tensions began to show.  The old house was small.  My mother-in-
law used to keep fighting with my father-in-law and me, and 
refused to allow us to separate. But, in the end it happened – we 
just could not live together.” (Chamar woman, Gaya district)           
 
“My father-in-law has no land or asset.  He kept even the little 
jewellery that was mine.  We moved out when my brother-in-law 
married.”(Mushar  , Madhubani district) 

 

The reporting of households as women-headed households is in itself a new 

trend as many studies in the past have indicated the reluctance of families to do so.  

Irrespective of the age of the oldest male in the family, he is most likely to be 

declared head of the household.  It is also interesting to note that the proportion of 

women headed households were largely reported amongst lower class and caste 

households and in those districts (Purnea and Madhubani) which have a higher 

proportion of these population. The increased presence of women headed households 

could be a result of large scale male migration from these areas and the low figure 

observed in Gopalganj (another region with a rather high migration figure) can be 
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explained by the larger presence of OBC-II and PMP and MP in the sample 

population of the district.     

 

Migration 

Migration in search of livelihood has been one of the most important coping 

mechanisms that the rural poor adopt for survival purposes.  In our survey villages 

over 30 per cent of the households has at least one migrant (hereby called as 

migrating households).  During the  
 

Table 4.6: Intensity of Migration by District, Caste and class 

 Proportion of 
migrating 

households 

Average number of 
migrants per 
household 

Proportion of 
migrants in the 

age group 15-59 
District    
Gaya 0.20 2.52 0.10 
Gopalganj 0.36 2.06 0.14 
Madhubani 0.51 1.55 0.22 
Nalanda 0.20 2.19 0.10 
Purnea 0.33 1.31 0.16 
Rohtas 0.25 3.11 0.13 
Caste    
FC 0.38 2.33 0.17 
OBC (I) 0.38 1.66 0.16 
Kurmi 0.33 2.01 0.14 
Yadav 0.19 2.03 0.08 
Koeri 0.30 1.73 0.10 
OBC (II) 0.33 2.17 0.16 
SC/ST 0.24 1.75 0.12 
Muslims 0.40 1.34 0.18 
Class    
AL 0.30 1.43 0.13 
POOMIDP 0.28 1.71 0.09 
MIDP 0.28 1.81 0.10 
BIGP 0.31 2.44 0.14 
LANDLD 0.56 2.49 0.29 
NONAG 0.42 2.14 0.25 
All 0.33 1.82 0.15 
 

discussions with the villagers it was reported that though many male household heads 

have a full time job away from village, they still opt to leave their wife and children 

in the village. Although, migration is common to all the districts, castes and classes, 
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the intensity and nature of migration varies very significantly for different population 

groups and districts.  It can be seen from table 4.6 that Madhubani, Gopalganj and 

Purnea have the highest intensity of migration, in terms of proportion of migrating 

households. On the other hand, Rohtas, Gaya, and Nalanda have lower intensity of 

migrating households but substantially higher average number of migrants per 

migrating households. In the working age group 15-59 years the proportion of 

migrants was again the highest in Madhubani. In fact, the proportion of migrants in 

the working age group was always higher in north Bihar districts in comparison to 

that of the south Bihar districts except Rohtas. It can be seen later on that the nature 

of migration in Rohtas is quite different from that of the north Bihar districts.  

It is interesting to note that although average number of migrants per 

migrating households is lower in the north Bihar districts in comparison to that of the 

south Bihar plain districts the proportion of migrants in the working age group is 

higher in the former districts. In terms of caste and class, the intensity of migration is 

higher for higher castes and class but the migration in lower castes and class is more 

of seasonal and temporary nature while for the higher castes and classes it is more of 

a permanent nature. (More detail about migration has been provided in chapter V). 

 

Age Structure 

The detailed age structure of the sample population also varies across the districts, 

castes and classes.  From table 4.7 it can be seen that Purnea district has the highest 

percentage of children in the age groups of 0-4 and 5-14 years, highest proportion of 

OBC-I, OBC-II, SC/ST and Muslims castes and a rather high proportion of labour – 

both agricultural as well as non-agricultural.  On the other hand, these categories are 

the lowest in Gopalganj. However, Gopalganj has the highest proportion of FC and 

big peasant.  The gap between the percentage of children in the age groups 0-4 and 5-

14 years is the lowest in Gopalganj.  Amongst the various caste and class groups, it is 

interesting to note that Kurmi and big peasant reflect the fact that they might be better 

in adoption of family planning. More diverse picture emerged when the percentage of 

population in the age groups 5-14 and 15-24 was compared. Gopalganj also stands 

out for it is the only district where the percentage of population in the age group 15-
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24 is higher than in the age group 5-14 while the difference was the highest in Purnea 

on the lower side. In Purnea the percentage was also found on the lower side for the 

age group more than 59 years. The percentage of aged population (more than 59 

years) was also found on the higher side in districts of Madhubani, Nalanda and 

Rohtas.  

The caste and class analysis of the age structure is more consistent. It can be 

seen from the table that the percentage of aged population is comparatively higher in 

those castes and classes where the percentages of persons are higher in the age groups 

15-24 in comparison to those in the age group 5-14. 
 

Table 4.7: Percentage Distribution of Persons in Different Age Groups by District, Caste and 

Class 

 Age group (in years) 
 0 to 4 5 to 14 15 to 24 25 to 39 40 to 59 59 + 

District       
Gaya 12.74 24.47 22.83 18.26 15.73 5.97 
Gopalganj 10.64 23.74 25.16 17.51 16.38 6.58 
Madhubani 12.35 24.26 23.19 17.07 15.64 7.49 
Nalanda 12.18 24.12 22.77 17.63 16.08 7.21 
Purnea 15.20 26.46 20.69 16.81 15.97 4.87 
Rohtas 10.91 25.51 22.41 17.21 16.14 7.82 
Caste       
FC 10.14 22.29 25.04 18.38 15.93 8.22 
OBC (I) 13.19 25.70 23.23 16.39 15.90 5.59 
Kurmi 11.64 20.61 21.76 18.14 19.21 8.64 
Yadav 11.30 23.86 24.36 17.15 16.48 6.84 
Koeri 11.82 23.96 21.71 19.69 16.34 6.47 
OBC (II) 12.89 25.95 21.59 17.71 15.03 6.83 
SC/ST 13.02 25.28 21.89 17.81 15.93 6.06 
Muslims 15.30 27.57 20.62 15.65 15.57 5.28 
Class       
AL 14.15 26.10 21.32 17.41 15.78 5.24 
POOMIDP 10.62 25.87 24.54 16.13 15.27 7.58 
MIDP 11.06 23.73 23.86 18.33 16.61 6.41 
BIGP 10.27 22.24 25.36 17.34 16.74 8.05 
LANDLD 10.77 22.98 24.54 16.92 16.01 8.77 
NONAG 13.58 26.52 19.62 17.35 14.10 8.83 
Total 12.52 24.80 22.77 17.38 15.97 6.56 
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The foregoing figures suggest that higher the concentration of population in 

the age group 5-14 (children) particularly in comparison to 15-24 group (working 

age), there is lower life expectancy at least in terms of proportion of population 

crossing the age of 60 years. It suggests that groups having less access to health 

facilities also are poor in adopting family planning practices. 

 

Level of Literacy:  

Effective literacy rate (for the population aged 7 years and above) was calculated for 

both males and females in the sample villages. The literacy level in different districts 

and for different castes and class are presented in table 4.8. The level of literacy in 

the sample is 47.21 per cent (61.25 for male and 30.76 for female). Hence, the 

literacy was approximately half in case of females to that of the males.  
 

