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Preface

Democracy is all about numbers, so if you have lost num-
bers, you have lost the game. Anyone with basic under-
standing of the democratic process and demography will
understand the very important role demography plays in
the election of democratic governments. Demography is
important on its own but it is due to "one person, one
vote" which makes demography even more important in
a modern democratic society. And it should specially be
remembered by those who have already seen a partition
into two countries on religious lines.

Hindu population as a percentage of total Indian pop-
ulation and Hindu fertility vis-a-vis Muslims has been
falling gradually ever since independence but specially
after the announcement of family planning programs by
the central and various state governments in the 1990s.
This information is not new. But the extent to which
it has fallen is an entirely different debate. The Census
of 2011 showed that population of Dharmic religions has
fallen from 87.2% in 1951 to 83.5% in 2011 (with Hindu
population at 79.8% i.e. below 80%) while the Muslim
population has risen from 10.4% in 1951 to 14.2% in 2011.
On paper 14.2% looks like a small number but digging
deeper into population data will reveal why this should
send alarm bells ringing for the future of India.

The Congress led UPA government (perhaps deliber-
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ately) did not release the religious data of 2011 census.
Many people believed that the central government did
not release the census data so as to not alarm the Hin-
dus as their percentage had fallen for the first time below
80% in India which could have helped BJP in consolidat-
ing the Hindu vote. But even when BJP came to power
in 2014 with an overwhelming majority, thanks to the
Hindu vote consolidation, they did not release the census
data on religious demographics until much later.

And as expected, the census data confirmed the fears
of many pragmatists as the Hindu population fell below
80% in the Census 2011. In fact, as we will show during
the course of this book, the situation on the ground is
much worse than what most people in India are spoon-
fed to believe. While it is true that the total population
of Hindus in India has fallen to 79.8% in 2011, but this
only tells part of the story.

The real story is about the population of children in
India where Hindus are much worse off, something that
is cleverly masked by the aggregate population number.
The aggregate statistics does not tell that Muslims were
already 23% in the 0-4 age group in the urban areas in
2011, neither does it tell that they were just 14% in 50-54
age group, thus implying a huge change in demography.
So Muslims population had an effective gain of 9% in
a span of two generations separated by 50 years in the
urban areas. In any country where partition happened
on religious lines such information would be a point of
everyday discussion, but it is almost censored in India.

Why is Demography important?

The very fact that this question of demography is being
asked in this day and age in India points to the absolute
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low to which Indian strategic thought and real-political
awareness has fallen to. India is not a mono-religious,
mono-cultural nation state to find this question stupid.
India has already witnessed one partition along the re-
ligious lines in 1947, thanks to the religious sentiments
of the then Muslims and their religious demography pro-
vided an overwhelming support for the demand of par-
tition. At the time of partition, the population of un-
divided India was 74% Hindu and 26% Muslim in the
1941 census. It is important to highlight here that the
Muslim League, the spearheading Muslim party behind
partition, won majority of the seats reserved for Muslims
in the elections of 1946, i.e. right before the partition.

Now, seven decades after partition, the demography
of divided India is fast approaching the pre-partition de-
mographic levels. So the possibility of a second partition,
or a violent movement and long civil war prior to another
partition is very much on the cards if the present trends
continue where the so called secular parties keep playing
the British role of divide and rule and appeasement (un-
der the name of secularism) and BJP, the Hindu party of
today, keep playing the role of the then Congress under
Gandhi (in the name of true equality and true secular-
ism).

One might ask the question why is this past and his-
tory so important? Haven’t we already left behind the
partition memories when India chose to become a multi-
cultural secular nation, thus settling this debate in 1947
itself? The answer to this question is the fact that this
kind of demographic change (as seen in India) and the
resultant history is neither new nor one-off historical in-
cident. It has occurred all over the world and many ex-
amples abound. A few examples are sufficient to clear
the cob-webs in the minds of naive Hindus who have not
put much thought into the demographic question- Que-
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bec in Canada, Christian country of Lebanon vs Islamist
Lebanon of today and finally not to forget the Bengal
and Punjab of non-partitioned India.

Let’s start with Quebec, which has nothing to do with
Islam but everything to do with demographics. It is a
province in Canada, which was originally a French colo-
nial area, colonized by the French which they lost to the
British in the Seven Years War. Even though it came
under the British after the Seven years war, Quebec still
had a large minority of French citizens who held on to
their language and religion (largely Roman Catholic) as
against the majority British (Anglican Church or Protes-
tants).

Up until the 1960s the Quebecois Catholics had a
large fertility gap with the rest of Canada.! This in turn
slowly increased the influence of Francophone Catholics
in the British polity and more and more support for Que-
becois nationalism grew with the increase in their popula-
tion. This issue was settled only when the Canadian gov-
ernment recognized Quebec as a separate nation within
a united Canada (by granting various concessions). Of
course, it is a simplistic analysis of Quebecois nationalism
but one cannot disregard the demographic angle behind
it.

So the French Catholics managed to carve out a state
within a state essentially within Canada from a minor-
ity which was only 1/10th the size of the rest of Canada
(Anglo-Saxon Protestant) when they were first incorpo-
rated in Canada as per the Seven Years War. Of course,
this kind of semi-peaceful resolution in India is highly
unlikely, as unlike Indian Muslims, French Catholics in
Canada are largely civilized now and did not engage in
violent conversion of the Anglo Saxon protestants within

LCatherine Krull, Fertility Change in Quebec:1931-1961
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their domain, like how the Muslims converted the re-
maining Hindus in the post independence Pakistan and
Bangladesh.

Lebanon, another example, is a country in the middle-
east which was formerly under the Ottoman empire. It
was once touted as the most peaceful middle eastern
country and highlighted in the liberal media as the multi-
cultural paradise. Lebanon was often paraded as a proof
of the secular Islamic society, up until the internet came
and blew that propaganda to pieces and showed Lebanon
for the Islamist state that it is today. Lebanon conducted
its last census under the French rule in 1932 and has since
then shied away from the idea. The current power shar-
ing mechanism between the three religious groups will be
unable to survive the information in new census and can
throw the nation once again into civil war.

What many do not know is that, even in the 18th
century, Lebanon had a Christian majority. The Chris-
tians had a lower TFR on average vis-a-vis the Muslims
and over time, the Muslim minority started changing
the demography of the country, to the point that today,
Lebanon is a Muslim majority country and Christians
are now under the mercy of the Muslim ballots. Since
the Shias and the Sunnis each form roughly half of the
total Muslim population in Lebanon and generally hate
each other more than they hate the Christians, the latter
can still bide their time in Lebanon until their demog-
raphy is completely eroded. But for how long, no one
knows.

Another example is the United Punjab province in
India which had Hindu/Sikh (Dharmic) majority up un-
til the 1920s while united Bengal had Hindu majority
up until the 1850s. This is something many Hindus do
not know. The fact that demography in these provinces
changed to Muslim majority by the time Jinnah arrived
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was one of the most important reasons for the call for a
separate country for Muslims in pre-independence India.

For examples from present, one can look within the
Hindu majority India today. The places where Hindus
are a minority deserve a special mention as they have be-
come hostile to the native Dharmic population, whether
it is Kashmir, Nagaland or Mizoram. Kashmir in particu-
lar saw Kashmiri Pandits being driven out of their homes
by their own neighbours, the very same Muslim neigh-
bours they had played with while growing up. While
Jammu and Ladakh are Hindu and Buddhist majority
respectively and are an integral part of India today and
hardly pose a threat to India, Kashmir being Muslim
majority is a place where no Hindu, not even the native
Kashmiri Pandits could think of going back.

On the other side of the border, Pakistan although
founded on the principle of religion also practised secu-
larism (at least legally for some time post independence),
which many in the left liberal circles conveniently for-
get. When Jinnah created Pakistan, he promised safety
for the Hindus who stayed back, partially backed by the
presence of British legal code which was adopted by the
new nation. Of course, today it is a completely different
story as the Hindus of Pakistan have been wiped out of
existence in the former east Pakistan/Bangladesh, where
Hindu population has fallen from 20% even in 1971 to
8% today. 2

Also we should not forget to reiterate here that Mus-
lims in the current Indian Union overwhelmingly voted
for Pakistan during the 1946 general elections. So, any
claim about their adherence to ’secularism’ is a lie which

2States like Nagaland and Mizoram which have a Christian ma-
jority today are no different as they openly pursue Christian agenda
with no pretense of secularism whatsoever, now that the demogra-
phy has been completely won by the Christians.
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will be shattered the moment any party on the lines of
Muslim League appears on the horizon (of course riding
on the back of Muslim demography).

History of course has a very unfortunate problem of
repeating itself, specially given how little Islam has changed
from its foundations in the 7th century, which is why
learning from history is very important for the survival
of any country or civilization under its attack. Can the
liberals or the left even pretend that secularism is possi-
ble or that Hindus will have any rights under a Muslim
majority India? Is there any strong reason to believe that
the Hindus in India will not suffer the same fate as the
former Hindus in Pakistan or Bangladesh?

These very few examples are sufficient to drill home
the message of importance of demography, but the leftist
intelligentsia is quick to dismiss any concern whatsoever
about the changing demographics of India. These excuses
are designed depending on the information set possessed
by the debater.

The first excuse is the complete denial of the extent of
demographic change. In this case, the liberal intellectu-
als try to show how it will take more than two centuries
for the Muslims to take over the country demograph-
ically. Any person who claims otherwise is claimed a
Sanghi and hence his opinions mocked, reputation soiled
and arguments thrown into the dustbin. If the first ex-
cuse fails they resort to outright naive solutions and ar-
gue that high Muslim population will cause no problem.
The number of riots, both before and after the parti-
tion, are completely ignored without even an acknowl-
edgement of the importance of demography. In the third
and extreme case, where they might accept the problem,
they pretend to solve it by educating the Muslims to
end their extra-territorial loyalty to Ummah. But states
like Kerala with high Muslim TFR prove this strategy to
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be outright flawed as the highly educated Muslims there
have systematically out-bred all other communities, thus
puncturing the education is the best anti-dote and Mus-
lim population surge is a temporary phenomenon narra-
tive. If the rest of the country follows this Kerala model,
it will become Muslims majority sooner rather than later.

