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Economic reform in Bihar has failed to make 
perceptible change in the working conditions material 
condition of the life of Dalits since the nature of 
employment of working masses have remained more 
as less the same in this agrarian economiy engulfed 
with semi-feudal production relations and dominance 
of Kulak lobby in power politics. The Dalits became 
a victim of these address adversaries. 
 
Jettisoning the Gandhian concept of Land to the 
tillers and opting for the “Landlord Path” of 
transition, the ruling class oblished the statutory 
landlordism (Zamindari system). The Ex-Zamindars 
were, however allowed to retain in various ways. 
The delay in the process of land reform led to large 
scale benami transactions. On the other hand the 
tenants were made to buy the land under their 
cultivation. As a result of this, only substantial 
tenants could retain ownership of land while the rest 
became either tenants at will or agricultural labourers. 
However the process of landlessness of the rural 
working class has ancient roots in caste system. 
 
It thus, gave birth to surplus hungry landlords and big 
peasants with an intermediate caste as the 
economically dominant classes in rural Bihar. This 
class of land lords and big peasants also became 
politically a dominant class. Since the middle caste 
comprised the larger proportion of substantive tenants 
under the Zamindari system, the inter caste power 
relations started shifting in favour of the middle caste 
rich peasantry. This trend became increasingly 
dominant with transfer of political power in the hand 
of these middle castes in the wake of Mandalisation 
of politics on the one hand and transfer of land from 
the upper castes to middle castes on the other. On the 
whole, during the last two decades and so the “Semi-
Feudal” relations have considerably broken down 
because of a combination of factors such as militant 
movement launched by poor middle peasants and 
agricultural laboures led by the ultra-left forces, rising 
trend of real wages and declining patron client 
relationship in rural Bihar, increasing casualisation of 
labour, commercialization and diversification of 
agriculture although limited, increasing migration and 
inflow of remittances etc. This new emerging 
situation saw as natural concomitant phenomena, the 
access of the middle caste to seats of state political 
power popularly known as social justice regime.  
This new social justice regime saw the emergence of 
a new class of surplus hungry landlords and big 
peasants and it went hand-in-hand with the 

penetration of peasantry and proletarianisation of a 
large number of peasants’s i.e. a process of 
depeasantisation thus, inundating the rule labour 
markets. The emergence of middle caste landlords 
and peasants acquiring more and more surplus 
without making any marked investments for raising 
productivity and production levels inevitably led to 
exploitation of the agricultural labourers and poor 
peasants at a greater scale.  
 
On the other hand, there was also a process of 
marginalization of land holding among the 
traditionally non-cultivating caste and thus giving 
birth to a new class of poor landlords. This group of 
people, especially its youth force was facing twin 
problem i.e. a mentality against manual work in land 
because of caste taboos, which got accentuated by the 
spead of Macalay system of education, which was 
divorced from manual work. The land holding 
became too small to produce surplus and as a result 
the nominal surplus appropriated by these poor 
landlords resulted into cut in the necessary produce to 
be appropriated as wages. So, there arose a problem 
of adequate wage fund before these poor landlords, 
which resulted in or got expressed as the incapacity 
of these low owners to pay even the statutory 
minimum wages. When the workers demanded their 
due wages, these masters unable to pay, had to 
militantly suppress the workers’s movement for 
higher wages.  
 
Resistance of the working poor to their excessive 
exploitation along with social oppression invited 
reprisals from the landlords and rich peasants. These 
reprisal processes by new middle caste rich peasantry 
usually were more regressive and violent. When this 
exploitation in the form of depression of wages and 
other means became acute, the resistance of the 
laboring poor, mostly Dalits got strengthened further. 
This sparked off atrocities in the form of mass killing 
of agricultural labourers, which were more untense in 
first decade of reform in Bihar (1991-2001) popularly 
known as assertive phase of social justice regime. 
Activist writers and academics (SinhaArun 1977), 
H.P. Pradhan (1980 , 1987, 1991) Jha Praveen 
(1997a, 1997b) prefer to call this phenomena of 
agrarian Bihar as class war in different names and not 
Atrocities against Harijan. Pradhan prefer to call 
THESE PHENOMENA AS THE RISE of kulak and 
class struggle in Bihar. Praveen Jha prefers it to call 
Resistance and Rebellion of the toiling peasantry in 
the agrarian land scape of Bihar. This, when the 
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henceforth attached labour became free demanded 
wage increase and inturm they met their brutal end. 
They wre mostly Dalits massacred by the rich 
peasants and landlords of the middle and upper 
castes. It was by the mid- 1996’s, the laboring poor 
were forced to take to organized militancy, leading to 
the emergence of militant movements of poor known 
as extremist movement of Naxalities. In a large 
number of areas, the rural labour now were in direct 
conflict with the dominant classes belonging upper 
and dominant middle castes and they have even 
imposed extra-economic sanctions against the latter 
in the same way as they had historically experienced 
brutality of exploitation in of the hands of upper 
castes. They are now increasingly able to assert what 
they perceive to be their rights. 
 
This peasant mobilization in the state which took its 
root in Mid 1960s and got deep and strengthened in 
the period of reform, first phase (1991-2000) during 
assertive phase has an important implication for the 
rural labour and the socio-economic and political 
structure of the state in general and increases and 
intensive consciousness among the poor peasants and 
agricultural labourers along their socio-economic and 
political conditions in particular. This growing 
consciousness of the depressed classes also had an 
impact on the state. Although the character of the 
state is same, it is still far from becoming sympathetic 
to the cause of the poor peasants and rural labours, in 
the face of the growing unrest among them. It has had 
to initiate some measures with regard to their welfare. 
The drive for the acquisition of surplus land over the 
ceiling limits in the mid 1970’s is not on the agenda 
of the present regime, though an essential response of 
the state is required in response to the violent out 
break and unrest among the poor peasants and labours 

in some districts of South Bihar i.e. Gaya, Jehanabad, 
Bhojpur, Rohtas, Kaimur, Aurangabad, Nawada, 
where atrocities and mass acres on Harijan have been 
prove pronounced.  
The pronouncement of the Govt. giving the assurance 
for effective steps to safeguard the interest of the 
tenants was largely prompted by the peasant 
mobilization and their increasing political importance 
as a pressure group (Sharma 1995). The 
Bandhopadhyay Commission on land reforms was 
constituted by Nitish Kumar Govt. during its first 
tenure but its recommended was not implemented due 
to political pressure by dominant classes ruling and 
elite in the state. 
 
The important achievement of these movements is 
that agricultural wages has risen in their area of 
influence. They have also contributed in keeping the 
land reform agenda alive and in some cases have also 
provided effective in bringing desired results. The 
state is presently computerizing the land records as a 
pressure of it. No doubt a substantial portion of 
surplus land was acquired in Bihar as pressure 
generated by the movement of poor peasant 
organization.  
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