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1l Ia pursuence of Covernment policy there was limlted
enumeration and tabulation of cagtes In 1951 census, Even

in the cose of gcheduled Castes, 8chaduled Tribee and Backrard
Classes, tha fipures of each caste wera not separately

extractad; only the group “otals wers ascertained, The Backward
Masses CommiSSion reouirs the figures of population of each
individual caste. In order Yo assict them an estinate of popqla-
tion of n"ck caste in 1951 has Dbeen made on tihe vasis of the
previcus censusazs,

2e The figures have been prescnted in fo&r tables = (D Scheduléé
Castes, Hindus only (ii) cchednled Tribes (iii) Backward Classes
(iﬁ) othar castes, ﬁindus ar? Iuslims seporately. In'some tables
minor adjustrments have been made in the ectimated figuras of
Schzdnled Castes ond Backward Cla-<nos, in ordar to nake the totals
tally with e 1801 census tetels of theze groups,

3. ‘Mo coste-wise Tipuras are available for 1941 censué.llThe
tables of 1941 Census zive ficures for only a few selected castes
an¢ thezz also for a few zelsctad dlstricts.

4, IxZracts fron t?e erravious Census Reports expldning the
cauées for variations in Jhn flﬂures of individual casteg have

been givenéan,ﬁuy,ndlﬂc P
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Table 1 = Scheduled Castese

Lle The figures given in this Table relate to the :c;;; I
territory of llysore as it was in 1951, | |

2o The table presentz the figufes of 6 Castés as specified
in the President's Order, 1950. Out of these 6 castes the
populaticen figures of one caste namely Adi-Drévida are not
avallable in the prévious census tables. The population of ecach
caste given in this table refers only to the population of Eindus.
Se Colunn 5 of the table gives the estimated population

in 1251, This ﬁas been determined by applying the percsntage
incroase of the gensral povulation of the state to the latcst
av~ilable census figures of each caste, The total of the
estimated population in 1951 of these castes shows a small

oxcess éver the 1951 census totals of Scheduled Caslese The
estinated figures of the population of each caste have béen

adjusted in order %o make thc total population %ally with the
enumerated total population of 19881,
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TLRLS I = POPULATION OF “CHIDTLID 38 ( TOTIFISD
UIDIR PRACIDTIILS ORDAR, 1uw y I '.Lt.” CLIGTIEDS
OF 1911-1C21 &0 I6TT..TD POPLATION Iii 1951

1VSOR
e Population in | ;ggigzzggn Femarks
> of Caste } 1911 1921 1631 1951
1 2 [ 3 [ 4 5 6
;didfavida . * * *
‘dikarnatcke  * * 1,000,326 1,278,497
Benjara or _
Lonband 514163{ 524200 Gy 568 2524257
Hrovi 1,42 ,482) 1,525,158 1464487%6 210,725
keoracha 204705] 94655 182,085 154445
Koxand 3,283i 54153 144124 21,586
o
OGS =
¥, Ficurzg arq not avalleble.
The totel es 1mateu ~opuletion of Qcheduled Castag

in 1951 according to the abovs tablc came %o 147324759
while the znvmesrate? populatcion of ths chednled
Castes in 1951 is 1430£,821. The excess has been
proportionatsly dedtcteé from zach caste in order to

tall» the total with 1951 cengna {inUTGc,
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TABLE TI - SCHEDULED TRIBES

1e The tnble prescents figures of & tribes, 73 spec’fied
in the Prezident!s Order 1950, Out of there 6 tribes the
populotion figrres for 2 ftribes vize. JomKuruba oad 2d4
Kurubay nre not ~veilable in the previous census tohles,

e The estimntes of 1951 popul~tion in thig t-Dble

hove been mocde in the some monner as in Table 1,

The t.otol of the estinmot:d population of all castes

saows o decererse over The 1981 census tc“:rﬁls of Schedzzled
Tribese On acconnt of wide varintions in the two totals

no atterpt hrs been made to adjust the zstimeted population

e
L1ZVICSe
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TATLE II- FOPTLATION OF $CUYTDTLID RIS ( NOTIFLED
IDER PRUSIDEHT!S ORDER, 1950 ) L THT CEISUSES OF
1911-1931 A/D ESTIIATID POPULATION OF 1951,