Structure of book

Given the immense propaganda and misinformation sur-
rounding the demography, this book aims at dispelling all
the myths created by the liberal intelligentsia on Muslim
population growth in India. The results presented here
are based on the Population Census of 2011, done by the
Government of India and based on real world statistics.

This book will serves as an informative eye opener and
documents the extent of demographic changes in contem-
porary India against the myths peddled by the liberal in-
tellectuals, who do not want the average Hindu to wake
up from his deep slumber.

The book is divided into several parts as described
below.

e Introduction: It gives a broad overview of the changes
in demography in the world and the Indian subcon-
tinent during the past 100 years. It also partially
dispels the myth of no Muslim population explo-
sion.

e The Explosion: This chapter shows the extent of
demographic change in current India using data
from Census 2011 and provides innovative way to
gauge information about the future by looking at
different generations. The results here show the ex-
tent of explosion of Muslim population in various
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regions of the country. We have extensively uti-
lized maps to present the demographic picture of
different states and regions of India.

e Future Projections: This chapter presents the lat-
est trends in fertility for Hindus and Muslims. Based
on fertility trends and current population levels we
make future population projections under various
scenarios. Most importantly, we also destroy the
myth that one should not worry about Muslim pop-
ulation growth since the Muslim fertility has been
declining in the last few decades.

e TFR Politics: In this chapter, we analyze the rea-
sons behind decrease in Hindu share in total popu-
lation. The reasons vary from government policy on
sterilization and population control to evils within
the Hindu society like female foeticide, not to men-
tion the general Hindu apathy towards maintaining
demographic superiority.

e Conclusion: This section provides future course of
action and concludes the discussion.

Although it will be interesting to present data on
other religions as well but this book will stick to pre-
senting the information primarily on Hindus and Mus-
lims. While there is a booming Christian population,
thanks to the conversion mafia, it is not as big a secu-
rity challenge as the increase in Muslim population in the
near future. Also it is difficult to gauge the true extent
of Christianity as a lot of Christian converts belong to
the lower castes and tribes and will lose various social
benefits post conversion if their new identity is revealed.
Since it makes sense for the neo-converts to mask their
identity and not get identified in the census data, it is
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more difficult to get the complete picture of the growth
of Christian community in India.

Thus, this book focuses only on disseminating the
information on Muslim population in India. Including
details on other religions like Christianity would dilute
the main message in this book, which is about the surge
in Muslim population. So, although Christian numbers
are presented in some sections of this book but not much
time is spent on explaining them.

There are two main data sources used for the anal-
ysis in this book. The first primary source of data has
been taken from the population census done by the Gov-
ernment of India in 2011. For most of the analysis we
have used the total population numbers of each religion
reported at the district level. These district level religion
statistics can then be further disaggregated by age, sex
and rural-urban status.

For the aggregate statistics on the past population, we
have used information from various other sources and pri-
marily from Centre for Policy Studies (henceforth CPS).
We have tried to provide historical data, wherever it adds
to the overall understanding of the situation. The source
for external material is quoted in the footnotes. But most
of the population analysis in this book is driven by the
information present in the latest Census 2011. Although
the overall population numbers from previous census are
interesting but they still do not reveal the true picture
about the future of Muslim population.

This forms the core of the book as it reflects the in-
novative methods used for future prediction, something
not often used by the demographic experts (due to being
unaware or explicit bias against Hindus) reporting on In-
dia. The bulk of chapter 2 and some parts of chapter 3
are based on 2011 Census data.

Apart from the population data, we have also used in-
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formation from National Family Health Survey 3 (NFHS-
3) to calculate fertility levels and other important char-
acteristics among the different population groups. Some
information is used from the past NFHS waves or from
the latest round of NFHS-4, but most of the results are
prepared using raw data from NFHS-3 wave done in 2005-
06. The latest round of raw data was not publicly avail-
able when we compiled the results of this book and hence
we stick to the past survey (although the results will not
change much even with new survey). This data is used
to get results presented in chapter 3 and 4. Unlike the
2011 Census, NFHS does not cover whole population but
is a representative survey for India.

If a table or figure does not mention data, it is from
Census 2011 or NFHS-3 depending on whether it is popu-
lation data or survey. We mention Census 2011 or NFHS-
3 wherever possible, though it might be removed in some
cases to avoid redundancy. In all other cases when ex-
ternal information is used, its source is mentioned in the
footnote or at the end in references.

Note: We have taken utmost care to map the dis-
tricts correctly between 2011 census and the mapping
software. But it is possible that some districts are not
matched correctly due to difference in the total number
of districts due to addition of new districts in the Census
2011. We try to mention the cases where the maps do
not reflect the population figures for these new districts.
In case you come across any such errors please email us.

Target Audience

The book is fairly heavy on maps and tables. It is pri-
marily written for mass consumption and not just for
academic discussion. Hence, we have tried to walk on
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a tight rope as it is fairly difficult to balance these two
objectives.

In order to accomplish the first objective we have used
visual aid wherever possible. This also means a lot of
information is packed in the maps, which does not nec-
essarily gets repeated in the text unless very important.
The accompanying website for the book provides visual
aids like videos and more maps to understand the demo-
graphic changes. The readers are advised to peruse the
website for more information as well as to introduce the
work to others.

At the same time, in the genuine interest of scholar-
ship we have also provided legitimate references wherever
possible. But to ensure readability, in case if explanations
do not add to the understanding of the topic at hand,
weskipped and technical details as well as the references.
In case of any doubts or clarifications, please feel free to
contact the authors.
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Introduction

“Pakistan and Bangladesh are their fized de-
posits. Those are Islamic states, no one can lay
claim on them. India is a joint account, plunder
it as much as you please.r ”

— Siva Prasad Roy

The liberal discourse in India hates to talk about
the increasing Muslim numbers in India and if any evil
RSS/BJP leader mentions it by mistake, it takes the
whole liberal world by storm. What follows next are
apologies and some number crunching exercises to prove
the insignificant size of Muslim population in India and
how Indian demographics cannot be altered in the near
future. The entire number crunching exercise is to high-
light that India is safe from the Muslim fertility bomb
and that even if the current fertility trends continue it
would take forever i.e. at least 2250 AD (not too far if
you think from a civilizational context!) for Muslims to
make Hindus minority(<50%) in India. The next step
after this number crunching exercise is to then give out
the disclaimer that given rising prosperity in India the

L Sita Ram Goel, Muslim Separatism
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fertility will decline for both Muslims as well as Hindus.
What such disclaimers forget to mention is that- Muslim
women will continue to pop out one more kid than their
Hindu sisters, whether the latter’s TFR (total fertility
rate) is 2 or 4.

This whole number crunching exercise actually goes
completely against the liberal agenda if you look at it
closely. Instead of proving that Muslims are insignificant
in India, the standard liberal argument should follow the
current European template- "Diversity is good for the na-
tion and since India is a plural country, Hindus should
stop claiming it exclusively for themselves. Indians love
Biryani as much as they love Halwa, so there should be
no problem even if Muslims becomes majority i.e. more
than 50%." But like every other nascent western fad and
ideology this argument might take a few decades to get
mainstreamed in India, at least among the folks brain-
washed by secular education.

However, under current situation and having suffered
one partition based on religious fault lines, this argu-
ment would be unpalatable even for the dumbest and
most secular Hindu. Even the most secular Hindu knows
what happens to minorities in a Muslim majority coun-
try (only that they do not how far they are down this
road). A quick look at their neighbours like Pakistan
and Bangladesh is sufficient to give them a glimpse about
their future under a Muslim majority. Since it is dif-
ficult to sell usefulness of excess Biryani, this explains
why the liberal commentators prefer to fool gullible Hin-
dus by number crunching instead. Hence, statistics is
used to prove how the fascist Hindu Organizations are
wrong about the Muslim fertility bomb and that there is
no way in which the Muslims can take over India in the
next 200 years. 200 years is not too long in the civiliza-
tional context but sufficient enough to put the gullible
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Hindu to sleep and go with earning his daily bread.

But those who are not gullible very well understand
how bogus these number crunching exercises are. Firstly,
Muslims do not have to attain 50% population to enforce
their agenda. Given their deep belief in Islam and com-
mitment to resort to violence to enforce it, their nuisance
value increases exponentially with their actual numbers.
After all, the Muslims were below 30% at the time of
partition in 1947. Secondly, the population explosion is
much higher and hidden well under the statistics pre-
sented to the local populace. If it were so insignificant,
why did the Government of India take so long to come out
with the religious demographics in 2011 census. Even the
Hindu fascist government under NDA took a long time
before releasing these statistics.

1.1 Religion in the Indian Sub-
continent

The share of Dharmics (Hindus and other local non-
Abrahamic faiths) have been falling in the Indian sub-
continent ever since the British first started enumerating
the population census in 1881. The share of Dharmics in
India in each census since 1881 are presented in the table
1.1%

The population of Dharmics has fallen from about
79% in 1881 to 67% in 2011. During the course of these
130 years, the Dharmic population grew almost five times
from 20 crores in 1981 census to 100 crores in 2011. In

2Unlike India which conducts census every ten years, the census
from Pakistan and Bangladesh are not regular and hence adjusted
figures are reported here as calculated by Centre for Policy Studies.
For details see CPS.
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Year Population (millions) Percentage

Total Dharmic Muslim Christian Dharmic Muslim Christian

1881 250 198 49 1.7 79.32 19.97 0.71
1891 279 220 57 2.1 78.81 20.41 0.77
1901 283 218 62 2.7 77.14 21.88 0.98
1911 303 231 67 3.7 76.40 22.39 1.21
1921 305 230 71 4.5 75.30 23.23 1.47
1931 337 252 79 5.9 74.75 23.49 1.77
1941 388 287 94 7.4 73.81 24.28 1.91
1951 443 325 108 9.0 73.47 24.49 2.04
1961 540 392 136 11.5 72.70 25.17 2.13
1971 678 483 179 15.3 71.27 26.48 2.26
1981 853 599 236 18.2 70.19 27.67 2.14
1991 1,068 734 312 21.7 68.74 29.22 2.03
2001 1,293 881 385 26.7 68.13 29.80 2.07
2011 1,528 1,027 470 31.0 67.22 30.75 2.03

Table 1.1: Population in the Indian Subcontinent (India,
Pakistan and Bangladesh)

contrast, the Muslim population jumped from 5 crores to
47 crores, i.e. more than nine times.

