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The former Singhbhum district, now divided into West Singhbhum, East Singhbhum 

and Seraikela-Kharsawan districts, has been home to diverse ethnic communities, 

including the Munda, Oraon, Ho, Santals, Gond, Bhuiya, Bhumij, and Tamaria, among 

others. We have rich ethnographic accounts of these groups written by renowned 

authors and ethnographers. However, the ethnography of the Tamaria or Tamaria-

Munda is quite limited. They lack a clear tradition regarding their origins or migration, 

which makes it difficult to trace their historical background.  

Apart from one reliable short article (Tamaria 1922: 176-182), which we present 

here, and occasional references in other works, there has not been a comprehensive 

study on the Tamarias. It is clear that we cannot expect to find much information in the 

existing sources. Nevertheless, a careful investigation may still uncover a few materials 

which could provide a basic outline of their history.  

The true identity of the Tamarias of Singhbhum region has long been a historical 

mystery. Tickell, in his memoir, noted that they are a sub-group of the Munda tribe. As 

Hindu population spread across the Chotanagpur plateau, the Mundas resisted their 

oppression. A large proportion of the Munda population left Chotanagpur plateau and 

migrated south-eastward. A group of Mundas entered the lowlands of Rahe, Bundu and 

Tamar which are part of the present Ranchi district. There, they intermingled with the 

Bhumijs and Bhuiyans and eventually merged into a ‘mongrel race’ known as 

‘Tamarias’ (Tickell 1840: 696). Another group of Mundas followed a somewhat 

different route and entered the open tract of Kolhan (Ibid). In more recent times, the 

Tamarias also moved into Kolhan and settled in Kolhan Pirs of Gumra, Thai, 

Bharbharia, Lallgarh and Goilkera (Sahu 1985: 163). 

 Robert Parkin, in his in his important study on the Mundas of Central India, traces 

the origin of the Tamarias as Mundari speaking community, belonging to the North 

Munda sub-family (also designated as Kol, or more properly Kolarian group, which 

includes more than a dozen tribes). It is helpful to quote Parkin here: ‘Mundari has four 

dialects: Hasada, spoken in the Khunti-Tamar-Chaibasa triangle in southern Ranchi. 

Naguri, spoken in northern and western Chotanagpur, Latar, spoken in the east, in 

Tamar Pargana, and much influenced by Bengali; and Keraq, spoken in Ranchi area, 

but much influenced by Hindi and Sadani…The Hasada-speaking area is ‘the area 

considered, subjectively, to be the pure Munda country.’ There are also two 
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endogamous divisions, the Kompat or ‘true’ Munda, which also includes the closely 

related Ho; and the Tamaria or Khangar [Munda] (also known as Mahali Munda, 

Marang Munda or Patar Munda). The latter are the ‘elder brothers’ of the former but 

inferior in status…This group are presumably to be identified with Latar dialect of 

Tamar Pargana’ (Parkin 1992: 24). 

Both Tickell and Parkin indicate that the Tamarias are a branch of the Mundas. 

Parkin explored their linguistic connection to the Latar dialect, which is mostly spoken 

in the Tamar area of Chotanagpur. Tickell, on the other hand, traces their migration 

through Rahe, Bundu and Tamar regions, before they finally settled in Singhbhum as a 

semi-Hinduised community. Macpherson also states that Tamaria or Bhumij, while 

more Hinduised, are ‘as much a Mundari as the Horo-hon of the Konkpat’ (Macpherson 

1908: 15). 

Herbert Risley connects the Tamarias with the Bhumij community. He notes, 

‘Tamarias are the territorial or local group of the Sikharbhumi (the region of Hazaribagh 

district) Bhumij of Manbhum’ (Risley 1915: 157). However, due to insufficient 

observations on this matter, no definite conclusions can be drawn. 

A. D. Tuckey provides valuable insight into the occupation of the Tamarias in 

Kolhan in his Settlement Report. He remarks, ‘Tamarias have come into the Kolhan as 

petty traders and dealers. They are to be found everywhere, except in the extreme north 

which is the most purely Ho part of the Kolhan’ (Tuckey 1920: 9).  

In another observation, Tuckey states, ‘The Bhumijs, Santals and Oraons are not 

considered Dikkus by the Hos, nor are the Tamarias, but the Tamarias who are 

Hinduised Mundaris from Tamar are mainly petty traders and money-lenders in the 

Kolhan…’ (Tuckey 1920: 20). Tickell also suggested that the Tamarias were involved 

in cattle trading, and the local Gowalas used to sell cattle to them, often without the 

knowledge of their Ho masters (Tickell 1840: 805). 