N7S80RE

ToME Of Caste Top Ation °n | Bstimated
e popul~tion Renarics
o 1911 11921 1931 1951
1 2 3 4 { 5 6

1, “asalaru 114 « * “ * 178

7, Iruliga L 24043 Xk . * 3,189

Se Janu Kurta * ok * *

4, Iadu = Kurubd:  * S -~ * "

&e I"aleru 1,757 oo o 2,748

Zv Sligaru 1,807 - o« 2,961

rotese

* Fizures are not availanle

ine total of the cstimated population of
Sched~led Tribes in 1951 according to the above
table camz to 9,071 vhile the enumerated population
of Schedvlaed Tribes Iin 1951 1im 15,3104 4&s there is
wide variations in the two totals no attempt has
been made to adjust the cstimated figurese
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TARLE IIT - BACKWARD CLASSES

1, ; Thi= table presents figures for 14 castes which comprise
the 1ist of 'Backward Clazses! prepared by the state
Government at the time of tho lasf cehéus;"

2 The estimate of 1951 population in this table‘has

been made in the same manner os in Table I, The total

of the zstimated population in 1951 of these castes shows

a small excess over the 1951 census totals of Schcduled
Castes, The estimated figures of the population of each
caste have been adjusted in order to make thz total popula-
tion tally with the enumerated total population of 1951,
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CENSUSES 1911-1931 AD ZSTINATZD POPULATION IN 1951,

7Y SORE

iiame of Caste

Population in

Hetimated

Clacses in 1251 according to the alove table came to

¥ TFigurc: are not available

The votal cstimated population of Backward

240614538 while the snumerated population of the
Backward Classes in 1951 is 1,752,5224

has been proportionatszly dsducted from each caste
in order to tally th~ total with 1951 census figuras,

The cxcess

1011 1021 1931 povulation Renowiis
l ] 1951
T 2 3 | 4 R 6
1. Aooga 974772 094876 109 9490 128,643
2, Animists * 5,844 * 74529
Ge Boda 268,454 2714134 301,463 354,198
%4e Gangemakula * * 1744303 2044793
. be Ganiga 40,469 41,978 44, 960 524825
5, Idiga 33,758 884776 94 4669 111,229
7o Jogi 12,881 12,531 14,909 174517
8e Kaniyans * * * *
9, Kumbara 41,810 44 3280 48 4657 574169
10, Kuruba 409,842 401,222 435,920 512,187
11, Iieda 6,778 7,170 © 74532 8,850
124 Nayinda 39,414 1.2 4 360 46,216 54;300
13¢ Tigala 69,233 74,113 90 4700 106,566
14, Uppara 108,151 108,580 116,361 11364716
Notasg~
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TABLE IV = OTERR CASTH

i; L Tﬁié table pfesents figures of 89 castese
The list.has been preparcd with refercnce to the castes
given in P11y 1921 and 1931 censuses after eliminating

the castes given in Tables I4 II and III, Out of thesc
89 castes 60 castes are included under Yindus and &9
under lluslims, |

e ' The teble has been presented in two parts

(1) Tindue (ii) lluelinms,

3e The estimate of 1951 population in this table
has becen made in the same manner as in Table I. The total

0

0f thcd estimated population in 1951 of these castes shows
an excess over the 1951 Census totals of these castese
On account of the wide variations in the two totals, no
attempt has becen made to adjust the estimated population

figures.
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TAZLD IV « ROPULALTION OF OTITR CASTES I/ T,

CLISUSES
OF 1911-1931 AN%M% ?&gLTED POPUL ATION I 1951~ (1) HINDUS.