While in terms of percentage points the fall in Hindu
share has only been 12 points, but in terms of growth
rate of total population, the Muslims (nine times) have
shown almost double the growth as compared to Hindus
(five times). Since population growth is exponential these
numbers are really spectacular since Muslims started out
with one-fourth the population of Hindus in 1881, but
still managed to decrease the share of Hindu population,
pointing towards the big fertility gap that has existed
between these two religious groups.

The Hindus lost roughly six percentage points from
1881-1951 i.e. the first 70 years and another six between
1951-2011 i.e. the last 60 years. The drop has been
much faster in the last six decades mainly on account of
lower growth rate of Hindu population as compared to
the Muslims.
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To understand the evolution of demographics in the
subcontinent since independence, we need to look at ta-
ble 1.2 which gives breakup of population by religion
in the subcontinent for the three countries of Pakistan,
Bangladesh and India. It also gives the important pic-
ture on how minorities have been treated by Hindus and
Muslims since 1947 under India and Pakistan-Bangladesh
respectively.

On the one hand are the two Islamic nations, which
were majority Muslim in 1951 and have since then wiped
out the remaining traces of minority Hindus in their fief-
doms. The Hindu population in Pakistan has been below
2% since 1951, while it has fallen from 23% to 9% in the
last 70 years in Bangladesh. On the other hand, Muslims
have grown stronger in India from 10.5% in 1951 to 14.2%
in 2011. It should come as a surprise for the liberals that
Hindus in Pakistan-Bangladesh have reduced and almost
disappeared under the peaceful Muslims, while under the
fascist Hindus in India the Muslims added 3.5 percentage
points!

If we look at the absolute numbers, the picture be-
comes much more clear. While the Hindus in India grew
by roughly 3.3 times during this time to increase their
number from 31 crore to 100 crore, the Muslims have
grown more than 4 times in all these countries. The
most spectacular growth story is of the Muslims of In-
dia who grew by 4.6 times during this time, even higher
than Pakistan and Bangladesh, the two countries that
were formed for them in 1947. So, not only Muslims got
a separate country in 1947, they also multiply faster in
secular India.

Compare the situation of Muslims in India to the Hin-
dus in Bangladesh, who grew by less than 1.5 times dur-
ing this time. This silent disappearance of Hindus in
Bangladesh is the least highlighted and ugliest chapter
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Year Population (,000) Percentage (%)

Total Dharmic Muslim Christian Dharmic Muslim Christian
1951 33,703 538 32,732 433 1.60 97.12 1.28
1961 42,880 630 41,666 584 1.47 97.17 1.36
1972 62,462 1,119 60,435 908 1.79 96.75 1.45
1981 84,254 1,380 81,554 1,310 1.65 96.80 1.56
1998 132,352 2,540 127,720 2,093 1.92 96.50 1.58
1951 41,933 9,599 32,227 107 22.89 76.85 0.26
1961 50,840 9,801 40,890 149 19.28 80.43 0.29
1974 71,478 10,223 61,039 216 14.30 85.40 0.30
1981 87,120 11,358 75,487 275 13.04 86.65 0.32
1991 106,315 12,088 93,881 346 11.37 88.30 0.33
2001 123,851 12,415 111,079 357 10.02 89.69 0.29
2011 144,044 13,392 130,205 447 9.30 90.39 0.31
1951 361,088 314,934 37,728 8,425 87.22 10.45 2.33
1961 439,235 381,565 46,940 10,729 86.87 10.69 2.44
1971 548,160 472,516 61,418 14,225 86.2 11.2 2.60
1981 683,329 586,336 80,293 16,700 85.81 11.75 2.44
1991 846,421 720,031 106,737 19,654 85.07 12.61 2.32
2001 1,028,737 866,349 138,188 24,200 84.21 13.43 2.35
2011 1,210,855 1,010,790 172,245 27,820 83.48 14.23 2.30

Table 1.2: Religious demographics in Pakistan,
Bangladesh and India

of demographics in the history of Indian subcontinent.
To any independent observer, it should hit as a shock
why such a big demographic loss of Hindus in Bangladesh
did not (or does not) make any headlines in the interna-
tional or domestic media while random incidents against
minorities in India get front page coverage everywhere.
The growth in Muslim population in India alone should
be sufficient to put to rest any questions about the space
offered to Muslims in India. While hue and cry is raised
over stray incidents against Muslims in India, the geno-
cide of Hindus in Bangladesh (before, during and after
the 1971 war) completely passes under the radar.

And although Bangladesh is touted as a democracy
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and less anti-Hindu than Pakistan, this disappearance
of Hindus from Bangladesh should shock you even more
about the realities of living under a Muslim majority.
The disappearance of Hindus in Bangladesh is yet an-
other tale of disappearance of other religions from a coun-
try once it attains Muslim majority, something that has
been observed repeatedly from Egypt to Lebanon.

1.2 Partition-1947

A nation which does not learn from history keeps repeat-
ing the same mistakes. The history about the horrors of
partition has been whitewashed and the new generation
is kept in dark about it. While every country tries to
remind its future population about the past horrors by
keeping it alive through culture- art, media and muse-
ums, the Indian state has used a reverse policy to down-
play the atrocities of the partition.

There can be a thousand explanations which can be
given for the partition of India ranging from British con-
spiracy or communalism practiced by the then Muslim
League, the dominant Muslim party in pre-partition era.
But at the back of all explanations and logical gymnas-
tics lie the cold fact that British India had a large Muslim
population and the sentiment of a pure Islamic land got
overwhelming support among the Muslims of that time.

The below table 1.3 ? shows the Muslim population
figures from 1941 census, the last census before the par-
tition, according to which the Muslim population was
26.9% of the then total Indian population. Out of the
then provinces Baluchistan, NWFP, Sind, Bengal and
Punjab, had Muslim majority. Out of these five, the first

3Table reproduced from Ambedkar, "Pakistan or Partition of
India", 1945


http://www.columbia.edu/itc/mealac/pritchett/00ambedkar/ambedkar_partition/
http://www.columbia.edu/itc/mealac/pritchett/00ambedkar/ambedkar_partition/
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State Population (,000)  Muslim
Total Muslim Percentage
1. Ajmere-Merwara 583 89 15.4
2. Andaman Nicobar 33 8 23.7
3. Assam 10,204 3,442 33.7
4. British Baluchistan 501 438 87.5
5. Bengal 60,306 33,005 54.7
6. Bihar * 36,340 4,716 12.9
7. Bombay 20,849 1,920 9.2
8. Central Provinces & Berar + 16,813 783 4.7
9. Coorg 168 14 8.8
10. Delhi 917 304 33.2
11. Madras 49,341 3,896 7.9
12. NW.F.P. 3,038 2,788 91.8
13. Orissa 8,728 146 1.7
14. Punjab 28,418 16,217 57.0
15. Panth Piploda 5 0.2 4.8
16. Sind 4,229 3,054 72.2
17. United Provinces @ 55,020 8,416 15.3
* Bihar 28,823 4,168 14.4
Chota Nagpur 7,516 547 7.3
+ C.P. 13,208 448 34
@ Agra 40,003 6,231 15.2
Oudh 14,114 2,185 15.5

Table 1.3: Population figures from Census 1941

three provinces completely went to Pakistan, while the
latter two were divided between India and Pakistan.
Entire books have been written on the subject of par-
tition of India but we think that the above table gives
a good snapshot into the politics of that time. Any po-
litical idea or platform requires the backup of a suitable
demography, which in the case of partition was provided
by Muslim population to the Muslim League. While
the British could have fanned the communal hatred but
without the support of a large section of population, the
project for creation of new homeland based on religion
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would have been a non-starter.

While the Muslim population percentage in undivided
Punjab and Bengal was 57.0% and 54.7% respectively,
the parts that went to West Pakistan and East Pakistan
(Bangladesh) had 78.8% and 70.2% share of Muslims in
1941. The statistics for the regions which became west
and east Pakistan are given in table 1.4. Both the regions
saw an increase in the total Muslim population numbers
between 1901-1941. While Pakistan saw decrease in Mus-
lim Population from 83.88% to 79.82% between 1901 and
1941, Bangladesh saw an increase from 66% to 70%.

The surprising result (decrease in Muslim Population)
in case of Pakistan is accounted for by the increase in
number of Sikhs, who grew by 5.63 times during this
time (not shown in the table). Some authors have argued
that the Sikh population during this time grew riding on
the improved irrigation facilities, which allowed for better
harvest thus in turn allowing for supporting bigger fami-
lies. Though the Hindu population decreased during this
time, but the increase in Sikh population decreased the
overall Muslim share in the pre-partition west Pakistan.

The conclusion from the above two tables is that the
secessionist demand for a new nation based on religion
started rising even when Muslims were less than 25% of
the then total population. Of course, the important point
to note here is that when population of Muslims reached
25%, there was enough geographic variation to guarantee
that some regions had Muslim population above 50% and
these were the regions which spearheaded the demand for
a new Islamic nation devoid of any kaffirs.