In 1880, W.W. Hunter reported a population of 3,016 Tamarias in Singhbhum. This 

figure is modest compared to the total tribal population of 256,065 in Singhbhum, 

which consists of 14 different tribes. Besides this population data, Hunter provides no 

other significant information regarding the Tamarias in his multi-volume work (Hunter 

1877: 37). 

Thus, the information about the Tamarias is limited. In light of this scarcity, the 

present article, written by a Tamaria scholar, Devendra Nath Samanta Tamaria of 

Kolhan, entitled ‘A Few Traditions Regarding the Origin of Tamaria Clans’ published 

in the esteemed journal, Man in India, Vol. II,1922, is a valuable ethnographic 

contribution. The article gives an intimate account of how a Munda group, separated 

from the main stock, eventually migrated to the Singhbhum district, and divided their 

homogenous community into various gustis or clans. The author claims that ‘These 

Tamaria Mundas, now generally known simply as Tamaria, retain certain traditions and 

customs partly or wholly forgotten by the Mundas of Ranchi district or Chotanagpur 

proper’. In view of the dearth of written materials—published or unpublished—the 

author has relied on ancient traditions and folktales, which is both necessary and 

commendable. The article is not only reliable, but also very engaging, particularly its 

final section which discusses certain changes in the name of the original gustis and the 
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adoption of new gustis by the members of the community, leading to resultant negative 

social consequences.   

In contemporary times, the chronic lack of ethnographic data on the Tamarias has 

impacted their status. The Jharkhand government denied them Scheduled Tribe (ST) 

status due to utter ignorance of their history and ethnography, and classified them 

instead in the Other Backward Caste (OBC) State List. The Tamarias had to fight a 

lengthy legal battle to rectify this situation and gain official ST status.1 They pleaded in 

the Jharkhand High Court, supported by relevant materials, that they historically and 

ethnographically belong to the Munda ethnic group, and should therefore be included 

in the Scheduled Tribe (ST) list of the Jharkhand government. After a prolonged legal 

battle, the truth ultimately prevailed. 

On 30 March 2022, the Lok Sabha passed the Constitution (Scheduled Castes and 

Scheduled Tribes) Orders (Amendment) Bill, 2022, to include the Tamarias along with 

several other communities—Deshawari, Ganjhu, Dautalbandi (Dwalbandi), Patbandi, 

Raut, Maajhia, Khairi (Kheri), and Puran — in the list of Scheduled Tribes (STs) in 

Jharkhand.2 
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II, A FZW TRADITIONS REGARDING THE 

ORIGIN OF TAMARIA CLANS. 

Br Divwma Nath Samawta Tahahia, b. a. 

Th» TsmArUu nr* * MCtion of th« Mundw of 

GbflU Nagpur whuo ooMaton, • f«w goaornUoru 

ago MpMaUd from tho mam bod^ of lb a Mundu 

pow e«Qup;iog Ibo lUoohi Diftrict and migratod 

W tba nojgbbooriog dlrtriol ofSioghbhum. Thaaa 

Tamar* Mttndaa, now ganorally kaowa almply m 

Tamariaa, reutn «rUlo traditiOM aod ooatomj pardy 

or wholly forgotton by tha Mundaa of the Ranchi 

diatriot or Cbota Nagpur yrvptr. Among the 

ptlocipal Munda elana or eepta root with among 

the Tamariat of the Sloghbhttm dlrtriot th« following 

may be menUooedi the S«n«d or Samanta, the 

aMTod, the Sili, the Raiitm. U)e ftJrw, the 

Miflari, the D.uW, the 2V#npa, the Pandu Ung 

or Nag, the Atwnaf* the Sand^ and the 

Aimcal every olaa or yuaf*'( aatbe Tamarlaa oall 

it in iioitatioB of the Hladua) la aubdirided into 

more than oneyu^*. Thue the Samod or SamarUa 

omti « aub clivjded ioto Sinsri-Sawwd end Niia 

$,mad gwfw, the Cbitrod into CKarod and Buthui; 

ihtSiiiorSiMnkinU, 9Ui, TSifuki and Kanohani 

the Rantai into Tamaria. Rantai and IhUt; the 

^u*ru into ifflifdct. Pudatjdnff c^o, ffuiru, Ihitu 

Nfirud and Tava Aorory; and the NoQwi Into 

Taira, Naguri Satrang*, 2>unguri and Aana 

JJandiolu, and the Dfwi into Sodom £<pa 

Zfiun and N^^^v^JO^Nof9. 



