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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 Kerag, 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. 11,1922, 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.! 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.?

References

Hunter, W.W. 1877. A Statistical Account of Bengal. VVol. XVII. London: Trubner & Co.

Macpherson, T.S. 1908. Operations for the Preparation of a Record of Rights, Pargana
Porahat, District Singhbhum, 1905-1907. Calcutta: Bengal Secretariat Book Depot.

Parkin, Robert. 1992. The Munda of Central India: An Account of their Social Organization.
Oxford University Press, Delhi.

Risley, Herbert. The People of India. Calcutta: Thacker, Spink & Co.
Sahu, Murali. 1985. The Kolhan Under the British Rule. Calcutta.

Tamaria, Devendra Nath Samanta. 1922. ‘A Few Traditions Regarding the Origin of Tamaria
Clans’, Man in India. Vol. Il. Ranchi.

Tickell, Lt. S.R. 1840. ‘Memoir on the Ho desum’ (improperly called Kolehan)’, Journal of
Asiatic Society of Bengal. Vol. XI. Part II.

Tuckey, A.D. 1920. Final Report on the Resettlement of the Kolhan Government Estate in the
District of Singhbhum 1913-1918. Patna: Superintendent, Government Printing, Bihar and
Orissa.

1 Shyam Sundar Nag & Ors. Vs. State of Bihar & Ors., Patna High Court, 6 January, 1987; ‘Ramnath
Samant vs The State of Jharkhand and Ors’, Jharkhand High Court, 26 April, 2017.

2 ‘Lok Sabha passes Bill to include some communities in Jharkhand ST list’, The Indian Express,6
April, 2022.

46


https://indiankanoon.org/doc/94556541/

























	4. Snjay Nath, The Tamarias of the Singhbhum Region 44-46.docx.pdf
	Tamaria Clans by D.N. Samanta.pdf
	Tamaria Cover.pdf
	D.N. Samanta, Tamaria Clans.pdf