So the important question which these statistics raise
is for those who chant that "demography does not mat-
ter”. A country which has already seen a partition on re-
ligious lines cannot afford to overlook such an important
historical incident. Equally worrying is the intellectual
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Year Population (,000) Percentage (%)

Total Dharmic Muslim Dharmic Muslim

1901 16,577 2,641 13,904 15.93 83.88
1911 19,381 2,898 16,364 14.95 84.43
1921 21,108 3,274 17,620 15.51 83.48
1931 23,541 4,427 18,757 18.81 79.68
1941 28,282 2,068 22,293 19.69 78.82

1901 28,927 9,814 19,113 33.93 66.07
1911 31,555 10,353 21,202 32.81 67.19
1921 33,254 10,608 22,646 31.90 68.10
1931 35,604 10,812 24,731 30.37 69.46
1941 41,999 12,437 29,509 29.61 70.26

Table 1.4: Religious demographics in pre-partition Pak-
istan and Bangladesh

environment which suppresses any talk on demography
where any concerns regarding big jump in Muslim popu-
lation percentage are completely brushed aside as figment
of imagination.

While Muslims might not reach 50% of the Indian
population in the next few decades but there would be
enough regions with greater than 50% Muslim popula-
tion. Given the history of partition these regions which
will have similar demographics to Bengal and Punjab
of pre-partition India are the regions one should worry
about.

Also, India as a nation state has not proved any bet-
ter than the British in handling communal flareups as it
is amply demonstrated by the large number of riots in
post-partition India as well as how the Kashmiri Pandits
were expelled by the Muslim majority region of Kash-
mir in the 90s. And government after government, both
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in the centre and J&K, have failed to rehabilitate the
Kashmiri Pandits and give them natural justice. If the
pusillanimous response of the Indian republic in the past
is a benchmark, then Hindus will have a very hard time in
the regions where they become a minority as the Indian
state would not come to their rescue.

1.3 India since independence

Before we deep dive into the census 2011 figures, it is
important to take a stock of the population numbers as
reported in the past censuses conducted by Government
of India. These are the figures quoted everywhere and
are normally used to dissuade the general public from
paying attention to the Muslim fertility bomb.

Year Dharmics Muslims
Total(%) Change Total(%) Change
1951 87.22 — 10.45 —

1961 86.87 -0.35 10.69 0.24
1971 86.20 -0.67 11.20 0.51

1981 85.81 -0.39 11.75 0.55
1981 85.07 -0.74 12.61 0.86
2001 84.21 -0.86 13.43 0.82
2011 83.48 -0.73 14.23 0.80

Table 1.5: Religious population in different census

The Muslim and Dharmic population change over the
decades is shown in table 1.5 *.  While the percent-
age point change for Muslims was around 0.5 in the ini-
tial decades, it has increased to around 0.8 in the last

4 Source: Centre for Policy Studies (CPS)


http://blog.cpsindia.org/2015/10/religion-data-of-census-2011.html
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three decades and totalling up to roughly four percent-
age points gain in the seven decades post independence.
This increase in Muslims has been at the cost of de-
crease in population of Dharmics which has come down
from 87.2% to 83.5% during the same time. Although
to a normal observer this might look like only a 3.7 per-
centage point loss, but given the exponential nature of
population growth and high base population of Hindus
to begin with, this is a big erosion. It is something that
we will clearly explain in the latter chapters of the book.
But does this 3.7 percentage point decrease reflect the
full picture of Muslim population explosion? No. And to
answer why that is the case, we will look at the census
figures from 2011 and explain in the next section.

1.4 Numbers can hide reality

While the total population is a good metric but it hides
more than it reveals. The future of any region is deter-
mined by the next generation and not the current overall
population numbers. Since population projection might
require one to make too many assumptions, a better way
to gauge the future is to look at the percentage share of
each religion in the number of young adherents.

The importance of demography in a democracy can-
not be overstated. Mulayam and Mayawati with less than
20% core voters are able to come to power in UP and
dominate the agenda in a first past the post democratic
system. Keeping this cutoff in mind, we will look at 0-4
year population cohort of Muslims in 2011 census and
identify districts where this share has changed rapidly.
These same kids will reach voting age in less than two
decades and alter how we view politics.

The 2011 census reports the population in each age
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group, so we can gauge the extent of future Muslim pop-
ulation by looking at these different age cohorts. The
share of Hindus and Muslims in different age cohorts is
given in table 1.6. This table 1.6 also presents the crux
of the book as it shows the extent to which Muslim share
has already risen in the lower age cohorts. The overall
population numbers hide this huge increase in Muslim
population share in the lower age cohorts.

Age Group Muslims Hindus
Urban Rural Total Total

5-9 22.65 14.90 16.92 T77.87
10-14 21.75 14.09 16.16 78.45
15-19 21.31 1347 15.85 78.38
20-24 19.47 12.62 14.93 79.07
25-29 17.38 11.78 13.73  80.26
30-34 16.40 11.24 13.03 80.97
35-39 16.07 11.06 12.77 81.21
40-44 15.27 10.70 1227 81.33
45-49 14.42  10.25 11.70 81.64

95-59 1348 976 11.02 821
60-64 1443 970 11.13 82.13
65-69 14.13  9.18 10.59  82.56
70-74 13.68 9.00 10.32 82.89
75-79 11.87 847 952 8275
80+ 1352 941 1065 81.6

Table 1.6: Population by age group (Census 2011)

Before we look at table 1.6 for analysis, some clarifi-
cations are in order. During the course of this book, we
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will use the same two age cohorts repeatedly, 50-54 years
and 0-4 years. Firstly, looking at younger cohorts allows
us to directly gauge the population changes that will take
place in the future. It does not require too many assump-
tions like one needs in population forecasting models. So,
50-54 age cohort act as a base to compare the young 0-4
age group. Secondly, the newly born today will form the
youth of tomorrow and will influence the policies as well
as show muscle on the street. The 50+ year old genera-
tion will not do political rallies or put shops on fire. It
is the youth who will control future and the share of 0-4
year age cohort captures the youth who will be active 25
years down the line. Thirdly, using 50-54 year cohort as
a reference against 0-4 year cohort also allows us to be
free of any biases which might arise due to big difference
in two religious groups in terms of life cycle decisions or
average age. The older generation can live longer de-
pending on care or medicine usage etc®. There are slight
differences in pre-natal care and early childhood survival
rate of Hindus and Muslims, but we cannot gauge if such
differences were present when the 50-54 year group was
growing up. So, we choose 50-54 age cohort as it allows
us to compare population across 50 years (today’s 50-54
year old were 0-4 year old 50 years ago), without suffering
any biases which might come due to longevity difference
between the two groups.®

Now, lets go back to analyzing the table 1.6. As one

A larger share of Muslims live in urban areas and thus can live
longer due to better medical facilities

6 Actually Muslims have lower infant mortality as compared to
Hindus. According to NFHS-3, 6.53% Hindu children die between
0-4, as compared to 5.82% Muslim children. Reference: Guillot
and Allendorf (2009). So, actually share of Muslims will only grow
when they grow older as a larger percentage of Hindu kids will die
during childhood compared to their Muslim counterparts.


http://iussp2009.princeton.edu/papers/92861
http://iussp2009.princeton.edu/papers/92861
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can see, the percentage of Hindus has fallen from roughly
82% in the 50-54 age cohort to around 77.5% in the 0-4
age cohort. This is an erosion of 5.5 percentage points in
50 years i.e. in roughly two generations if you consider
one generation to be 25 years. The share of Muslims
jumped from 11% to 17% i.e. a 6 percentage point in-
crease. This is more than 50% increase in Muslim share
in just two generations.

Compare this now to the earlier table about overall
Muslim population numbers. If you look at table 1.5,
the increase in Muslim share from 1971-2011 (two
Censuses separated by 50 years) is from 11.2% to
14.2% i.e. only 3 percentage points, while if you
look at cohort numbers in table 1.6, the increase
is 6 percentage point across two generations sep-
arated by 50 years. Thus one should not be surprised
why Islam apologists prefer to quote overall population
numbers and thus a small increase of 3 percentage points
instead of looking at the cohort size from Census 2011
and quote a tremendous 6 percentage point increase in
the Muslim share.

The numbers appear even more striking if instead of
looking at cohort of 50-54 years, we look at 25-29 year
cohort as a reference base. The jump is from 13.7% to
17.2% i.e. 3.5 percentage points in just 25 years. So, the
Muslim share has increased more rapidly in the last 25
years (3.5%) than the one before that (2.5%).

It is also interesting to see this change in demogra-
phy by rural and urban areas. The Muslim population
growth looks even more phenomenal in the urban areas,
which have higher concentration of Muslims in general.
The urban Muslim population share went from 13.8% to
22.9% i.e. 9 percentage point gains between the two co-
horts separated by 50 years (out of which 5.5 percentage
points were added in last 25 years). This means that the
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Figure 1.1: Muslim Population share across age groups
(Census 2011)
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Muslims almost form one quarter of the 0-4 year olds in
the urban areas.

To give a complete idea of this trend we have plotted
Muslim population share in India by different age cohorts
in figure 1.1. The figure shows the big jump around 20-24
age group, when the urban Muslim share jumped sharply.
Although the rural population share also shows a similar
jump but it is not as significant as the urban one.

Since this jump happened for the age cohort of 20-24,
it corresponds to those born between 1986-1991. While
the Muslims population share had been growing even be-
fore but what caused this sudden change? One of the
probable explanations for this break could be sharp in-
crease in fertility gap between Hindus and Muslims dur-
ing this time specially in the urban areas. Only an in-
crease in fertility gap between the two religious groups
could explain such a big change in the trend from one
cohort to the other. This is a topic we would later ex-
plore in detail.

