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Executive Summary

There is hardly any study comparing identity-based discrimination and concomitant disparity,
poverty between the Mainstream and Indigenous communities in the local epistemology.
Considering this research dearth, this study is aimed to explore identity-based discrimination and
economic disparity through comparison between the Mainstream and Indigenous Communities at
three northern districts of Bangladesh. The study finds Indigenous households to be poorer (in all
the indicators used), more discriminated and prey of higher disparity compared to the Mainstream
Bangalee community. Higher poverty incidences among the Indigenous communities seem to be
emanated from the expanded discrimination and disparity faced by them.

Indigenous households are discriminated in case of forming human capital (in accessing
education and health services) of their members, in availing employment opportunities, accessing
credit, being facilitated with SSNPs and institutional services. All these discrimination let the
households face disparity in the attainment of education, health, financial, physical capital and
ultimately ensue income disparity among the households of Mainstream and Indigenous
communities. Mainstream household members are found to be more literate (83.7% literate in
Mainstream against 73.3% in Indigenous) than those of Indigenous household members.
Household members without any sort of formal or informal education are higher among
Indigenous peoples - 26.7% against 16.3% of household members of Mainstream community.
Due to lack of human, physical and financial capital, Indigenous peoples had less working
opportunities. In case of full-time employment, Indigenous peoples were lagged behind by 43.4%
while in case of average number of working days in a year, Indigenous peoples were lagged
behind by 32.9%. Mainstream households, on an average, earned 18.97% more income than the
Indigenous households. More than 14 percentage point households of the Indigenous community
remained in the lowest income slab, than those of Mainstream community.

There are more poor people in Indigenous community than in Mainstream community, in terms
of both DCI and CBN poverty. Though number of absolute poor, in case of DCI poverty, is
nearly close in both the communities; hardcore poor are considerably higher in Indigenous
community. Landlessness remains the principal cause of poverty of Indigenous peoples.
Landlessness among Indigenous households is much higher at 78.7% as compared to that among
National Rural landlessness of 54.8%. Three-fourth Indigenous communities (5 out of 21) host
more landless households compared to the Mainstream households (68%). Moreover, Indigenous
peoples have lost their traditional ownership over natural resources for development-disaster of
the Mainstream community and profit-lust of rent-seeking grabbers, ended up with restrained
access of Indigenous peoples to the common resources.

In almost all of the deprivation indicators (27 out of 29), Indigenous households are deprived in
higher number than the Mainstream ones. Constructed Deprivation Index explicitly shows grave
situation of Indigenous community compared to the Mainstream community (IP: 42.5 against
Mainstream: 26.1). Santal and Chandal (index of both of them were 66.7) were found to be most
deprived among the Indigenous communities.

Both the identity and class status (lowest socio-economic class) play crucial role in case of
discrimination, disparity and poverty faced by the Indigenous households. Considering these
roots of poverty and deprivation, the study puts forward wide-ranging suggestions for the human
and humane development of Indigenous peoples.