Table 4.8: Effective Literacy by District, Caste and Class 

 Male Female  Total 
District    
Gaya 65.77 36.00 52.03 
Gopalganj 71.82 32.89 54.52 
Madhubani 57.07 29.89 44.35 
Nalanda 62.22 32.06 48.17 
Purnea 40.93 17.09 30.09 
Rohtas 79.21 41.95 61.69 
Caste    
FC 91.20 64.18 78.69 
OBC (I) 46.26 17.57 33.05 
Kurmi 83.87 49.11 67.32 
Yadav 64.93 23.33 45.91 
Koeri 76.56 39.30 59.70 
OBC (II) 74.73 31.30 55.02 
SC/ST 39.38 12.71 27.06 
Muslims 41.16 17.65 30.32 
Class    
AL 37.59 11.49 25.54 
POOMIDP 74.68 34.45 55.85 
MIDP 80.21 33.97 58.92 
BIGP 86.63 57.32 73.43 
LANDLD 92.22 62.88 78.38 
NONAG 71.83 37.12 55.49 
Total 61.25 30.76 47.21 
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The literacy was found to have varied from a low of approximately 30 per cent in 

Purnea to a high of approximately 62 per cent in Rohtas. Accordingly, the female 

literacy, was the lowest (17.09 per cent) in Purnea and was the highest (41.95) in 

Rohtas. In terms of female literacy, Rohtas and Gaya were much ahead of other four 

districts. Most adverse situation of female literacy was found in Purnea and 

Madhubani, as the percentage of female literate was even less than half of the male 

literacy. The level of literacy was very low for the castes SC/ST, OBC I & II and 

Muslims and for the class of agricultural labour. For these castes and classes the 

female literacy, on the other hand, was not only abysmally low but also it was much 

less than even half of the levels of their male counterparts. It can be seen from the 

table that the female literacy was as low as 12.71 per cent in case of SC/ST, which is 

less than a third of their male counterparts. The same is the case with agricultural 

labour. In case of Yadav also although the overall literacy was more than 64 per cent 

the female literacy was only 23.33 per cent. The highest female literacy was in the 

case of  FC and classes of landlord and big peasant. It was true not only in terms of 

absolute percentages but also in terms of male -female ratios. 

 

Agrarian Relations 

In Bihar, agriculture is still the dominant sector providing employment to the majority 

of the labour force.  As large majority of the populace is still dependent on agriculture 

for  their livelihoods, the existing agrarian relations decide the social fabric of the 

society.  Knowledge of the types and changes in the agrarian relations is thus 

essential. 

The conventional and increasingly popular perspective on agrarian relations is 

that caste rigidities are on the decline. Though, social interactions between caste 

clusters such as visits from upper caste households to lower caste households, 

acceptance of food and drink from other caste groups is still limited, the economic 

interdependence between socially distinct clusters has significantly changed in the 

past decade.  For example, in all the villages though the Mushar and Chamar perceive 

themselves as the lowest caste group, and in spite of the fact that in the public sphere 
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their interaction with the forward castes is confined only to employment related, there 

have been subtle changes in their relationships with the forward castes.   

 

“Twenty years ago, the Bhumihar used to dictate who to vote for, but now we vote 

according to our wishes – we now vote for the CPI” (Semhli, Madhubani district) 

 

“The Mandal agitation changed everything.  Earlier the Brahmin and Muslims were 

powerful and used to influence votes.  Today, the Yadav influence votes in the 

village.  Earlier Mohammad Qassim used to conduct Panchayats.  Now a group of 6 

Yadavs conduct Panchayat.  They impose fines up to Rs. 5000 /- on the poor to 

ensure that they get their way” (Garibram, Achmar, Bahera, Madhubani district) 
 
 “I worked as an Halwaha (attached labour) for a local farmer until my son was 
married in 1988.  What is the use of working as attached labour?  I suppose that 
when I was working as attached labour I was paid the whole year around.  A halwaha 
has to work for long hours, get low wages and has no freedom to work for others.  
He gets the same wages for all seasons, unlike a casual labour that can earn more 
during the paddy season.  This was the main reason that I started working as a casual 
labour.  Also the landlords use bad language and address attached labour badly.  I 
also used to get beaten sometimes.  What is the use of working as attached labour, 
when one cannot even be treated properly?  Due to these reasons I stopped working 
as an attached labour and started working as casual labour”. (Chalitra Ram, 61 years, 
Chandrakura village, Nalanda district) 
 
In  central plains of Bihar, the SCs have organised under militant Naxalite 

groups such as Party Unity, Party Union, Mazdoor Kisan Sangram Samiti, IPF or at 

the very least are sympathisers of the CPI.  The above groups are very active and 

decide the nature of relationships, wages etc. that should be paid to workers.  Across 

the districts SCs now feel a sense of freedom.  The wages paid to the agricultural 

labour was originally the bone of contention between the forward caste groups and 

the agricultural class groups.  However, today the caste tensions have escalated and 

these include a number of issues such as behaviour of landlords towards the labour 

ownership of gersair majoorva land etc. For example, in Rupaspur-Salempur of Gaya 

district, the SCs comprising of Mushar, Chamar and Dushad all residing in Pokharpur 

tola are all members of the dreaded Party Unity and the union decides for which 

farmers the labour can work  etc. There is now a sense of freedom and an upbeat 

mood amongst many of the SC communities.  This is exemplified by the Mushar in 
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Kari village, Gaya district, “who now feel that their social situation have never been 

better”.  They have won the right to the land on which their houses are built after a 

long and bitter struggle against the Kayastha community of the village. Apart from 

this in many villages, certain caste groups amongst the SCs such as the Paswan, Pasi 

and Teli have also moved up the economic ladder.  

In addition to this, as mentioned above, there has been a change in the 

relationship between the forward and intermediary castes.  This can be seen clearly 

across all the districts.     

 

“The Brahmin Zamindars used to oppress and terrorise us 8-10 years back.  They 

used to force people to work for them and pay according to their whims and fancies.  

In the past if a person refused to work in their field, he was beaten and forced to 

work.  Not only did they force us to work for them, they also used to make us fight 

amongst ourselves.  Things have changed today.  Now, they do not curse so much and 

do not attempt to terrorise people anymore” (Teenkodi Krishidev, Nuniya, Jitwarpur 

village, Purnea district in the FGD)      

  

“Unlike in earlier times, the Bhumihar is no longer as powerful.  We now vote of our 

own free will.  They do not work hard and, therefore, we have been able to slowly 

buy some of their lands” (A Koeri cultivator, Darveshpura, Rohtas district) 

 

Land Distribution Pattern 

Table 4.9 presents the land ownership structure in the surveyed villages.  One 

important feature across the districts is the high landlessness and greater 

concentration of households in small and marginal farmer category.  While 42 per 

cent of the households are landless, the marginal and small farmers together 

constitute a further 50 per cent of households (44 per cent marginal and 8 per cent 

small farmers).  Households belonging to the middle and upper middle farmers are 

about 5 per cent and the large landholders constitute just one fourth of a percent.   

Landlessness is the highest in Purnea followed by Nalanda and Madhubani.  The 

lowest incidence of landlessness was reported in Gopalganj district.  However, if the 
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holdings up to 1 acre are taken into consideration Gopalganj is hardly different from 

districts like Purnea, Nalanda and Madhubani.  The low incidence of landlessness in 

Gopalganj and its high incidence in Purnea can be attributed to the particular caste 

composition of the sample villages. For instance the forward castes and the OBC-II 

including the Koeri and Yadav are present in higher proportions in the sample 

villages in Gopalganj whereas the OBC-I, backward and upper caste Muslims and to 

some extent the SCs are present in lower proportions here.  In contrast, in Purnea 

except for the fact that the SCs form a small proportion in the social composition of 

sample villages in Purnea district, the villages studied have a higher proportion of 

Muslims and OBC-I.  
 