4 iVw 2VcM2itKnw Siyardtnff TamSf>ia dans. 171 

Tho origla t4 tbe Satnad giufi ii g>7»D m 

foUowt:~Tb« Arvmtor of lb* oUn with tho«d of 

other gu$fu went e<huncing, The )DMt of the geme 

killed WM enuelly dlitribaUd emoiig the diHhrent 

that took part m the hunt The eneMfore ol 

the ^ornod clan were oonecderable In aumber, and eo 
the moat that fell to their ehare hnd again te he 

out into amaller pieooe with an axe. The act of 

outUng ia tbia manoer ie ealled •Soma by tbf 

TaitiariM aod tboe theae cutters oJ kie meat oama 
to be celled 3amad/, 

The traditionei origin of tbs diffbreet lobdicisiolH 
of ^e Somod elan ie as follows. 

A child of a man of the Samad gw;* died, aod 

lie defer (oelling back tba shade to the house > 

eeromong waa performed on the 
TheNidaSamad. tenth day after death, on a dark 

Clan. night Tbe performers of the 

oeremooy sailed the spirit of the 
deceased u> ascompany them to the house of the 

latter when a man concealed In a bueli responded 

to the oall with the Intention of frightening tlie 

performers. At this respooseihe party were greatly 

frightened. As the oereuooy wee performed at 

night (rtida) tbe father of the dead man and hm 

daicendants oame to be ealled tbs Mda $am<id elao. 

A few days later the second brother aleo lost 

his ohild. But he performed the uTuhSl sdor osru* 

moDy of hie child by day fur 

Tne SIrtgt he was afraid to do that nt night. 

Hezmfbrth he and his dwcendanii 
Clan. .were known $£ the Sfngi •Somo'f 

clan. 
8. 



J78 A Ptv> Tradiiiont Regarding Tcmapa C!ah«. 

Th« tmditioriKl oiigin of tbe Charad gust* 

the 5ua(w2 guet* related u 

The Cherad and followaOooe art a rain; day in 

the6utkud the eeuree of their nlgrationa the 

Ofmi. A&oeatnra of the clan had to 

rnoaiup for a nigbt on both the banke 

ofarieer. The people on one of the banka were 

wanning theaeelvee round a lire, while tbeir brethren 

00 the ether bank ware ehivAriog with piercing 

cold. The river wae In flood and oould not be 

eroesed. The parly ihivering with ookl aaked Uie 

part; eojoying tbe warntb of the (Ire oa the 

opposite bank of tiia rWer to eappl; them with 

fire. The reqoeet was complied witb and a brand 

of 6re was supplied, hut tbie brand of Are would 

bum with great dlfficolty. A a auob a brand ia called 

BvlJeitd in the Ta maria dialect of Mandari, the 

people who aupplied tbla Dutivd brand thenceforth 

came to be known as the Butkud pvif> and their 

dasceodanU are eo known to this day. The ebivering 

party made (ire with the help of the Bulkud brand. 

The Are began to burn brightly and tbo people 

warming ihetoaelvee by the fire begau to eipe* 

rieooe a kind of leneatlon koown ae eftarad in the 

Tamai ia djaieoh Ae they experionoed the €har<ui 

senaation they began to be called the Charad gusf*. 

The CWod regarded the Btukud aa their hAAgode 

for they reoeleed auoh help from them. Thue 

iotermarrioge between the Char<td and the 

came to be regarded ae wrong, 

The legend of the origin of the ihiivu gut^i 

ie as fbllonit t— 

Olios upon a time, people belonging to aereral 
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went A<buoting. When meat of the game 

waa baiog dietributad rf^oally amoog 

Tha 8vk ru all tba the mea of a par Uoular 

Clan. gu4fi axpreseed their deaire to have 

eometbiDg more than their proper 

eharo. The habit of doing to U oatled / Uibru in the 

Taiuaria dialeot. Thue the people who aaked for 

more meat than had (h1!en to their iharee began to 

be knowo ae the Bukh* giofi- 

The legend of the origin of eove cfthe eub* 

divieiona of tbe Bukru giufi ie intereetiog. Tbo 

atory goei that a Bolen* mao had two wivee—one 

ofwbocD waa a Tamaria Munda woman while tbe 

other wee a Banli { wearer) woaeo. UofortaQately 

be )oat two obildrao, one by each wife in tbe course 

of one week. The booea of the deoeoaed were 

carried to tha ^ao oeauary for burial. Tbe 

bonea of the child born of the Barfti woman were 

gorgeonely daoontad while tboee of the child by tbe 

Tamaria woman were without deooratioo. People 

at the &tjrun or burial-ground mietook tba deoorated 

bones for thoee of the ohild boro of tbe Tamerie 

woman and so they kissed (ohc) ihea 6nt. People 

whooommittod this ratitake were called tba Paydi* 

)angch6 Bokru, i. e. who kiissd the bopai 

of a ohild born of a Bartl wom^. Their doeoeodanta 

are etill known as men of the BafJti'jang oAc 

ihubru clan. 