__ Populatlon in . Tstinated | N
femc of Caste 91T oo [ I9Sl population } Remuris
| ‘ 1951 -
T 2 3 . 5 6
1. Bairagi 267 * * 417
2. Banajiga 132,955 134,815 152, 250 210 5425
3, Baniya &4 * * 100
4y Davaji 25 * * 39
5, Besta 1564863 157,872 * 239,271
5o Dnatraju %05 * g 1,413
7¢ Brahman 194,570 215,574 245,163 388,840
3, Budabuidike 1,327 * * 24071
9, Darzi 11 4564 15,016 20 5527 o3, 370
10, Dasari 44565 * * 74126
11, Devanga * 33,2%4 59,202 81,961
124 Dogra 3 % * 5
18, Dombar 34390 * * 5,291
14, Garadiga 325 » * 507
150 Golla 150,842 155,978 * 236,400
16, Gondaliga ; 71 x . (* 111
17 Goniga " 988 * * 14588 -
18 Gosayi 367 * - * 573 -
19, Gujar 156 * * 244 -
20. Gurkhe 11 x ) 17
21, Gujarati 182 e * 293
22, Holeya 613,248  -'650,453 * - 985,827
23, Jat " 38 * * 59
24, Kahar 73 * * 11%
25, Kanaklkan 186 * * 220
26 ¢ Kayastha 1%7 i * o9
276 Komati 9,813 3,116 * 4,723
28, Kshatiriya = 37,927 35,204 41,008 56,677
204 Kunchitiga Cw 12,522 1164564 161,103
30s Ladar - 14088 % = 1,620
31. Lingayat 725,451' ﬁ414,734' 770,802 1,065,325
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P 3 4 5
32, Nadﬁgc 308,083 é81,227' o 426,228
33, Mehratia 45,398 . 53,034 60 4528 83,656
34, Malayall 1,448 % o 24260
A6y T a7 U 15 .. * 23
8e  ar-odl 226 L L 353 .7
37, Tochi 14287 e * 24000
38, :udali 174896 22,379 31,732 43,857
39, Mualteni 28 * * 44
40 4 wegarta 74782 17,810 84387 11,592
Tl - wanv. 14745 * N * 24724
10, eyor 785 . 1,225
12, sysl 064466 63,450 544457 754265
44, panchala 128,098 132,187 * 200,348
454 Pendaram | 659 * * 1,029
86, Paniya 188 . @ 293
47, Pille 1251 . * 1,953
48, Pinjari 25 * * 39
494 Rachewar 5,179 * | " 44962
50, Re-at 123 « " 192
5le Saniyar 39146 * * 4, 72
52 Sannyasi 14479 * . 25309
53, Satani 23,038 21,914 23102 31,929
544 Sillekyata 982 * » 1,533
55, Sudugadusidda 1,198 ., * 1,870
564 Vakkaliga  14331,029 1,294,808  14312,264 1,813,620
57« Valcya 26 9497 38,173 44 ¢235 6149137
584 Visakarma , * o 1434669 1984565
59¢ Yadava ' * * _ 1744201 240 4763
50 4 Others 2,435 674863 * 1024855

Wotest ‘
~*® Flgures arc not available,

The total zstimated population of other castes -
in 1951 (Hindus and Muglims both) according to  the above
table came to 743324944 while the envmerated populatiozn’
of the Other Castes 18 §,80843T8, As there is wide

. variation between the two totals no attempt has been
made to adjust the figuresy ,
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TABLE IV = POPTLATION OF OTHER CASTES I THT CENGUSES OF

1911=1931 IHD ZSTIN.T3D POPULLTION L7 1051-(ii) HUSLT T
MYSORE
Wame of Cagte j gopuiétian in 2stimated
' 1911 121 1931 Population Remariis
| 1953 : I
1 17 2 3 ’ 7 5 6
1, ‘rab 39 * | * 61
2. Awan - 1 * * 2
| 3. Babuhi 3 * * 5
4. Dayore 422 " . 659
| 5, Dhobi 1 * * 2
Ge Cujar 36 * * 56
7o Hanifi’ 198 * * 203
% Tam 125 * * 195
9, Janjua 17 * * o
10, Jaw 23 * * 36
11ls Kharral 2 * * 3
12¢ Khadri & * * 8
13+ Khakar 50 * * 312
14, Khencdarl 40 * * 62
15, Labbai 7,995 8,494 12,297 16,96
16, Mappilla 2,257 * * 3,523
17+ lieman . 661 * » 1,032
18. Mughal 8,151 8,922 ‘11,020 15,231
12, Nayat o * * | 14
20, Panjabi. 65 * * 101
21+ Pathan 44,689 46,756 554607 76,854
2, RePsian 53 & e 08
©3e Pindari 2,047 x * 2,195
24, pinjary 5,361 44700 10,631 14,693
25+ Saiyid 574671 59,993 73,730 101,902
25, Shiekh 176,432 184,052 924,409 310,156
28, Sharif 1,037 * - * 1,619
28, Turk 4 = * 6
29, Others 5,080 27,544 % 41,746

Notgse=
® Mourac are not availlable

Plecse al-o cec note on page 10.
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APPIEZNDIX.