Table 4.9: Distribution of Owned Land According to District 

 Gaya Gopalganj Madhubani Nalanda Purnea Rohtas Total 
Size-class 
(acres) 

       

No land 14.14 3.97 22.58 16.84 33.82 8.65 100.00 
39.73 13.11 43.48 48.45 55.88 36.76 42.26 

Upto 1  12.94 24.62 25.17 11.10 18.46 7.71 100.00 
24.15 53.96 32.18 21.19 20.25 21.76 28.06 

1.0 – 2.5 16.83 15.10 21.24 15.91 21.39 9.53 100.00 
17.90 18.87 15.48 17.33 13.38 15.32 16.00 

2.5 – 5.0 20.96 13.47 16.47 14.27 19.96 14.87 100.00 
11.32 8.55 6.10 7.89 6.34 12.14 8.12 

5.0 – 10.0 21.27 12.27 12.07 14.72 16.56 23.11 100.00 
5.61 3.80 2.18 3.97 2.57 9.21 3.96 

10.0 – 20.0 11.90 14.88 9.52 12.50 22.02 29.17 100.00 
1.08 1.58 0.59 1.16 1.17 3.99 1.36 

20+ 13.79 6.90 - - 44.83 34.48 100.00 
0.22 0.13 - - 0.41 0.81 0.24 

Total 15.04 12.80 21.95 14.69 25.58 9.95 100.00 
100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 

 

Further, the natural endowment of the Purnea district in terms of soil type, excess 

flooding by the Kosi and its tributary rivers during the monsoons all preclude and 

diminish people’s tendency to buy land.          

 

“Earlier, we used to plant both the Jamara and Badhai Dhan.  Now, we have stopped 

planting the aghani crop.  It is completely destroyed by the floodwater.  The Baihara 
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river now flows through our fields and in times of monsoon it completely floods the 

fields.” (Farmer, Jitwarpur village, Purnea district)6 

 

“Almost 20 percent of the cultivable land remains under water due to lack of proper 

drainage facility. Apart from this the fields are regularly flooded during 

monsoons”(Kasaila, Purnea district)  

 

“The soil is fertile, but the output per acre is very low as the crops are washed away 

during the monsoons” (Bhokri, Purnea district)   

 

On the other hand, the higher population density, and the regular flooding of 

land, that causes  loss to the crops also seem to be responsible for the high incidence 

of landlessness in Nalanda.  

Table 4.10 shows high incidence of landlessness among the Muslims, OBC-II 

(excluding Kurmi, Koeri and Yadav), OBC-I and the SCs.  In contrast, quite 

obviously, a lower incidence of landlessness is found among the upper castes and the 

three influential intermediate castes.  The FGD brought out those idiosyncratic 

shocks, division of property in the family has on the whole resulted in relatively 

smaller operational holdings, even amongst the forward castes.  Idiosyncratic shocks 

now invariably result in forward caste households in selling land, and this land is 

slowly and steadily being bought by a few OBC-II castes such as Kevat, Koeri, 

Kurmi, Yadav, Nuniya and a few SCs such as Paswan, Teli and Pasi.  This is quite 

obviously reflected in table 4.10 where we see a lower incidence of landlessness 

amongst the intermediary caste clusters. 

 

 

 

 
Table 4.10: Castewise Incidence of Landlessness 

Castes Incidence of landlessness 
FC 4.4 

10.5 



 79 

OBC-I 21.1 
53.6 

Kurmi 0.8 
10.9 

Yadav 2.2 
10.0 

Koeri 1.2 
11.7 

OBC-II 24.9 
57.2 

SC/ST 7.7 
37.7 

Muslims 37.7 
72.1 

Total 100.0 
42.3 

Note: The first row in each caste category gives the percentage  
distribution of landless households across different castes and the second 
 row gives percentage of landless household in each caste. 
 

 

However, when we take landed households for analysis, a slightly different 

picture emerges. Table 4.11 shows the distribution of ownership holdings according 

to size class across different districts. The extent of marginal holdings (in standard 

category) can be obtained by merging the first two columns to make it the size class 

of up to 2.5 acres.  The figure  varies from 58.64 per cent in Rohtas district to 84.32 

per cent in Madhubani.  Gaya is closer to the Rohtas figure while Gopalganj is closer 

to Madhubani.  The other two districts are close to the mean figure. 14 per cent of the 

holdings fall in the small category and 6.87 per cent of them in the semi-medium 

category.  The percentage of holdings in the medium and large size-class is found to 

be 2.36 and 0.41 respectively.  Importantly, the distribution pattern of holdings in the 

semi-medium, medium and the large size classes follows a distinct pattern in the 

district of Rohtas.  The presence of holdings in these size classes is high in Rohtas in 

comparison to other districts and the mean of all the districts.  Concentration in the 

large category is also high in case of Purnea.  There were no reported holdings in the 

large size class in Madhubani and Nalanda. 

Table 4.11 and 4.12 need to be interpreted in conjunction.  76.3 per cent of the 

marginal holdings have only 33.72 per cent of the land area in the ownership category 
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in the overall sample.  Marginal and smallholdings when taken together (91 per cent) 

hold 57 per cent of land whereas 2.77 per cent of the medium and large holdings 

contain 19.26 per cent of the land area.  This shows the gross inequality in 

distribution of ownership holdings and their land area.  Particularly in Rohtas and 

Purnea the concentration of owned land in the medium and large category is 

exceptionally high as the figures come to almost 33 per cent and 26 per cent, 

respectively.  In fact, in the case of Rohtas, about 22 per cent of the holdings in the 

semi-medium, medium and large categories own about 64 per cent of the land area. 

Purnea and Gaya also show land concentration in the higher 
 
Table 4.11 : Percentage Distribution of  Land Holding by Districts 
 Gaya Gopalganj Madhubani Nalanda Purnea Rohtas Total 
Size-class 
(acres) 

       

Up to 1 12.94 24.62 25.17 11.10 18.46 7.71 100.00 
40.07 62.10 56.93 41.11 45.91 34.41 48.60 

1 to 2.5 16.83 15.10 21.24 15.91 21.39 9.53 100.00 
29.70 21.72 27.39 33.62 30.32 24.23 27.70 

2.5 to 5 20.96 13.47 16.47 14.27 19.96 14.87 100.00 
18.78 9.84 10.78 15.31 14.37 19.20 14.07 

5 to 10 21.27 12.27 12.07 14.72 16.56 23.11 100.00 
9.30 4.37 3.86 7.71 5.82 14.56 6.87 

10 to 20 11.90 14.88 9.52 12.50 22.02 29.17 100.00 
1.79 1.82 1.05 2.25 2.66 6.31 2.36 

More than 20 13.79 6.90 0 0 44.83 34.48 100.00 
0.36 0.15 0 0 0.93 1.29 0.41 

Total 15.70 19.26 21.48 13.11 19.55 10.90 100.00 
100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 

Note: First row in each size-class of landholding shows distribution across districts and the second 
row shows distribution of size of landholding within a district. 

 

size class whereas Madhubani provides quite a contrasting picture with land area in 

the upper category showing least concentration. 
 