To summarize, looking at the age wise breakup of
different religions presents the true picture of the current
demography in India. The changes are almost double
the size in cohort analysis, something that is masked by
the overall population numbers. What makes it worse is
that this is not population projection but was the state of
demography seven years ago i.e. in 2011 and since then
a lot of water has flown under the bridge.
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The Explosion

“The future belongs to those who show up.”
— Mark Steyn

The last chapter gave a snapshot about the overall
growth in Muslim population share in India. Now it
is time to look deeper and identify the regions which
have seen the maximum explosion in Muslim population.
These geographical regions are going to be the hotspots
of Islamic fundamentalism in the near future and chal-
lenge the hegemony of Kashmir being the only Islamic
underbelly of India.

This chapter will put to rest the theory of insignifi-
cant Muslim population growth in India by laying thread-
bare the population numbers by each region and cohort.
Given the large difference in Muslim population geograph-
ically, it is easy to hide Muslim growth trends using
statistics. But before we get there we should know how
does this statistical chicanery actually work?

The first step is to quote the aggregate population
numbers for whole India. Since India is huge and Mus-
lims still form roughly 14% of the total population, it is
assumed that once lulled into complacency by the 14%

19
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number, a lay Hindu would not argue further. Secondly,
if the person involved knows a bit more about demogra-
phy and points towards the unequal population growth
of Muslims in specific states, his arguments are brushed
aside as the overall Muslim population percentage in these
Muslim heavy states is still below 30%. In this way, the
doomsday scenario is pushed back by 100-200 years de-
pending on the mood of the statistician. But in this
chapter we will show why this second attempt is also a
failure as the 2011 census provides much more informa-
tion through its cohort wise data.

2.1 India level trends

The last chapter presented the details on how Muslim
population share has climbed up to 22% in the case of
0-4 year cohort living in urban areas. This is 7% percent-
age points higher that their share in 50-54 year cohort i.e.
just two generations ago. But these are aggregate statis-
tics and hide local pockets of Muslim dominance. So,
how does Muslim numbers look like at a disaggregated
level?

The spatial population distribution for Muslims for
the two age cohorts is shown in figure 2.1 and 2.2. These
two maps show Muslim population shares at the district
level. For the course of this chapter, we will stick to six
colour codes to show the Muslim population percentage:

o <10% - white
e 10-20% - light green
e 20-30% - green

e 30-40% - dark green
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State Total Urban
0-4 50-54 All Ages 0-4 50-54 All Ages

ANDAMAN & NICOBAR 871  8.65 8.52 12.30 12.32 12.05

ANDHRA PRADESH 11.41  7.96 9.56 2277 15.14  18.58
ARUNACHAL PRADESH 195 1.76 1.95 5.31  4.46 4.59
ASSAM 45.00 2732  34.22 2495 13.90 18.24
BIHAR 18.70 1520  16.87  23.29 16.75  20.08
CHANDIGARH 6.35  2.52 4.87 6.38  2.52 4.88
CHHATTISGARH 1.94 1.89 2.02 6.45  5.37 6.04
D & N HAVELI 3.70  3.53 3.76 6.52  5.93 5.91
DAMAN & DIU 8.86 8.14 7.92 10.50 10.04 9.10
GOA 11.78  5.67 8.33 15.54  7.68 11.15
GUJARAT 10.78  8.40 9.67 18.03 12.26 14.75
HARYANA 11.51  4.23 7.03 584 221 4.03

HIMACHAL PRADESH 292  1.61 2.18 4.04 219 3.19
JAMMU & KASHMIR 76.78 63.78  68.31 7524 ©59.69  64.40

JHARKHAND 16.95 11.73  14.53  20.04 13.39 16.99
KARNATAKA 15.74 1022 1292  26.76 16.71  21.20
KERALA 37.32 1930  26.56  40.65 21.14  29.00
LAKSHADWEEP 99.11 94.85  96.58  99.03 94.12  96.36
MADHYA PRADESH 6.86 5.79 6.57 18.28 12.36 15.40
MAHARASHTRA 13.96 8.97 11.54  23.92 14.01 18.64
MANIPUR 10.96 6.14 8.40 13.44  6.79 10.00
MEGHALAYA 4.60 4.45 4.40 231 232 2.58
MIZORAM 1.38 087 1.35 1.28 0.95 1.45
NAGALAND 345 177 2.47 6.56  3.06 4.55
DELHI 16.18  8.46 12.86  16.39 8.55 13.01
ODISHA 239 170 2.17 7.46  4.33 5.86
PUDUCHERRY 731 573 6.05 9.18  6.67 7.32
PUNJAB 254 1.34 1.93 334  1.54 2.47
RAJASTHAN 10.77  7.37 9.07 22.00 13.63 17.91
SIKKIM 1.79 113 1.62 537 274 4.04
TAMIL NADU 7.01  5.00 5.86 11.28 7.75 9.27
TRIPURA 10.77  6.55 8.60 7.09 311 4.83
UTTAR PRADESH 21.34 16.08 19.26  36.96 25.38  32.20
UTTARAKHAND 17.61 8.84 13.95 2599 1299  20.20
WEST BENGAL 34.94 2054  27.01 2782 12.33 18.93
INDIA 17.23 1137 1423 2288 13.81 18.23

Table 2.1: State wise Muslim Population
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e 40-50% - orange

o >50% - red

Now lets go back and look at figures 2.1 and 2.2. At a
first glance, one can see that the number of coloured dis-
tricts has increased tremendously in the 0-4 age cohort as
compared to 50-54 age cohort. According to the district
definition we are using, the total number of coloured dis-
tricts (i.e. those with more than 10% Muslim population)
has gone up from 268 to 351 in the youngest cohort. Out
of 594 districts, this represent an increase of 14% which
went from minuscule Muslim presence i.e. white to >10%
share (green or red) in the district population.

The important point to note here is that the green-
ery has increased everywhere and no part of India is un-
touched by this growth. This change between these co-
horts corresponds to change of color from white to light
green. At the same time one can also notice that already
green districts turned dark green or red as we move from
50-54 year age cohort to 0-4 age cohort. This means
Muslim population in the young cohorts has consolidated
upon the population gains made by their forefathers.

So, how many districts jumped from one colour (or
one percentage bracket) to another as we move from the
old cohort to the young cohort?

The statistics for change of district status between
the two age cohorts is shown in the transition data table
2.2 and 2.3. While table 2.2 corresponds to total Muslim
population share, table 2.3 corresponds to the share of
Muslims in the urban areas.

Each entry in the table 2.2 reports the number of
districts that lie within a given percentage bracket for the
two different age cohorts. The diagonal is coloured grey
and corresponds to districts whose status is unchanged
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O 10%-20% @ 20%-30% @ 30-40% M 40-50% @ :50%

Figure 2.1: Muslim (%) in Age group (50-54 yrs)
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O 10%-20% @ 20%-30% @ 30-40% M@ 40-50% '@ :50%

Figure 2.2: Muslim (%) in Age Group (0-4 yrs)
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Age Age(50-54 yrs)

(0-4 yrs) <10 10-20 20-30 30-40 40-50 >50
<10

10-20

20-30

30-40 O

40-50 0

>50 0

Table 2.2: No of districts with share of total Muslims in a
given percentage bracket and under different age cohorts.

for the two age cohorts i.e. these districts lie in same
percentage bracket both for 0-4 age group as well as 50-54
age group. The green cells on the other hand correspond
to those which have higher percentage of Muslims in the
younger cohort compared to the older cohort. Had the
share of Muslims decreased in the younger cohort in any
bracket for any district, it would have gone above the
diagonal (i.e. grey cells), but that did not happen for
any district.

Also, the sum for each column gives the number of
districts corresponding to a given percentage bracket for
50-54 year age cohort, while the row sum gives the num-
ber of districts in a given percentage bracket for the 0-4
age cohort.

To understand transition lets look at the first column.
There are 326 districts which have <10% Muslims in both
0-4 as well as 50-54 age cohorts, but there are 83 districts
which have 10-20% Muslims in 0-4 age cohort, but had
<10% Muslims in 50-54 age cohort. These 83 districts
registered a switch from being less than 10% Muslim to
10-20% Muslim between the two cohorts.
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Lets further understand the transition matrix by look-
ing at the bottom right cell. There were 17 districts with
>50% Muslim population in the 50-54 year cohort and
they all continue to have >50% Muslim population even
in the 0-4 age cohort. The adjacent green cell on the left
shows that there were 8 districts in 40-50% bracket for
the 50-54 age cohort but they became >50% Muslim in
0-4 age cohort. In total there are 29 districts (174844,
sum of the last row) with >50% Muslim share in 0-4 age
cohort, while there were only 17 districts (sum of the last
column) with >50% Muslim share in the 50-54 age co-
hort. So in 50 years 12 more districts became Muslim
majority, bringing the total number of Muslim majority
districts to 29.

In the table, we have coloured the non-zero entries
to show the transition of population share between the
two age cohorts. One should note that all the coloured
entries lie below the diagonal of this matrix. There is
NO district which saw a decrease in the share of Mus-
lim population from old cohort to the young. The pres-
ence of zero in all the cells above the diagonal highlight
the reality of Muslim population growth in every district
wherever they have managed to get a toe hold.

This transition matrix also highlights the stark fea-
ture that the already coloured districts have turned darker
in shade i.e. moved to higher share brackets everywhere.
The transition is one way- from green districts to dark
green and dark green to red and so on.

Other than the important points mentioned above,
this table actually packs more information. We should
look at the lower percentage brackets to understand the
whole picture. There were a total of 83 districts which
moved from <10% bracket in 50-54 age cohort to 10-
20% bracket in the younger age cohort. This means that
roughly 20% districts which had <10% Muslim popu-
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lation jumped to the next level. However, out of 121
(7T4+40+7) districts with 10-20% Muslim share, 47 dis-
tricts i.e. 39% of this group jumped to the next level.
Then among the 24 (8+7+9, 20-30% column) districts
with 20-30% Muslim share, 16 districts i.e. 67% jumped
to the next level in the younger cohort. Then 13 out
of 15 (249+4, 30-40% column) districts jumped to the
next level in 30-40% Muslim share, while all 8 districts
in 40-50% level become >50%.