Bxtracts from the previous Census Reports of
.Ilysore for Censuses 1911, 1921 and 1931,

gchaduled Castess~

Adikafﬁatakasz-

The low increase among the Adikarnatakas may be partly
due to the hard condltions of the 1ife of the communlty,
- 1931 Ilysore Report page 322,

Nagarta (othar caste ) and Korachag~ (&cheduled Caste )

The varilation w:der Nagarta and Koracha is not understoode

-~ 1921 Iivcore Report page 115.

Backward Classess~

Idigaz=-

The population under the head 'Idiga® consis®ts of Idigas
o called of the laidan country and the corresponding class of |
malnad knovm as Halepaikas, Therec has been some disinclination
in recent ycarg among the Halepalkas to return their name in the
0ld way. Tha® other name they use has not been knowne It 1s
possible that glips that should have gone into the Id%ga group
have gone intn some other group and led to error iIn both casese

- 1931 llysore Report'page 322

The incrcose under Idiga is very large, but}is only
apparonte It iec due to the incluslon of the caste called
Halepaika of the chimoga !alnad under Vakkaliga invthe‘1911 census
and wnder Idigza at this one, The matter is not free ffom,doubt
as the 'Halepaika® are included under both ?Tdigat and - "Wakkaliga
In the caste glossaby of the 1901 Census Report. On account of
this Aif™rence in classification nearly 5) thourand peréons have
been added to Idiga from Vakkaliga this times If the figure is
corrected for this, the increase is not very\large. It may be
noticed thet t ere is a large decrease under Vakkallga in the
Ghimoga District due to this causee

=_1921 lysore Report page 115

- Qthers Castes

(1) Devangas and Neygls- The large percentage of increase

among the Devangas should, like the increase among the Kunchatiga1
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he considered as due to mors correct enumeration, The Neygi and

Devanga Cormunitizz had been shown together until 1911 and were

)

showvm seperately at the la=t census., Ag in the case of the Kun ch-
atiga Communiﬁy the return was apparently not clear in many casus
in 1921. The Community having understood the.need for clear
returns, more correct resulls have been obtained on this occasione
There 1g corvespondingly a decreasse of the Neygi population by 14
per cenﬁq the number being about 63 thousand for 1821 and &5
thouzand for 1931e Ther: is no reczon to think that thls 1g a real
decrease in The NMeygl Communitr, Taking both Cdmmunities

together we find that m;,}ﬂlol,:sand in 1921 has become 114 tiousand
novy the ncrease being about 13 per cent, |

- 1931 ]lysore Report. page 322,

(2) Kunchatigag=- The largest increace of any individual

cagte as compared with 1921 appearihg'in'me tables 1g under
Kunchatiga. This population which was about 13 thousand at

- thast census is novw il? thousand, .The Community.had”been shown

as parﬁ 6f the Vakkaliéé Commuzity,for gsome time previously and
was chown gcparately agaln at tho-inet Rensuse Apparently the
Kunchatiga poptulation then 314 not,know that they would be ghown
ceparately and thus the returns were not clear, Large numbers should
thus have been counited as Vakkallgae. The leaderé.bf the community
took Troublz on this occasion to educate their people.to make. the
rcturn clear; hence th: phenomenal increase in numbers. “When 1t
was chovm ag o separate cacte in the census of 1,881 the communlty
counted over 80 thousand, The number returned at this census is
therefors not too large. |