Table 4.12: Percentage Distribution of  Land Owned Area by District 
 Gaya Gopalganj Madhubani Nalanda Purnea Rohtas Total 
Size-class 
(acres) 

       

Upto 1 8.61 17.56 18.70 9.24 11.87 4.88 11.62 
1-2.5 20.85 22.94 30.82 27.34 22.01 11.14 22.10 
2.5-5 28.38 21.84 24.72 25.16 22.61 19.82 23.70 
5-10 28.67 20.06 16.93 25.40 17.86 31.22 23.33 
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10-20 8.89 15.21 8.84 12.86 15.33 23.21 14.22 
20+ 4.61 2.40 0.00 0.00 10.32 9.73 5.04 
All  100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 
 
Caste-wise distribution of ownership holdings and area is given size-class wise in 

tables 4.13 and 4.14.  The findings corroborate the correspondence between caste, 

class and land holdings.  In case of the SCs, OBC-I and Muslims the highest 

concentration of holdings is found in the marginal category followed by the small size 

class.  OBC-II excluding Kurmi, Koeri and Yadav also show similar trends.  80 to 90 

per cent of holdings of these castes fall in these size-classes whereas they have the 

lowest concentration in the higher size-classes.  Among these castes the SCs are 

placed in the most iniquitous position as almost 95 per cent of their holdings are in 

the marginal category. Adding a further 4.73 per cent of its holdings in the small size-

class  we find 99 percent of their holdings  in the marginal and small category. On the 

contrary, the upper castes and the intermediate castes of Kurmi, Koeri and Yadav 

have greater presence of higher size-classes and comparatively a low presence of 

marginal and small size-classes in their holdings.  Importantly, Kurmi is at par with 

the upper castes in terms of distribution of their holdings in different size-classes.  

The figures show that they have 58.28 per cent of their holdings as marginal in 

comparison to 60.47 per cent in the case of the upper castes. 6.44 per cent of the 

holdings of the Kurmi in comparison to 4.17 per cent of the upper castes belong to the 

size class of 10-20 acres. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Table 4.13: Percentage Distribution of Land Holdings by Caste 
 FC OBC (I) Kurmi Yadav Koeri OBC (II) SC/ST Muslims Total 
Size-class 
(acres) 

         

Up to 1 15.95 19.53 2.02 12.22 5.14 12.14 17.25 15.75 100.00 
 28.05 70.93 21.47 41.35 39.29 62.97 78.45 56.13 48.6 

1 to 2.5 32.34 10.04 6.08 16.07 8.57 8.01 6.34 12.57 100.00 
 32.42 20.78 36.81 30.99 37.31 23.69 16.43 25.54 22.7 

2.5 to 5 41.12 4.49 8.08 19.26 5.39 6.19 3.59 11.88 100.00 
 20.93 4.72 24.85 18.87 11.92 9.30 4.73 12.26 14.07 
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5 to 10 53.58 5.32 6.95 14.52 8.18 3.89 0.41 7.16 100.00 
 13.31 2.73 10.43 6.94 8.83 2.85 0.26 3.60 6.87 

10 to 20 48.81 4.76 12.50 11.31 7.14 3.57 0.60 11.31 100.00 
 4.17 0.84 6.44 1.86 2.65 0.90 0.13 1.96 2.36 

20+ 75.86 0 0 0 0 6.90 0 17.24 100.00 
 1.12 0 0 0 0 0.30 0 0.51 0.41 

Total 27.63 13.38 4.58 14.36 6.36 9.37 10.69 13.63 100.00 
 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 

Note: First row in each size-class of landholding shows distribution across districts and the second 
row shows distribution of size of landholding within a caste. 

 

In terms of owned area by different castes groups according to the size-class some 

interesting findings have emerged out of the study.  As expected, the inequity is less 

in the case of the upper castes.  55 percent of the area owned by them fall in the 

categories of semi-medium, medium and large size classes and 45 percent in the 

marginal and the small.  Kurmi follows them closely in terms of this broad division.  

The corresponding figure in case of Kurmi is almost 50 percent in each half.  Next, is 

the Koeri-- 43 percent of their holdings are in the semi-medium, medium and large 

categories while 57 percent in the marginal and small size-classes. The corresponding 

figures for other castes are as follows: 36 percent in case of Muslims, 34 percent for 

Yadav, 29 percent for the OBC-II, 28 per cent for the OBC-I and only 4 percent in the 

case of the SCs owned area belong to the former size-class category while the rest are 

in the marginal and small categories.  Further analysis of the data reveal that among 

the Muslims most of the landed households are polarised between the marginal and 

small size-classes on the one hand and the medium and the large on the other.  This is 

a peculiar characteristic of the Muslim land holding pattern.  The SCs are at the 

lowest rung both in terms of their holding pattern as well as their owned area. 

 Another distinct features of distribution of holdings and their area need 

mention here.  The surveyed households show presence of large landholders (in 

above 20 acres size-class) only among three caste groups, namely the upper castes, 

the Muslims and the OBC-II with their respective owned area in this size-class being 

about 9 percent, 7 percent and 5 per cent (table 4.14).  If the medium and the large 

size-classes are combined together, one fourth of the land owned by the upper castes 

belong to this category.  The corresponding figure for the Muslims is 22 percent.  

Kurmi has 27 percent land area in the category of medium size. 
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Table 4.14: Percentage Distribution of Owned Area Size by Caste 
 FC OBC-I Kurmi Yadav Koeri OBC-II SC/ST Muslims Total  
Size-class 
(acres) 

         

Upto 1 5.60 26.95 4.21 10.51 9.14 20.55 43.20 16.32 11.62 
1-2.5 16.80 30.86 19.33 24.86 29.11 27.98 32.95 23.76 22.10 
2.5-5 22.80 16.20 27.23 31.31 19.33 23.24 20.37 23.66 23.70 
5-10 29.19 17.11 22.60 23.30 29.31 14.95 1.82 14.06 23.33 
10-20 16.58 8.88 26.63 10.02 13.10 8.10 1.66 15.13 14.22 
20+ 9.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 5.19 0.00 7.06 5.04 
All  100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 

 
The results of the survey are further corroborated by the wealth ranking exercises 

conducted in the villages.  In addition, the people perceive that the “large and medium 

land-owners” (in relation to the particular village) of the village own the best quality 

lands in the village.  The caste-class-size of holding relationship also extends to the 

ownership of mechanised agricultural tools such as tractor, pumpset, thresher etc.  

 

Leasing in 

Leasing-in is an important mechanism to augment cultivated area frequently 

adopted by cultivating households in Bihar.  

 Table 4.15 gives the percentage of cultivators leasing in land and average size 

of land leased in. District-wise, leasing in practice is most prevalent in Rohtas with 

half of the cultivators leasing in land with mean leased in area of 1.83 acre. In 

Madhubani district as well similar proportion of cultivators lease in land but with 

much smaller average leased in area of 1 acre approximately. In contrast, in 

Gopalganj district little over one-third cultivators leased in land with even smaller 

average leased-in area. 

Across class, lease-in pattern shows distinct pattern. From attached labour to big 

peasant the proportion of cultivators leasing in land show a continuous fall and 

average leased in area shows similar rise. Poor-middle peasant cultivators show fall 

somewhat out of line with one-third of them leasing in land as cultivators from 

landlord class hardly indulge in leasing-in of land as by definition landlords are those 

who lease out land. Castewise, the picture is somewhat mixed. No doubt, the forward 
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caste households are least involved in leasing-in of land. More than half of the 

cultivators belonging to the poor castes of backward caste I, backward caste Muslims 

and scheduled caste lease in land. Surprisingly, Yadav and Upper caste Muslims are 

involved in leasing in as well as they lease in high average amount of land. 

Interestingly, although only one-third of Kurmi cultivators lease in land but they top 

in average size of leased in land. 