This means that once a district gets higher Muslim
population share, it jumps to an even higher population
share at a much faster rate. This is reflected from the
stats that all the districts with 40-50% Muslim share in
the old cohort became Muslim majority in the younger
cohort. What causes this pattern?

On the one hand is the simple explanation of the ex-
ponential growth rate which alone can explain this trend.
Given higher Muslim TFR (total fertility rate) than Hin-
dus, the districts with higher Muslim population share
decreases the Hindu population share much faster than
the districts where Muslims have lower population share
and hence lower base to multiply upon. On the other
hand, one can think about how Kashmiri Pandits were
chased out of the valley. This forms a more complicated
explanation, but will resonate among many, where fertile
age Hindus flee from Muslim majority areas for a better
life. In the end the reality should lie somewhere in the
middle of these two explanations. While an earlier phase
would build on TFR difference, the latter phase can in-
volve physical intimidation and violence like in the case
of Kashmir.

A similar transition matrix for urban areas is given in
table 2.3. The results are even more stark for urban areas.
The urban areas had fewer non-green districts to begin
with and those which were green have turned darker in
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Age Age(50-54 yrs)

(0-4 yrs) <10 10-20 20-30 30-40 40-50 >50

<10 0 0 0 0 0
10-20 . 0 0
20-30 0
30-40
40-50

>50

o O O O
o O O
o O OO

Table 2.3: No of districts with share of Muslims in a
given percentage bracket and under different age cohorts
in urban areas.

colour increasingly. As of now there are 33 (14+10+8+1)
districts with more than 50% Muslims in 0-4 age group.
This number was only 14 in the 50-54 age cohort.

The urban areas have seen even larger population
growth for Muslims in the 0-4 age cohort as compared to
the rural areas as seen by the presence of large number
of green cells in urban transition matrix. For example-
in 10-20% bracket in the total population shown in ta-
ble 2.2, only (47 out of 121) i.e. 38% districts jump to
>20% brackets, while in urban areas (117 out of 193)
i.e. 60% jump to the next brackets. And they jump not
only to the next 20-30% bracket, but even higher up to
40-50%. One of the primary reasons for this result as
we will show later is the high TFR gap between urban
Hindus and Muslims as compared to their rural counter-
parts. The TFR difference in rural areas is lower and
hence the demographic loss is slower for Hindus there.

To summarize this section, we can say-
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e A district once green turns darker in shade

e No district ever becomes less green on the color
scale (Once Muslims have an advantage in any dis-
trict, they only improve upon it). Is there any way
to explain this consistent trend other than religion?

e Urban areas turn darker at a much higher rate than
rural. Demographic loss is much faster in the urban
areas.

In the next section, we will look at the trajectories of
individual states in the past 50 years. We begin with the
states which have seen the highest demographic change.
We classify states into three codes depending on the sever-
ity of the demographic crisis. We borrow the colour
code from warning systems in order to classify the de-
mographic emergency. The red zone states are in severe
danger, orange zone states are in medium danger while
the rest are classified as others.

2.2 The red zone states

The red zone states are sitting on the cusp of demo-
graphic transition and these are the states where Hin-
dus can actually become a minority very soon. These
will also be the states which will need intervention in the
near future. The states under red-zone are-

o Assam

West Bengal

Kerala

Uttar Pradesh
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e Bihar

The red zone states are selected on the basis of their
high Muslim numbers as a percentage of their total pop-
ulation. These states (either whole state or specific re-
gions) have seen massive change in their population de-
mographics over the last two generations. If one looks
only at the overall growth numbers, one can easily brush
aside this growth as insignificant. Thus the need is to dig
a bit further into different age profiles.

We will first look at the table which is normally pro-
duced in the academic debates and uses the second point
of argument as we had mentioned in the introduction
(pushing doomsday scenario into the future by 200 years).
To show that there is no Muslim population explosion
even in the red zone states, these analysts will show the
statistics as presented in table 2.4.

Year Assam Kerala WB UP Bihar

(1) 2 6 @ 6
1971 24.56 1950 2046 15.87 14.53
1981 - 2125 2152 1627 15.09
1991 2843 2333 2361 17.72 15.70
2001 30.92 2470 2525 18.50 16.53
2011 34.22 2656 27.01 19.26 16.87

Table 2.4: Muslim population (%) in red zone states in
various census

So let’s first look at table 2.4.!. The table 2.4 shows
the extent of Muslim population growth in these five
red zone states over the last five decades. While Assam
has seen roughly 10 percentage point increase in Muslim

L Assam did not have census in 1981.
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share in the last four decades, Kerala and West Bengal
roughly saw a jump of 7 percentage points. The increase
for UP and Bihar has been 3.5 and 2.5 percentage points.
As any leftist will argue these numbers are small and al-
though there has been an increase, Muslims are nowhere
close to 50% and hence these states will not be Muslim
majority any time in the near future.

But the proof of the pudding is in eating, so how long
do these states actually have before turning into Muslim
majority? What is the right way to look at these demo-
graphic changes? To look at the quantum of changes in-
stead of pondering over table 2.4, the right way is to focus
only on census 2011 and look at table 2.5, which gives the
percentage of Muslim population in these states by age
cohorts. While UP and Bihar have roughly 20% Muslims
in the 0-4 age cohort, Assam, Kerala and West Bengal
have 35% or more share of Muslims in the youngest age
group.

While the overall change in Muslim population was
only 10 percentage points in the case of Assam as shown
in table 2.4, but it is more than 17 percentage points if
one compares 50-54 age cohort with 0-4 age cohort in the
2011 census. A similar picture emerges if one looks at the
other red zone states. Let us analyze each of these states
separately.

Assam

Assam is sitting on a tinderbox and is the worst af-
fected among the red-zone states. The demographic evo-
lution of Assam is shown in figure 2.3. The number of red
districts in Assam has jumped from 4 in the old cohort to
11 in the young age cohort i.e. districts with more than
50% Muslim population in that cohort.

Overall, Assam saw an increase of Muslim popula-
tion from 27% in the old cohort to 45% in the 0-4 cohort.
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Age Group Assam Kerala WB  UP  Bihar

5-9 43.44 3474 3429 21.33 18.17
10-14 38.71  32.00 33.34 20.83 17.89
15-19 33.94 3205 3189 21.11 18.54
20-24 33.37 3215 29.09 20.13 17.18
25-29 31.82 2948 2570 1846 15.93
30-34 30.24 2697 23.36 17.71 15.22
35-39 28.86 2413 2285 17.56 15.41
40-44 28.25 2146 2221 17.37 15.52
45-49 26.82 1990 2094 16.83 15.42

95-59 26.22 1896 19.58 15.79 14.48
60-64 2717 1842 20.57 16.05 14.57
65-69 26.35 19.01 19.81 15.03 14.10
70-74 28.45 16.67 18.85 14.55 13.90
75-79 26.90 15.07 16.24 13.68 12.93
80+ 32.08 14.06 1821 15.23 13.52

Table 2.5: Total Muslim Population (%)- Census 2011
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Age Group Assam Kerala WB  UP  Bihar
5-9 45.55  31.89 37.03 17.64 17.68
10-14 40.83  29.36 36.15 16.96 17.39
15-19 36.03 2949 34.52 16.64 18.00
20-24 35.82 29.72  32.11 15.49 16.66
25-29 34.29 27.07 29.07 14.44 15.51
30-34 32.89 24.54 27.08 14.14 14.85
35-39 31.47  21.91 26.64 14.09 15.07
40-44 31.05 19.55 26.31 13.88 15.22
45-49 29.54 18.15 2521 13.45 15.18
55-59 29.05 1724 2452 12.89 14.27
60-64 29.76 16.84 2548 13.18 14.23
65-69 28.87  17.24 24.60 12.49 13.79
70-74 31.13 15.14 23.78 12.05 13.56
75-79 30.08 13.79 2122 1144 12.71
80+ 35.31 12.46  23.40 1244 13.19
_ Allages 3685 24.34 30.79 1555 1646

Table 2.6: Rural Muslim Population (%)- Census 2011
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Age Group Assam Kerala WB  UP  Bihar

5-9 2437 3792 26.76 37.33 2291
10-14 21.97  35.00 25.78 36.60 22.17
15-19 20.17 3486 2540 36.23 22.15
20-24 19.31  34.80 22.38 33.27 20.61
25-29 18.07  32.14 18.87 30.19 18.93
30-34 16.65 29.61 16.43 28.84 17.93
35-39 1597 26.55 15.63 2849 17.86
40-44 15.24 2350 1447 2791 17.54
45-49 1427  21.81 1331 26.61 17.04

95-59 13.27  20.82 11.29 25.11 16.01
60-64 13.93  20.09 11.97 2739 17.35
65-69 13.28 2095 11.08 26.01 16.76
70-74 13.25 18.33 10.44 25.80 16.71
75-79 11.34  16.52 824 23.03 14.64
80+ 13.61 16.03 10.18 26.32 16.07

Table 2.7: Urban Muslim Population (%)- Census 2011
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This is roughly 18 percentage point increase across gen-
erations separated by 50 years as shown in table 2.5. It
is also important to notice here the jump in the Muslim
population from 33.94% in 15-19 year cohort to directly
38.71% in the next young cohort of 10-14 years. This
then again sees a 5 percentage point increase in the next
cohort, followed by a 2 percentage point increase in the
youngest cohort. Looking at this huge jump for ages 0-
14 implies that the older generation of Muslims who gave
birth to these kids i.e. 24-39 years had a large number of
kids compared to Hindus or there was large infiltration
of Bangladeshi Muslims.