Tbe legend relating to the eub*divisloDe of tbe 

Diori guifi is as follows i— 

Tbe Tamariss coouder it beneath their dignity 

to bory a dead horse with tbeir own hands. 

Uxifo.rtuoateJy a pony belooglog to 
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Th9 p»iiri A cArtAin of the Plari gu»fi 

diod. As do IoW'OIsm GhaAi wu 

AVAilftbU in tbe neighbourhood, 

the fftnilly vu eompelled to hory oAreoM of the 

hone Uiiuiielvei (bough :t wee eonaidered benoAth 

the dignity of a TeiuArie to do ao. Theneefortb 

the people who performed tbie deleeuble offlee eod 

their deeueodonu oAme to be known ae the Ss*l6m 

l6pA IHwi eles. The S^dim-Ups Dittri men ere 

looked down open aa of low b!rtb Hy other 

TecnenAe. Tbe trwditioDAl origiu of the fCamal 

or I btua) ffiufi le related ae followa :— 

Once on » tioM some Tamerioe went into a forest 

for the purpose of bua^og. Tbere tbey kDled aome 

^eer end other eatable aoicnala When the meat 

of the aoiniale waa distributed ameDgat tbe bunting 

party^a man kept the meat that bad fall an to his 

aheto on a itomo^ or lotue leaf. Aa be kept the 

meat on a iomal leaf be came to be known aa 

belonging to ATomaf olao. No TamarU of tbe Kamal 

pMro will plueV a lotoa leaf or lotus dowrr. 

Theatoryof the origin of Che welhkDown Nir; 

gu4ti w, to give it ita real Mundari 

The Panau Bin| name, tbe Pan4u Ung olaD is as 
orfiegClen. fbllowa:— 

Oaoe en a summer day. a Tamaria womao went 

toe river to fetch water. There was none at home 

tolw^ after the babe which the mother had lift 

hehia^etboma Tbe mother having hatbad io the 
river fllled her larthen pitcher with water. She 

then placed it ever her bead and haatened homa 

On raiorniDg home abe found, to her astonfshment, 

a eobm or N4g serpent or P<tn4u Inng (white 
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Mrp«nt) prol«otiag the baU, whioli w$a •itelog on 
thd «>urt;acd, from Uu h«at of the Sun by 

expending iu hood over the beed ot* the Ube. 

At the eight of the mother the NUg eerpeot ie eeid 

to hfcve diieppeered. As the bebo Ntai protected 

by e NAg eerpent, the deceendtnU of the btbe 
oeue to be eelled the men of the KHg 

No membej' of the Nag yueft will ii^ure e Nig 
eerpent 

Ti'an^ormaiwn of jpufi «iome«.—Iu loeny 

the Hiaduieed Teoi^riee of the dietriot of Singhbbutn 

have eltered their ^uifi otnioe elmoet beyond 

recogomoa. Thue the neme of tbe £emoc2 gutfi hee 

beeu ehenged into •Somonta gurfi ia order to give it 

e reepeetable Hindu epiieerance. In the eune tray 

tbe 8ii» gwft bee changed its eanse into Sol<inii 

gusfi, tbe name of a Hindu Rajput elan. The name 

of the Soii^ii gw/j—a gitsfi or olan name eomnion 

to many genaine Hindu fWinlliee aud said to be 

derived fbocn Sendllya Riehi,—ie in eo rouoh favour 

with the eeioi'Hmduieed Tamanaa of the dietriot 
of Singhbhum that inataneee have been known iu 

\vhieh a Tamaria of the Sasdil guift hae married 

in the umo guift. And oo wonder. a^» in fhot, 

thia oew gu$ti name bae been adopted by famillei 

belonging to aeveral originally riietioct guefte auob 

ae the Diun. the Cherad, the fiutkud, aod a few 

othen. A ourioue inetanoe of the tranaformatien 

of a gutfi name la that of the Kaguri aod the 

Kentai into the NAg ffuafi Tbia oka name la 

aleo in eo muoh favour with the aeai*Hinduieed 
Tainariaa of the Singhbhum dlatriet that lustaooee 

have beeo koowo ia. wbiob a Tamaria of tbe Nag 
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gtat* B>arn«d in tb® wm® Tbla »vid®nt!y 

ehowatbet tbia itew /puf* n&m® hM b—n adopted 

by facDilid® belongiog to Mvaral originally diatioot 

olu®. 
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