Land size group-wise, it shows similar trend like class. As one goes up the 

ladder it shows fall in the proportion of cultivators leasing in and rise in average 

leased in area with exception of cultivators in ‘5.0-10.0 acre’ land size group. The 

topmost land size group ‘20+ acre’ do not lease in any land. As a whole, leasing in of 

land is quite prevalent in rural Bihar with as high as 42 percent of surveyed 

cultivators leasing in land. Leasing in of land has been seen to be most prevalent in 

lowest rung of class and caste hierarchy and in landless or marginal landholding size 

group. The capitalist development of agriculture in which larger land size groups 

lease in land in most significant manner is not observed in rural Bihar. Petty 

producers still largely dominate cultivation. However, type of leasing in would 

possibly throw some light in the changing scenario. 
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Table 4.15: Intensity of Leasing in by District, Class and Caste 

 Percentage of 
Cultivators 
Leasing in Land 

Mean land 
Leased in 

District 
Gaya 34.00 1.35 
Gopalganj 35.30 0.83 
Madhubani 49.70 1.08 
Nalanda 38.90 1.56 
Purnea 42.50 1.59 
Rohtas 49.80 1.83 

   
Class   
Non-Culti. Casual Agri. Lab.   
Non-Culti. Attached Agri. Lab.   
Culti. Casual Agri. Lab. 59.30 1.27 
Culti. Attached Agri. Lab. 73.00 0.97 
Poor-Middle Peasants 34.00 1.32 
Middle Peasants 44.30 1.61 
Big Peasants 21.50 1.65 
Landlord 1.70 1.63 
Non-Agriculturist   

   
Caste 
Brahmin & Kayastha 20.90 1.48 
Bhumihar & Rajput 12.10 1.61 
Backward Caste I 52.50 1.21 
Kurmi 34.70 1.93 
Yadav 55.80 1.56 
Koiri 36.20 1.07 
Other Backward II 38.00 1.11 
Scheduled Caste 55.70 1.16 
Scheduled Tribe 31.60 1.29 
Upper Caste Muslim 48.30 1.70 
Backward Caste Muslim 50.80 1.31 
Land 
No Land 89.90 1.28 
0-1.0 Acre 46.30 1.21 
1.0-2.5 Acre 32.30 1.57 
2.5-5.0 Acre 16.90 1.78 
5.0-10.0 Acre 4.30 2.01 
10.0-20.0 Acre 10.60 3.19 
20+ Acre - - 
All 41.80 1.34 
 

 Leasing in practice by type (see table 4.16) shows contrasting pattern across 

districts. In all north Bihar districts (Gopalganj, Madhubani and Purnea) and in the 

south Bihar district of Gaya, sharing of crop system is almost universal. In case of 
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Rohtas district it is the fixed rent system that is almost universal. In Nalanda district 

although three-fourth of all leasing in cultivators do so on share cropping basis but 

fixed rent  
Table 4.16: Distribution of Types of Leasing-in of Land 
 
District 

Percentage of Land Leased-in on terms 
of 
Fixed rent 
Basis 

Sharing of 
Crop 

Labour 
Services 

Gaya  93.5 6.5 
Gopalganj 1.0 99.0  
Madhubani 0.9 96.7 2.4 
Nalanda 19.0 74.6 6.4 
Purnea 1.6 98.2 0.1 
Rohtas 92.7 7.1 0.2 
Class 
Non-Culti. Attached Agri. Lab    
Culti. Casual Agri. Lab. 15.2 84.8 0.1 
Culti. Attached Agri. Lab. 4.0 77.6 18.4 
Poor-Middle Peasants 12.0 88.0  
Middle Peasants 21.0 79.0  
Big Peasants 23.3 76.7  
Landlord 42.9 57.1  
Non-Agriculturist    
Caste 
Brahmin & Kayastha 11.6 88.4  
Bhumihar & Rajput 22.4 77.6  
Backward Caste I 8.8 89.3 2.0 
Kurmi 60.4 39.6  
Yadav 25.1 74.7 0.2 
Koiri 10.6 89.4  
Other Backward II 25.3 74.7  
Scheduled Caste 11.0 79.7 9.3 
Scheduled Tribe 50.0 50.0  
Upper Caste Muslim 3.1 96.9  
Backward Caste Muslim 6.8 91.9 1.3 
Land 
No Land 15.3 80.1 4.6 
0-1.0 Acre 12.2 85.9 1.8 
1.0-2.5 Acre 20.8 79.2 - 
2.5-5.0 Acre 26.3 73.8 - 
5.0-10.0 Acre 30.0 70.0 - 
10.0-20.0 Acre 58.8 41.2 - 
20+ Acre - - - 
All 15.8 81.9 2.2 
 

system has also made some inroads with one-fifth of leasing in cultivators resort to 

this system. The practice of lease in land in lieu of labour that is given to attached 
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labour is almost dying but still more than one-sixteenth of cultivators lease in land in 

that system in two south Bihar districts of Gaya and Nalanda. 

 Class-wise, still more than half of the cultivators of all classes lease in land 

under share cropping system but the tendency to lease in land under fixed rent basis 

shows rise as one moves up from poor-middle peasants to landlord class. Similar 

picture is observed as one moves from landless cultivator to land-size group '10.0- 

20.0 acre’. Only difference is that in '10.0- 20.0 acre’ land size group majority of the 

cultivator lease in land under fixed rent system. 

We have omitted the analysis on leasing out of land because the tenancy system 

practised in rural Bihar is done on informal basis. Share-croppers are not registered --

rather share-croppers registered earlier were evacuated. So there exist gross under-

reporting by households leasing out land to the extent of nearly 75 percent. However, 

the net result of leasing in and leasing out practice can be judged from differences 

between owned and cultivated land (operated land). 

 Table 4.17 presents per household owned and cultivated land across district, 

class and castes. Across districts, although the absolute difference between owned 

and cultivated land is highest in prosperous Rohtas district but relative difference is 

highest in Purnea. Across classes, since by definition cultivators leasing out land 

belong to landlord class, it is the only loser among cultivating classes. The gain of 

cultivated land over owned land shows a falling trend from attached agricultural 

labour to big peasants with only marginal gain in case of big peasants. 

Among castes, the forward caste shows a fall in area from owned to cultivated 

land but all other castes show rise. In absolute amount, Yadav caste has been able to 

raise most significantly their cultivated area. But relative gain -- in ratio to owned 

land – of backward caste I, scheduled caste, scheduled tribe and backward caste 

Muslims are also substantial. Taking all surveyed households, per household 

cultivated land is 1.48 acre compared to 1.24 acre reported for owned land per 

household. 
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Table 4.17: Owned and Cultivated Land per Capita and per Household 
 Per Capita Per Household 
Owned 
Land 

Cultivated 
Land 

Owned 
Land 

Cultivated 
Land 

District     
Gaya 0.3582 0.3793 1.47 1.63 
Gopalganj 0.2182 0.2425 1.45 1.62 
Madhubani 0.2607 0.3191 0.88 1.08 
Nalanda 0.3627 0.4152 1.13 1.38 
Purnea 0.4863 0.5268 1.01 1.27 
Rohtas 0.3946 0.4120 2.20 2.58 
Class 
Non-Culti. Casual Agri. Lab. 0.1291  0.02  
Non-Culti. Attached Agri. Lab. 0.0965  0.01  
Culti. Casual Agri. Lab. 0.1412 0.2433 0.62 1.40 
Culti. Attached Agri. Lab. 0.1347 0.1959 0.27 1.05 
Poor-Middle Peasants 0.1397 0.1888 1.01 1.46 
Middle Peasants 0.3541 0.4639 2.36 3.11 
Big Peasants 0.5153 0.5614 3.27 3.63 
Landlord 0.5739 0.5712 3.47 1.81 
Non-Agriculturist 0.3061  0.05  
Caste 
Brahmin & Kayastha 0.4359 0.4708 2.64 2.52 
Bhumihar & Rajput 0.5884 0.5798 3.62 3.24 
Backward Caste I 0.2210 0.2905 0.52 0.86 
Kurmi 0.5001 0.5566 2.77 3.10 
Yadav 0.3166 0.4295 2.00 2.79 
Koiri 0.2960 0.3433 1.98 2.21 
Other Backward II 0.2561 0.2905 0.90 1.07 
Scheduled Caste 0.1235 0.2090 0.19 0.46 
Scheduled Tribe 0.3616 0.3737 0.87 1.18 
Upper Caste Muslim 0.5402 0.6078 1.42 1.74 
Backward Caste Muslim 0.2453 0.2952 0.53 0.77 
All 0.3399 0.3806 1.24 1.48 
 

Land Market 

The moot point is whether there is a similarity between trend in leasing in 

phenomenon (as seen in the comparison between owned and cultivated land) with the 

changes in land ownership pattern that took place in last ten years through land 

transfer. In other words,  whether land has shifted from rent-seekers to the cultivator 

categories in last several years. This issue is tackled in three tables dealing with 

different aspects of land transfer or land loss. First table (table 4.18) presents 

percentage distribution of buyers and sellers of land, households who have received 
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government distributed land and those who lost land due to degradation of cultivated 

land.  