The next two tables 2.6 and 2.7 show the rural-urban
breakup for Muslim population in the different age groups.
There are few things to notice here. First, Assam (also
West Bengal) had a higher Muslim population in the ru-
ral areas in the old cohort. This is different from rest of
the country as in the rest of country, urban areas usually
have higher Muslim population. The British had started
settling Muslim peasantry in the lower Assam, mainly
in the composite Goalpara and to a lesser extent Kam-
rup districts, from several districts of what later became
Bangladesh. Since then and especially after 1971, these
numbers have only increased in the rural areas. Second,
the percentage of Muslims in the young cohort are 47%
in the rural areas, so rural Assam will be the first to
turn Muslim majority among all red zone states
in the future. Third, the urban areas had much smaller
Muslim population to start with in the older cohort, but
it has also almost doubled to 25% in the 0-4 year gener-
ation. So, even urban Assam is witnessing a fast demo-
graphic transition.

Out of total 24 districts, 12 districts in Assam are
already over 40% Muslims in the 0-4 age group, which
are given in table 2.8. Out of these twelve districts, nine
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Age Group: 50-54 years
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Figure 2.3: Percentage of Muslims in Assam
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have above 60% Muslim share in the youngest cohort.
Most of these districts have made tremendous gains over
the past 50 years.

Barpeta, Darrand, Goalpara, Nagaonm, Karimganj,
Bagaigaon, Marigaon, Karmup and Nalbari have added
20 percentage points to the population from older age co-
hort to the young. Out of these districts Cachar, Nalbari
and Kamrup were all around 30% in the older cohort and
are now almost close to achieving Muslim majority in the
younger cohort.

District 0-4 yrs 50-54 yrs Total
Dhuburi 87.70 71.34 79.67
Barpeta 82.61 60.16 70.74
Darrang 77.84 51.13 64.34
Goalpara 68.79 49.81 57.52
Nagaon 67.97 43.80 55.36

Karimganj 67.40 46.02 56.36
Hailakandi ~ 66.77 03.47 60.31
Bongaigaon  65.71 38.86 50.22
Marigaon 64.41 42.75 52.56

Kamrup 52.46 31.93 39.66
Nalbari 49.81 27.41 35.96
Cachar 44 .43 31.37 37.71

Table 2.8: Assam districts- Muslim population (%)

Just to put it in historical context, the number of
Muslims in Assam in 2011 are 1.07 crore; up from 5 lakh
in 1901 and around 20 lakh in 1951 census. The number
of Dharmics in this period has gone up from 28 lakhs
in 1901 to 1.94 crore now. Thus Muslims have multi-
plied nearly 22 times, while Hindus less than 7 times.
In terms of population gains, Assam has seen one of the
most lop-sided demographic transitions in the history of
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independent India, right under the nose of the Indian gov-
ernment. So, while immense time and energy has been
spent on resolving the ethnic conflict in Assam, but the
real issue of demographics has always been pushed under
the carpet by the Delhi elites.

West Bengal

The neighbouring state of West Bengal has not fared
any better than Assam in terms of mitigating demo-
graphic disaster. The border districts of West Bengal
have seen equal amounts of change in their demography
like Assam. Under the successive state governments in
West Bengal, it seems there was a clear policy of giv-
ing shelter to immigrants from Bangladesh for building a
captive voter base. This policy is only coming to haunt
now.

In terms of overall picture, West Bengal currently
stands at 34.9% Muslim share in the 0-4 age group. It has
increased by more than 14 percentage point from the 50-
54 generation, where the Muslim share stood at 20.5%.
It is also important to mention that out of these 14 per-
centage point gain, 9 points have been gained in the last
25 years i.e. from 25-29 age cohort to 0-4 age cohort, in-
dicating how population growth explodes once you have
a higher Muslim share. The driving force behind high
Muslim population in Bengal is through the rural areas,
which stand at 37.4% share of Muslims in the youngest
age group, compared to urban areas where this number
is 27.8%.

Compared to Assam, there is a big difference in the
case of West Bengal. The Muslim population is primar-
ily concentrated in lower Assam, while the upper districts
(roughly half of Assam) have less than 10% Muslim pop-
ulation. On the other hand, the entire West Bengal has
become coloured and has significant Muslim presence.
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Figure 2.4: Percentage of Muslims in West Bengal
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District 0-4 yrs 50-54 yrs Total
Murshidabad 73.74 59.02 66.27
Uttar Dinajpur 58.58 43.24 49.92
Maldah 56.93 44.95 51.27
South 24 Parganas  46.65 26.14 35.57
Birbhum 42.90 31.32 37.06

Table 2.9: West Bengal districts- Muslim population (%)

The Muslim population in West Bengal is more spread
out, moving from the high concentration border regions
to lower concentration interior regions, but still above
10% share. While the border districts are either dark
green or red, the inner districts have started to turn light
green.

Out of nineteen districts shown in the map of West
Bengal, five districts have more than 40% Muslim share
in the youngest age group. Most of these districts are
along the border with Bangladesh. Apart from them,
many other districts along the border too have 30% share
of Muslims in 0-4 age cohort.

The districts of Maldah, Uttar Dijnapur and Mur-
shidabad are already Muslim majority with Murshidabad
having the largest 73.7% Muslim population in the 0-4
age cohort. Birbhum and South 24 Parganas are in the
40% plus category. If one only looks at the total pop-
ulation, the Muslim share would not seem very high in
these districts except Murshidabd. But the younger age
cohorts show much rapid increase, something which is
hidden by the aggregate numbers. The crucial districts
of West Bengal are shown in table 2.9.

Kerala
Kerala is the southern most state in India and is
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District 0-4 yrs 50-54 yrs Total

Malappuram  78.02 62.59 70.24
Kozhikode 52.20 30.24 39.24
Kasaragod 49.76 26.30 37.24
Kannur 41.98 20.33 29.43

Table 2.10: Kerala districts- Muslim population (%)

severely under the red-zone. Given that this state is
under the influence of another big Abrahamic faith i.e.
Christianity, Hindus face a double assault here. Thanks
to the presence of these two population groups, Hindus
in Kerala are already below 50% in the lowest age cohort.

Apart from rural Assam, urban Kerala is the
only region which has gone past 40% Muslim share
in the 0-4 age cohort. The overall share of Muslims
in Kerala stands at 37.3% in the 0-4 age cohort, up from
19.3% in 50-54 age cohort. So, the Muslim share has
just doubled between the two generations separated by
50 years. In terms of percentage points gain, Kerala’s
gain is even larger than Assam.

Kerala has uniformaly lost Hindu demography both
in the urban and rural areas. The loss has been more
prominent in the urban areas where Muslim population
jumped from 21.1% to 40.6% from the old to the young
cohort. The rural areas saw slighly smaller gains as the
Muslim population now stands at 34.3% in 0-4 age group,
up from 17.6% in 50-54 age group.

But looking at Muslim demography alone gives an
incomplete picture as Kerala also has a large presence of
Christians. While north Kerala has more Muslims, south
has a large Christian population.

The details of all religious groups in Kerala are pre-
sented in table 2.11. Kerala has 59% Hindus, 21.4%
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Christians and 19.3% Muslims in the 50-54 age cohort.
While the Hindus and Christians have both seen a sharp
fall in their shares, Muslims have expanded at their ex-
pense. Now in the 0-4 age cohort, Hindus have lost the
majority and contribute only 46.7% to the total popu-
lation, while Muslims and Christians contribute 37.3%
and 15.5% respectively. Thus the Muslims have replaced
Christians from the second spot and are now ahead of
them by a large margin. While in the 50-54 age co-
hort Christians were 21.4%, they are only 15.5% now
and much behind 37.3% Muslims in the state.

The change in Muslim population of Kerala is shown
in figure 2.5. As you can see from this figure, the Muslims
are dominant in the north of Kerala where their popu-
lation has reached above 40% in four districts in the 0-4
age cohort.

The most Muslim dominant district is Malappuram
where their population has gone from 62.6% in 50-54 age
cohort to 78% in the youngest age cohort as shown in
table 2.10. The other very notable addition to this list is
Kozhikode, Kasargod which have 52.2% and 49.8% Mus-
lims in the 0-4 age group. Both these districts had around
30% Muslims in 50-54 age group and have thus gained
more than 20 percentage points in between generations
separated by 50 years. The last district in above 40% cat-
egory is Kannur, which again added 20 percentage points
between these two age groups. The other two dark green
districts (>30% Muslim share) in the 0-4 age groups are
Wayanad and Palakkad and are on their way to join other
north Kerala districts.

Another important point to notice from figure 2.5 is
that now Muslims have a considerable presence in all
the coastal districts of Kerala, including even the South.
While Thrissur, Ernakulam and Kollam have turned green
i.e. 20% plus in 0-4 age group, Alappuzha and Thiru-
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Age Group Hindu Muslim Christian

5-9 48.11  34.74 16.75
10-14 50.02  32.00 17.62
15-19 50.44  32.05 17.17
20-24 52.04  32.15 15.46
25-29 54.86  29.48 15.33
30-34 56.06  26.97 16.67
35-39 57.70  24.13 17.90
40-44 58.44  21.46 19.84
45-49 59.54  19.90 20.31

55-59 59.16  18.96 21.64
60-64 59.78  18.42 21.56
65-69 59.47  19.01 21.28
70-74 59.88  16.67 23.20
75-79 60.20  15.07 24.47
80+ 59.18  14.06 26.43

Table 2.11: Kerala: % of Religions (Census 2011)
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vananthapuram have Muslim population between 10-20%.
If these districts also show same growth rate as other
northern Kerala districts, we can expect that south Ker-
ala will also have around 50% Muslims in another 50
years.

The Christians in Kerala are concentrated mostly in
Kottayam, Idukki and Ernakulam, where they still hold
majority but are shrinking fast just like their Hindu coun-
terparts in the other parts of Kerala.