- 1931 Iiysorec Roport page 321-322

(3) Komatis:~ Komatls have always been kept apart from e
Vaisya, but the distinectlon is mnot popularly understood and
personsof'the two casfes may be fbund calling them-elves by either
name indifferently and many an enumeratdar. would be unaware of

the disgtinction between the two. Hence the Komatli figures by
thamselves or Vaisya figures by themselves are likesly o show
large diffgrences. If the figures for the. two castes_afe taken
together, thé growth willl be found to have been nearly normal,

- 1927 liysore Report page 115,
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(4) Lingayatse Thc"lbw;ine§eaebwﬁn'ﬁho_DQQO«of'Liagurubg )
should bec partly due to Aifflcrlty o classification. It is
obccfvad thet this cormunity showed 2,7 per cent. increase betiween
1221=1901 and 38,9 per cent. in the next decadey Se7 per cént.

increarse i 190111 and 2 per cent, decrease in 1911=21.

e 1931 Mysorc Report paze 222,

(5 Judali and Darzis The increase in the populo ior of ludali

o)

and Darzi is not casy o undergtand, ome of i% rhould be due

«»1931 Mysors Report page 32
Dorsl 80 The rather large diifereace betiec:: thz fizure~ for

Derzi (_1'911 & 1927) seem to be due o the inclusion of the name

Bhovosghy  under the Ca2ste Darzi at the pra:sent Census, ot the 1ot
census , Blavesar was in a1l 1ikelihood mnot so included; for i
thz oris’nal 1ist of castes of that census it ig not found included

ne revised liat,

under darzi; but oppears in T
o 1921 lysore Rcport page 115,

(6) 1liadiga: lladige 1: one of fhe two deprezced claszese The

member: of thase cormunitiss have of late called themselves ®ididravi ;a{
clice or are chown as Panchamasg and when such entries are found on a
~1ip it 1: nol pousible to state to which of the two castes the

slip pnerbtanges { large num?er of gllips this time had such entrigs

and in <hc zbgcnce of any neans of distingulshing ths Two cormunities
ther wers all put under Holeyae This is apparently tha cause of
dcerense under ladiga balanced no doubt by an increcse to correspond
nadcn Moleya™ rich however cannot bhe distingrighad Ifrom the normal
incresses The Ttotal for the tio castes ig still le g than The wotal

for the lect cansus and for this‘the reason iz not apparent,

- 1921 liysor s Raport p-gs 115

(7) agerthas [ Cormunity vhich shows a great decrease (52.9)

-agarthag
i« Tagartha The numbers against this cormunity have been
fluctrating since 1881 boing about‘8, 23y Yy 8y 18 and 8
thonsnnd - ot guceesgive censucnc, fulic cleerly. the cnumeration
and clascification have becen varylns. Jone _Jagarthag congider

themselves as V%ﬂsvas, some as dilffercent from Vaisyase, Gome

Tagerthas are lingayats and returr themselvess and desirs % be



be counted es VBerasaivas., Some of these agailn desiﬁe w be
covnted as Magarthasze, 4 number of returns accordingly to
crsonal inclination would influence the figures under

all three group- Valsya, MNagartha =nd Lingayat and the

resul’d would be most noticeable in the figures for wmallegt

cormunity, namely, Nazartha,

) : -_1931 Mysorse Report page 322- 323
(3) Vakkeligags= Corresponding w the very largs incrznse
of i mncenolige s Thore 1o a very small increas:s of 143 por cant

among the Vakkaligag., Taking the two cormunitiss togethzr

we fing tat 1,308 thousand in 1921 becamc 1,429 thougend in
1931, This is o 11tbtl: over ndne per cen’, of increagc vhich ig
rousghly ecu@l to the increagse in the total population,

- 1931 Mysore Report nage 322

(9) Vaklialiga and Heygii- It must be added that in

copp-rins tha fisur-s for 1911 and for 1921 for the caztag
Vakkeliga and Neygi 1t 1s necessary to remember the fact
already mention:d that at this censug a section of what in
1911 was talken og Vakkaliza heo been taksn 2o Dzvanga and
shovm separately. For purposcs of comparison the Vakkaliga
and Kunchitiga figures for 1921 should be taken together;
80 also liceygi and Devangae.

- 1921 Mysore Report page 1135 ,

L