 
Table 4.18: Percentage Distribution of Land Transfer 
 
District 

Percentage Distribution of 
Buyers Sellers Distributed 

Land 
Others 

Gaya 47.2 50.0 2.3 0.5 
Gopalganj 42.9 46.1 7.8 3.1 
Madhubani 29.2 67.9 2.8 0.1 
Nalanda 44.2 53.0  2.8 
Purnea 33.9 55.8 7.2 3.0 
Rohtas 38.6 59.1  2.3 
Class 
Non-Culti. Casual Agri. Lab. 20.6 66.4 7.5 5.6 
Non-Culti. Attached Agri. Lab.  75.0 25.0  
Culti. Casual Agri. Lab. 43.8 45.8 9.6 0.8 
Culti. Attached Agri. Lab. 35.8 49.3 7.5 7.5 
Poor-Middle Peasants 53.1 46.9   
Middle Peasants 61.2 34.7 2.1 2.1 
Big Peasants 24.9 73.2 1.0 0.9 
Landlord 35.2 64.3 0.4  
Non-Agriculturist 5.0 80.0 6.3 8.8 
Caste 
Brahmin & Kayastha 14.9 82.2 2.9  
Bhumihar & Rajput 20.9 78.6  0.5 
Backward Caste I 51.8 45.9 1.6 0.8 
Kurmi 34.2 52.1 6.8 6.8 
Yadav 60.7 34.0 5.2  
Koiri 57.9 42.1   
Other Backward II 41.4 49.4 3.1 6.2 
Scheduled Caste 58.6 22.1 17.7 1.7 
Scheduled Tribe 16.7 83.3   
Upper Caste Muslim 13.7 83.2 3.2  
Backward Caste Muslim 31.5 59.8 4.1 4.6 
All 36.3 57.9 4.2 1.6 
 

It captures the number of transfers involving land. But the quantum of land sold or 

bought and other kinds of transfer of loss/gain of land would be different in different 

cases. Mean land loss or gain would capture the average amount of land gained or lost 

through all these activities. It is given in table 4.19.  Again, another issue of interest 

would be that as a consequence of these transfer which categories gained or lost in 

relation to their status ten years back (see table 4.20). 
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Districtwise, it can be seen that the sellers are more numerous than buyers. If 

it is true it would mean that either lands are sold in parcels or there is a deliberate 

tendency of under-reporting on behalf of buyers. Only in Gaya and Gopalganj 

districts the number of  

 
Table 4.19: Mean Loss and Gain of Land 

 Mean Land (in acre) 
Loss Gain 

District   
Gaya 1.71 1.51 
Gopalganj 1.72 0.79 
Madhubani 2.09 1.09 
Nalanda 1.04 0.84 
Purnea 4.55 1.66 
Rohtas 1.40 1.54 
Class   
Non-Culti. Casual Agri. Lab. 1.30 0.29 
Non-Culti. Attached Agri. Lab. 2.02 0.50 
Culti. Casual Agri. Lab. 1.34 0.57 
Culti. Attached Agri. Lab. 1.23 0.46 
Poor-Middle Peasants 1.06 0.72 
Middle Peasants 1.87 1.86 
Big Peasants 3.09 1.69 
Landlord 2.52 2.18 
Non-Agriculturist 5.27 0.45 
Caste   
Brahmin & Kayastha 2.32 1.78 
Bhumihar & Rajput 2.72 2.43 
Backward Caste I 1.77 1.13 
Kurmi 1.18 0.83 
Yadav 1.57 1.31 
Koiri 1.28 1.72 
Other Backward II 1.16 0.72 
Scheduled Caste 0.61 0.74 
Scheduled Tribe 8.04 0.52 
Upper Caste Muslim 6.38 1.46 
Backward Caste Muslim 2.82 0.92 
All 2.42 1.21 
 

buyers  and sellers closely match. In other districts, sellers vastly outnumber buyers. 

In two northern Bihar districts namely Gopalganj and Purnea at least some proportion 

of households have reported receiving distributed land. In Gaya and Rohtas mean loss 

and mean gain of land closely match. It also gets reflected in the close matching of 

percentage loss and gain as well. In Rohtas mean gain overtakes mean loss. With its 
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close figure of percentage buyers and sellers it would imply that land size is getting 

more consolidated. In all other districts mean land loss is higher than mean land gain. 

The difference is particularly very high in case of Purnea district and to lesser extent 

in Gopalganj. It is likely to be due to degradation and loss of land due to flood or 

drought. It also gets reflected in their higher occurrence in others category in table 

4.16. Nalanda district also reports high figure under this head. In Madhubani district 

as well sellers vastly outnumber buyers with mean land loss is substantially higher 

than mean land gain and also much higher percentage of land loss over land gain. 

With hardly any land loss due to other category (in table 4.18) it would imply 

parcelling of land size. 

 
Table 4.21: Percentage Loss and Gain of Land 

 Percentage of Land 
Loss Gain 

District   
Gaya 5.63 5.92 
Gopalganj 8.09 5.55 
Madhubani 26.63 10.44 
Nalanda 4.14 3.30 
Purnea 25.54 9.15 
Rohtas 2.29 1.99 
Class 
Non-Culti. Casual Agri. Lab. 54.26 13.15 
Non-Culti. Attached Agri. Lab. 93.94 57.47 
Culti. Casual Agri. Lab. 13.85 8.56 
Culti. Attached Agri. Lab. 20.76 9.60 
Poor-Middle Peasants 9.14 9.04 
Middle Peasants 5.41 11.86 
Big Peasants 13.21 3.35 
Landlord 9.96 6.48 
Non-Agriculturist 90.18 9.43 
Caste 
Brahmin & Kayastha 15.41 3.69 
Bhumihar & Rajput 11.42 3.58 
Backward Caste I 16.38 14.34 
Kurmi 3.71 2.47 
Yadav 3.59 7.27 
Koiri 4.85 10.47 
Other Backward II 8.88 5.41 
Scheduled Caste 4.79 20.55 
Scheduled Tribe 24.34 0.51 
Upper Caste Muslim 30.83 2.56 



 92 

Backward Caste Muslim 33.65 9.28 
All 13.48 6.20 
  

Across class, two broad trends can be seen. First, households from non-cultivation 

classes namely non-cultivation attached and casual labour and non-agriculturist 

classes are largely sellers-- their mean loss of land is far higher than mean gain and 

percentage loss over percentage gain is huge. All these reflect that households not 

cultivating are in the long run selling land. Again, similar picture, although not to this 

extent, is seen in case of big peasants rather than landlord class in term of mean land 

loss as well as in percentage land loss. In case of cultivating agricultural labour and 

poor-middle peasants whose buyers and distributed land occurrence outnumber or 

closely match sellers, they also report net loss of land in both mean land loss/gain and 

percentage land loss/gain. The only gainer of these land transfer are middle peasants 

who by definition hire in labour and cultivation is undertaken by both men and 

women family members working in the field. It in turn indicates that they are the 

most productive direct cultivators using family labour to the maximum extent that 

enables them to generate higher level of surplus. This possibly allows them to buy 

land in the long run. 

