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S5YNOPSI

DEVELOPMENT AKD THE STRUCTURE OF SOCIAL INEQUALITY IN RURAL INDIA:
& Sociological Study Based on Three Villages of Rohtas District,Bihar

by
Sujit Rumar . Dutta
Department of Humanities and Social Sciences,
Indian Institute of Technology, Kanpur, India.
The Problem:

The present study aims at a sociological analysis of the
relationship between rutal development and social ineguality. The
focal point of the inguiry is to find out the relationship between
the distribution of"rural developmental benefits and gsocial
inegquality. In other words, the putpose is to ascertain whether
the distribution of developmental benefit is ineguitable in rural
areas, anﬂi if s0, how far the stratificational ' factors -

traditional and/or emerging -~ are associated with it, and whether

[

the traditional pattern of stratification still continues to Hhave

its impact.

Objectives:

The main purpose of this inquiry is to éxamine the pattern of
distribotion of thé rural bgnefits =« socigl,  econowmic and
political, in terms of stratificational variables. In operational

terms,it has a three-fold objective: (1) to ascertain whether the

distribution of rural developmental benefits is ineguitous,
Cifferentialy  (2) to determine whether the thres ong  of

in

tratification = class, status and power = sgverally as well as

conjointly, are associated wikth the  distribution of roral
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development benefits: and (3} to find out whether the traditional
association between stratificsational systerm and the distribution
of developmental benefits continues as before or there has been

alteration in it in the course of recent developments.

Hypotheses:

The major hypotheses of this study arev that the distribution
of rural development benefits is inequitocus, differential; that
those  belonging to the higher class and caste, as well as those
possessing‘more poWer and coming from high socio-economic strata
have reaped more GGVElopment ~benefits in contradistinction to
those belonging to the lower levels with respect te all these

dimensions of stratification.

Désign of the Study:

The wpresent 'study bhas expﬁoratory—cum-descriptive rescarch
design. The study has been carried out in three viliages of the
Community Development Block, Dehri of district Rohtas, Bihar. The
three project villages == Manikpur, Sujanpur, and Shankarpur, had
in 511 174, 141, and 112 households, respectively maxing a total

of 427, Following the census method, all the heads of houscheold of

)

villages were taken for the study. However, two heads of household
could not be interviewed. Hence the final sample remained 425. 4

reference period of nearly 10 years, i.c., from 197¢ to 1983, was

into account.

i ; ; e 1 o ¢ L T S o VO S S
LOoRINngG 2t the subhle  nature  of the problewm, tnree broad
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Categories of methodolgy were developed for the analysis of the

relationship between rural development and social ineqguality: (1)

Guantitative (interview schedules and documentary facts) and
jualiitative (case studies and obscrvations) téchniques; {2)
inductive technigues  such as chi-sguare, to identify the
dependency‘ and  causality: and {3) conflict wperspective to

1

understand the behaviour governing social ineguality and rural

development,

A socio-economic status scale was prepared on the basis of

o3
)

which relationship between incdependent and dependent variables was

examined. This scale included different - dimensions of class,

status, and power. However, traditional primordial independent
variable such as caste and economic variable sach ss land and

income were also used separately to find out such relationship.

Conclusions:

The findings reveal that there is = glaring ineguality in
economic  cdomain both in  terms bf the means of production and
relaticns of production. The nattern of  landownership is
inequalgThe farm power is concentrated in the hands of a few. The
rich peasants usc more modern aqriéultural technology and get

higher production. Government subsidies have failed to benefit the

&,

poor. Whereas the rich peasants have more assets, the poor are

b
'T'
O

nrey s 3
feudni sgrarisn relitions in the project villages. In the economic

domain, one can witness the distorted capitalist "class relations
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and, 1in the socic-economic domain, semi-feudal and patron-client
relations. That is to say, both capitalist and feudal relations

obtain in villages.

It has becen  found that the, traditional forms of social
inequality persists even today. Caste hierarchy scems tc be almost
intact in the wvillages. Interestingly, caste and class appear to
be moving in a close company: the high <castes are also the rich
peasants and the backward and low castes are pcor peasants. The
economic factors determine one’s status when combined with caste.
The agriculture is considercd as the most prestigious occupation

and agricultural labour the least prestigious. The income and

assets seem to be determining the status of peasants in the
villages, independent of other social factors. The jcint family

appedrs  to be the characteristic of the rich and high caste
peasants. Education does  add to the status of peasants. The 1ife
and living of peasants make a difference in the status of the
peasants, The objective factorsi when combined together,  yield

four different status groups in the villages: the rich, the

middle, the poor, and the landless.

Our analysis of politiczl inequality reveals that the power

is inequally distributed in villages. The rich as compared to the

pocr peasants, dominate rural organizations, such  as  Gram
Panchavyats, Farmers  Associaticon, and Co-operative Societies, etc.

o

The rich peasants  and  hi ople ¢vince more interest in

politics =2nd hold key positions in  the political varties. & new
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power dynamics is visible in the villages: now low castes combine
themselves in order te defeat the high caste during the elections.
The basis of voting is narrow; the peasants vote mainly on the

basis of territorial affinity, pressure of the pressure group, and

nts

")

3

5

factions. However, the pour and landiess pe: re comnpelled
not to cast their votes against the wishes of mighty and powerful.
Factions arc there in the villages; their mwain issues being

politics, property and petty matters. The major sources of power

in the villages are landownership and caste status. A few powerful

oM

glites have major in the decision-making process on  vital

0]
j&
w2

issues. At times, the high caste elites align with the backward

and low castes in order to capture power. The powerful men are

[
more influential as they hzve their contact with government

3

officials and other high-ups. Both traditional and modern bases of

vt

sower seem to be operative in the villages.