 Across castes, the picture is more complex. Upper caste Muslims are the worst 

sufferers, whose sellers vastly outnumber buyers-- mean loss of land is far higher than 

mean gain and also there is huge gap of percentage loss over percentage gain of land. 

Forward castes are also net losers who are largely sellers but their mean loss over 

gain and percentage loss over gain is much smaller. In case of Kurmi caste picture is 

almost similar but even more subdued. Yadav castes are similarly largely buyers and 

their percentage gain of land is far higher than percentage loss but mean acre of land 

sold are higher than mean acre of land bought. Koiri caste also reports much larger 

gain in terms of high percentage of land gain over lost. 

 As a whole, it can be seen that in land loss or gain exercise in last ten years, 

households belonging to middle peasants, intermediary castes like Yadav and Koiri 

and scheduled castes are the major gainers. 
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Summing Up 

To sum up, rural Bihar is passing through a phase of rapid transition. The rural 

society seems to be divided into three major parts in a hierarchical manner. First, a 

class of big and/or absentee landlords mainly comprising of forward castes like 

Brahmin, Kayastha, Bhumihar, Rajput, and a section of upper caste Muslims. Second, 

a class of big and middle peasants belong to OBC II caste (mainly Kurmi, Yadav, and 

Koeri). Third, a class of poor middle peasants and agricultural labourers mainly 

comprise of Scheduled castes, OBC I, and lower caste Muslims. On the one hand, 

deep rooted caste-class linkage of the populace still exists, while on the other a 

number of middle level castes (mainly OBC II) led by Kurmi, Yadav, and Koeri have 

become successful in breaking the age old hegemony of forward castes. The 

Scheduled caste and OBC I people, however, have remained marginalised. Although 

many of them have organised themselves under the banner of some ultra left political 

parties, their socio-economic status still presents a picture of most downtrodden and 

exploited section of the society. The higher percentage of children in the family, 

women headed households on account of large scale seasonal migration of males, 

working family members including children, but lower literacy and levels of 

education, lower proportion of family members reaching to old age etc. are examples 

of their pitiable conditions. 

The changing pattern of land relation show that land transfer is taking place in 

favour of the middle caste-class of the populace. Since middle peasant class  mainly 

(more than half of the proportion) comprises of middle castes like Kurmi, Yadav and 

Koeri, these castes have highest intensity of vertical mobility in the society. While 

Kurmi has been able to maintain its old operational holding status, the Yadav and a 

section of SC have increased their holding status through land market and leasing 

practices. In fact, leasing-in practice has been a means of vertical mobility also for a 

section of scheduled castes. In the whole process the lower caste Muslims have been 

the worst sufferers. The upper caste-class people are gradually shifting their activities 

to non-farm activities like business, service etc. by leasing-out and sell of land 

resulting into growing absenteeism among them.  
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      Annexure I: Number of Households in Different Castes in Surveyed Districts 

 Gaya Gopalganj Madhubani Nalanda Purnea Rohtas All 
Brahmin/Mahapatra 46 166 467 37 298 200 1214 
Kayastha 25 2 7 5 0 10 49 
Rajput 74 110 150 4 47 98 483 
Bhumihar 118 77 103 139 0 0 437 
Kurmi 0 12 0 221 21 56 310 
Yadav 324 69 159 126 42 171 891 
Koeri 230 131 18 89 0 24 492 
Lohar 16 12 12 0 3 15 58 
Barhi 32 18 15 35 2 8 110 
Kumhar 20 22 14 23 0 26 105 
Gaderia 28 0 15 8 0 27 78 
Sonar 3 0 0 6 0 4 13 
Bania 30 15 0 5 55 26 131 
Teli 43 35 66 18 26 11 199 
Kanu/Halwai 15 24 0 23 2 68 132 
Sudi 11 0 0 0 0 4 15 
Mallah/Noniya 14 50 147 12 106 23 352 
Dhanuk/Mandal 0 0 173 39 20 0 232 
Rajwar 42 47 0 44 123 25 281 
Kahar 46 23 0 114 34 59 276 
Nai 50 0 23 30 5 16 124 
Paneri 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 
Mali 17 0 0 0 0 11 28 
Paswan 65 11 127 176 24 136 539 
Chamar 85 150 223 210 41 64 773 
Pasi 117 0 153 42 0 2 314 
Dhobi 6 39 9 4 7 20 85 
Dom 0 11 0 0 0 21 32 
Mushar 320 0 370 118 156 3 967 
ST 0 0 0 0 84 40 124 
Musalman 29 90 535 6 1356 57 2073 

Total 1806 1114 2786 1534 2452 1228 10920 
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Annexure II: Caste-Class Inter-Relationships of Households in Bihar Plains 

 Caste of the Households 
 Br+K Mus(f) Mus(b) Bh+R OBC (I) Kurmi Yadav Koeri OBC (II) SC ST Total 

Class              
ALNF 35 233 634 12 715 23 45 56 153 1228 37 3171 

 1.10 7.35 19.99 0.38 22.55 0.73 1.42 1.77 4.82 38.73 1.17 100.00 
 2.58 36.07 39.11 1.42 34.79 6.28 3.96 10.92 14.30 47.03 31.62 25.71 

ALNA 14 30 49  39    10 258  400 
 3.50 7.50 12.25  9.75    2.50 64.50  100.00 
 1.03 4.64 3.02  1.90    0.93 9.88  3.24 

ALLF 64 130 404 21 691 57 372 98 271 610 47 2765 
 2.31 4.70 14.61 0.76 24.99 2.06 13.45 3.54 9.80 22.06 1.70 100.00 
 4.72 20.12 24.92 2.49 33.63 15.57 32.72 19.10 25.33 23.36 40.17 22.42 

ALLA 7 7 60  100 5 68 4 62 196 5 514 
 1.36 1.36 11.67  19.46 0.97 13.23 0.78 12.06 38.13 0.97 100.00 
 0.52 1.08 3.70  4.87 1.37 5.98 0.78 5.79 7.51 4.27 4.17 

POORMIDP 70 2 34 7 95 3 111 70 79 68  539 
 12.99 0.37 6.31 1.30 17.63 0.56 20.59 12.99 14.66 12.62  100.00 
 5.16 0.31 2.10 0.83 4.62 0.82 9.76 13.65 7.38 2.60  4.37 

MIDP 21 13 78 14 120 80 354 149 106 78 8 1021 
 2.06 1.27 7.64 1.37 11.75 7.84 34.67 14.59 10.38 7.64 0.78 100.00 
 1.55 2.01 4.81 1.66 5.84 21.86 31.13 29.04 9.91 2.99 6.84 8.28 

BIGP 736 151 161 563 132 141 132 99 132 31 16 2294 
 32.08 6.58 7.02 24.54 5.75 6.15 5.75 4.32 5.75 1.35 0.70 100.00 
 54.28 23.37 9.93 66.79 6.42 38.52 11.61 19.30 12.34 1.19 13.68 18.60 

LANDLD 268 44 53 190 42 45 49 35 85 29 1 841 
 31.87 5.23 6.30 22.59 4.99 5.35 5.83 4.16 10.11 3.45 0.12 100.00 
 19.76 6.81 3.27 22.54 2.04 12.30 4.31 6.82 7.94 1.11 0.85 6.82 

NONAG 141 36 148 36 121 12 6 2 172 113 3 790 
 17.85 4.56 18.73 4.56 15.32 1.52 0.76 0.25 21.77 14.30 0.38 100.00 
 10.40 5.57 9.13 4.27 5.89 3.28 0.53 0.39 16.07 4.33 2.56 6.40 

Total 1356 646 1621 843 2055 366 1137 513 1070 2611 117 12335 
 10.99 5.24 13.14 6.83 16.66 2.97 9.22 4.16 8.67 21.17 0.95 100.00 
 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 

 

Note: For each class-caste block there are three columns. First column presents the absolute number of households in each block; 
second column gives percentage distribution of a class across castes and the third column describes percentage distribution of 
a caste across classes. 
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Annexure III: Caste-Class Inter-Relationships of Households in South Bihar Plains 

 Br+K Muslims  
(f) 

Muslims 
(b) 

Bh+R OBC (I) Kurmi Yadav Koeri OBC (II) SC ST Total 

ALNF 2  31 7 163 4 30 45 84 757 15 1138 
 0.18  2.72 0.62 14.32 0.35 2.64 3.95 7.38 66.52 1.32 100.00 
 0.55  32.98 1.64 28.20 1.29 4.03 14.56 18.58 48.16 36.59 23.25 

ALNA 4    19    10 219  252 
 1.59    7.54    3.97 86.90  100.00 
 1.10    3.29    2.21 13.93  5.15 

ALLF 10  21 18 161 42 196 53 85 298 18 902 
 1.11  2.33 2.00 17.85 4.66 21.73 5.88 9.42 33.04 2.00 100.00 
 2.76  22.34 4.22 27.85 13.59 26.31 17.15 18.81 18.96 43.90 18.43 

ALLA   1  14 1 30 4 9 116  175 
   0.57  8.00 0.57 17.14 2.29 5.14 66.29  100.00 
   1.06  2.42 0.32 4.03 1.29 1.99 7.38  3.58 

POORMIDP 10   1 49 3 60 19 20 28  190 
 5.26   0.53 25.79 1.58 31.58 10.00 10.53 14.74  100.00 
 2.76   0.23 8.48 0.97 8.05 6.15 4.42 1.78  3.88 

MIDP 10  2 3 25 72 301 95 29 55  592 
 1.69  0.34 0.51 4.22 12.16 50.84 16.05 4.90 9.29  100.00 
 2.76  2.13 0.70 4.33 23.30 40.40 30.74 6.42 3.50  12.10 

BIGP 189 5 10 300 55 133 100 69 41 22 4 928 
 20.37 0.54 1.08 32.33 5.93 14.33 10.78 7.44 4.42 2.37 0.43 100.00 
 52.21 100.00 10.64 70.26 9.52 43.04 13.42 22.33 9.07 1.40 9.76 18.96 

LANDLD 82  14 84 21 43 26 23 58 21 1 373 
 21.98  3.75 22.52 5.63 11.53 6.97 6.17 15.55 5.63 0.27 100.00 
 22.65  14.89 19.67 3.63 13.92 3.49 7.44 12.83 1.34 2.44 7.62 

NONAG 55  15 14 71 11 2 1 116 56 3 344 
 15.99  4.36 4.07 20.64 3.20 0.58 0.29 33.72 16.28 0.87 100.00 
 15.19  15.96 3.28 12.28 3.56 0.27 0.32 25.66 3.56 7.32 7.03 

Total 362 5 94 427 578 309 745 309 452 1572 41 4894 
 7.40 0.10 1.92 8.72 11.81 6.31 15.22 6.31 9.24 32.12 0.84 100.00 
 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 

 
Note: For each class-caste block there are three columns. First column presents the absolute number of households in each block; 

second column gives percentage distribution of a class across castes and the third column describes percentage distribution of 
a caste across classes. 
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Annexure IV: Caste-Class Inter-Relationships of Households in North Bihar Plains 
 

      Caste of HH      
 Br+K Muslims 

(f) 
Muslims 

(b) 
Bh+R OBC 

(I) 
Kurmi Yadav Koeri OBC 

(II) 
SC ST Total 

ALNF 33 233 603 5 552 19 15 11 69 471 22 2033 
 1.62 11.46 29.66 0.25 27.15 0.93 0.74 0.54 3.39 23.17 1.08 100.00 
 3.32 36.35 39.49 1.20 37.37 33.33 3.83 5.39 11.17 45.33 28.95 27.32 

ALNA 10 30 49  20     39  148 
 6.76 20.27 33.11  13.51     26.35  100.00 
 1.01 4.68 3.21  1.35     3.75  1.99 

ALLF 54 130 383 3 530 15 176 45 186 312 29 1863 
 2.90 6.98 20.56 0.16 28.45 0.81 9.45 2.42 9.98 16.75 1.56 100.00 
 5.43 20.28 25.08 0.72 35.88 26.32 44.90 22.06 30.10 30.03 38.16 25.04 

ALLA 7 7 59  86 4 38  53 80 5 339 
 2.06 2.06 17.40  25.37 1.18 11.21  15.63 23.60 1.47 100.00 
 0.70 1.09 3.86  5.82 7.02 9.69  8.58 7.70 6.58 4.56 

POORMIDP 60 2 34 6 46  51 51 59 40  349 
 17.19 0.57 9.74 1.72 13.18  14.61 14.61 16.91 11.46  100.00 
 6.04 0.31 2.23 1.44 3.11  13.01 25.00 9.55 3.85  4.69 

MIDP 11 13 76 11 95 8 53 54 77 23 8 429 
 2.56 3.03 17.72 2.56 22.14 1.86 12.35 12.59 17.95 5.36 1.86 100.00 
 1.11 2.03 4.98 2.64 6.43 14.04 13.52 26.47 12.46 2.21 10.53 5.77 

BIGP 547 146 151 263 77 8 32 30 91 9 12 1366 
 40.04 10.69 11.05 19.25 5.64 0.59 2.34 2.20 6.66 0.66 0.88 100.00 
 55.03 22.78 9.89 63.22 5.21 14.04 8.16 14.71 14.72 0.87 15.79 18.36 

LANDLD 186 44 39 106 21 2 23 12 27 8  468 
 39.74 9.40 8.33 22.65 4.49 0.43 4.91 2.56 5.77 1.71  100.00 
 18.71 6.86 2.55 25.48 1.42 3.51 5.87 5.88 4.37 0.77  6.29 

NONAG 86 36 133 22 50 1 4 1 56 57  446 
 19.28 8.07 29.82 4.93 11.21 0.22 0.90 0.22 12.56 12.78  100.00 
 8.65 5.62 8.71 5.29 3.39 1.75 1.02 0.49 9.06 5.49  5.99 

Total 994 641 1527 416 1477 57 392 204 618 1039 76 7441 
 13.36 8.61 20.52 5.59 19.85 0.77 5.27 2.74 8.31 13.96 1.02 100.00 
 100.0

0 
100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 

 
Note: For each class-caste block there are three columns. First column presents the absolute number of households in each block; 

second column gives percentage distribution of a class across castes and the third column describes percentage distribution of 
a caste across classes. 
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Notes: 
 
1. 84 Santhal households and 24 Khairwar Households were found in Purnea and Rohtas districts respectively. It was reported by 
villagers that Santhals were mainly migrant from Bihar Plateau region and have settled on gaimazarua (government) land. The 
Khiarwar of Rohtas on the other hand were originally OBC I and declared themselves as ST after a court descision in their favour. 
 
2. For details of the system of attached labour see chapter iv 
 
3. The phenomenon has been better substantiated with a set of comparative data in chapter IX of this report. 
 
4. For instance, a number of upper castes house eg. about 12-15 Rajput households in Kaithi own cars, jeeps etc., while in Bhokila, for         
the dominant and relatively well-off Kurmi and Yadav ownership of consumer articles tends to be restricted to mechanised agricultural 
implements.  This distinction can also be seen in the type of consumer goods owned within the household. 
5. Yadav is sarcastically called as ‘State caste’ by villagers belonging to other castes mainly because Laloo Yadav (the ex-chief 
minister of the state) hails from this caste. 
6 Problem of waterlogging was explained more seriously in villages Kasila, Makhneha and Belabadan of Purnea district. According 

to the villagers this problem was more intersified after canal  came to their villages. 
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