What can we learn from the growth of Muslims in
Kerala? The case of Kerala should be an eye opener for
Hindus on a very broad level as it bursts many myths
that are being perpetuated in the media and academia.
Firstly, Kerala has low TFR for Muslims as compared
to their counterparts in rest of India, but it is still sig-
nificantly higher than both Hindus and Christians there.?
Secondly, it has high literacy for all religious groups which
bursts another popular myth that literate Muslims are
not interested in increasing their demographic share. Al-
though, partially the blame can be laid on Hindus and
Christians of Kerala as well because their fertility has
been below replacement for a very long time now while
Muslims maintained it well above the replacement level
of 2.1. In any case, Kerala shows how TFR differential
does not really decrease with increase in Muslim literacy.
Thirdly, there are no big differences in Muslim popula-
tion growth in the urban and rural areas. This again puts
to rest the theory that it is only the rural Muslims who
contribute more to the Muslim population growth.

Uttar Pradesh
The state of Uttar Pradesh has around 21.3% Muslim
population and so one might be surprised that we classi-

2Discussed extensively in the next chapter
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fied it under the red zone. The biggest reason that UP is
listed in the red zone is due to alarming rise in the num-
ber of Muslims in west UP and all along the border with
Nepal. Since UP is the most populated state, it is easy
to miss the real picture by looking at the whole state.
The story of UP unfolds only after looking at different
regions within UP separately.

Unlike Assam and West Bengal, the Muslim popu-
lation explosion in UP is happening in the urban areas.
The urban population in UP went up from 25.3% in 50-
54 age cohort to 37% in the 0-4 age group i.e. up by 11.7
percentage points. The rural areas on the other hand
have seen a smaller growth from 12.9% to 17.7% for the
same age groups. Since, UP still has a significant amount
of rural population, it brings down the population share
of Muslims in all age groups, but the urban numbers are
nevertheless very alarming®. If the current trends con-
tinue, many urban centres in UP will see dominance of
Muslims in the urban politics.

The two most important regions to look out for in UP
are- western UP, where the Muslim population shares
have already reached alarming position and second the
districts which lie along the Nepal border. Most of these
districts have gained more than 10 percentage points be-
tween the 0-4 and 50-54 age groups. Both of these re-
gions are extremely important as west UP is right next
to Delhi, the seat of power of the Indian nation state,
while the districts along Nepal border are sensitive due
to possibility of infiltration by Pakistan and China.

West UP: The west UP region has been raising the de-
mand for becoming a separate state called Harit Pradesh
(Green State) for quite some time now since it is one of
the prime agricultural regions in India. While the de-

3A good survey of UP towns is given here by CPS.


http://blog.cpsindia.org/2016/07/religion-data-of-census-2011xxv-urban-up.html
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Figure 2.7: Percentage of Muslims in Bihar
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mand for Harit Pradesh has not materialized, it has in-
stead turned green in another way by becoming a Muslim
dominated region.

Out of all the districts in west UP, seven already
have 40%-+ share of Muslims in the youngest age cohort.
These districts are Muzzafarnagar, Moradabad, Rampur,
Saharanpur, Meerut, Bijnor and Amroha. Most of these
districts have seen tremendous jump in the Muslim de-
mography with 10 plus percentage point increase between
the two age groups. It is important to note here that the
other districts like Baghpat and Ghaziabad are also dark
green (30% plus Muslims) in this region.

District 0-4 yrs 50-54 yrs Total
Rampur 51.29 48.00 50.57
Moradabad 50.70 41.20 47.12

Muzaffarnagar  50.48 31.31 41.30
Saharanpur 48.98 33.23 41.95

Bijnor 48.47 36.68 43.04
Amroha 43.78 36.44 40.78
Meerut 42.87 25.43 34.43

Table 2.12: UP districts- Muslim population (%)

It can thus be said that after Assam, West Bengal and
Kerala, if any region is a true red and alarming zone,
it has to be west UP. After Assam, west UP has the
maximum number of red or near red districts which are
equal to seven. The other districts in the region are also
catching up quickly with their counterparts in the region.
Since, the region is very close to New Delhi, it has im-
portant security considerations for the future.

The districts along the border with Nepal are no bet-
ter than west UP. We can see that Bahraich, Shravasti
and Balarampur have turned dark green in the lowest age
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cohort and will probably turn red very soon in the future.
The other border districts have also not fared any bet-
ter and we see a general increase in Muslim share from
Lakhimpur Khiri to Siddharth Nagar. Since these dis-
tricts lie on the porous border with Nepal, it can create
significant security problems in the future by providing
easy infiltration routes into Indian territory.

Bihar

Bihar too has seen rapid explosion in Muslim popu-
lation in the border areas with Nepal and West Bengal.
Among the red zone states, it is still below 20% but it
has many sensitive districts and it’s urban Muslim pop-
ulation is already 23.3% in the 0-4 age cohort. Bihar is
one of the least urbanized states in India but its Muslim
population share mimics the rest of India statistics, with
slightly higher Muslim population in the urban areas as
compared to the rural.

In overall terms, the share of Muslims in Bihar has
risen from 15.2% in the 50-54 age group to 18.7% in the
youngest age group, thus adding 3.5 percentage points
between the two generations separated by 50 years. While
the rural population share jumped from 15% to 18.2%,
the urban share increased from 16.8% to 23.3%, i.e. a 6.5
percentage point change.

The geographical population distribution of Muslims
for the two age groups in Bihar is shown in figure 2.7.
There is a clear geographical pattern in the growth of
Muslims in the state. Most of the Muslim growth has
happened in the border districts, while many of the cen-
tral districts still have less than 10% Muslim population
in the younger cohorts. The increase in the border dis-
tricts along Nepal has been much more pronounced and
the same is true to those near West Bengal.

There are four Bihar districts which have more than
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District 0-4 yrs 50-54 yrs Total
Kishanganj  69.83 65.31 67.97

Katihar 48.57 39.45 44.46
Araria 47.86 39.08 42.94
Purnia 42.03 34.79 38.46

Table 2.13: Bihar districts- Muslim population (%)

40% share of Muslims in the 0-4 age cohort. These dis-
tricts are Araria, Purnia, Katihar and Kishanganj. Kis-
hanganj has the highest share among these all where the
population of Muslims in 0-4 age group is 69.8%. The im-
portant feature of all these districts is that they all are
close to the chicken neck region of West Bengal. All these
districts have added roughly around 10 percentage points
in the Muslim population in 0-4 age group as compared
to the 50-54 age cohort except Kishanganj. Compared
to West Bengal, Kerala or Assam, this is smaller, as the
previous states added more than 10 percentage points
during the same time. This can again be explained by
the fact that Hindu fertility in Bihar has not crashed like
in these other states. The average Bihari Hindu still has
more kids compared to his counterpart in West Bengal.

Apart from these four districts, the Muslim popula-
tion has also reached more than 20% in Pashchim Cham-
paran, Puraba Champaran, Sitamarhi, Madhubani, Dar-
bangha and Supaul in the younger age cohort. All of
these districts again lie along the border with Nepal.
Once put together with the districts of UP, it forms one
big arc of high Muslim population concentration along
the entire border with Nepal.
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2.3 The Orange zone states

The orange zone states do not have as alarming demo-
graphics as the red zone states but are close to getting
there. The Muslim demographics in these states mimic
those of red zone states just a few decades ago. Thus the
orange zone states of today will form red zone states of
tomorrow. The states under orange-zone are-

e Uttarakhand

Jharkhand

Haryana

Maharashtra

Karnataka

Jammu & Kashmir

There are other reasons for importance of these or-
ange zone states. Omne, these states have seen a phe-
nomenal demographic change. Two, they lie next to the
other red-zone states and hence would see (or have al-
ready seen) a huge spill-over in their border districts.

Uttarakhand

Uttarakhand was carved out as a separate state by
the then NDA government in 2002. It has actually seen
the highest increase in the total Muslim population be-
tween the two censuses conducted in 2001 and 2011 and
the numbers jumped from 11.9% to 13.95%, i.e. roughly
two percentage points. It is more surprising because this
two percentage point increase happened on a low base of
11.9%.
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Figure 2.8: Percentage of Muslims in Uttarakhand
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Although in our classification, Uttarakhand is not in
the red zone but it has been one of the biggest gainers
in the last years and the growth of Muslim population
has just been phenomenal. The share of Muslim popu-
lation is 17.6% in the 0-4 age cohort compared to 8.8%
in the 50-54 age cohort and looks much worse than what
comes out by comparing 2001 and 2011 census. This
means that within a span of 50 years, Muslim share has
almost doubled. This is a spectacular growth given the
fact that Muslims were less than 10% in the old cohort,
thus making their gains much more difficult. Even UP
and Bihar with much higher Muslim population share in
the old cohort did not add 9 percentage points to the
youngest cohort. Only Assam, Jammu & Kashmir and
Kerala added more percentage points than Uttarakhand
in such a short period of time.

The figure 2.8 shows this tremendous increase in the
Muslim population. Only two districts are green in 50-54
age cohort, but there are four districts which are green in
the youngest age cohort. The four districts of Haridwar,
Dehradun, Nainital, and Udham Singh Nagar went from
completely white to extremely dark colored. Haridwar
and Udham Singh Nagar district are specially interesting
since they became orange and dark green respectively.

This is a very alarming case as demography moves
slowly at low percentage levels and Uttarakhand should
not have seen such sudden transition in demography. One
of the potential reasons could be spillover of extra mi-
grants from neighbouring West UP districts. Two, out
migration of local Hindu population. Although the sec-
ond seems less likely since the Tarai districts of the new
hill state should see population inflow from rest of the
hill regions in Uttarakhand, due to the new economic
opportunities which should be available in the new hill
state.
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Given that southern Uttarakhand sits next to West-
ern UP with Haridwar, Udham Singh Nagar and Nainital
on the border, it will create a multi-state demographic
problem in the future. What caused this phenomenal
upsurge in Muslim population in these border districts
should be a matter of concern for everyone. Uttarak-
hand hosts the most popular religious shrines of Hindus
in the Himalayas and having a big Muslim population in
the Tarai region can easily block access to these shrines
high up in the mountains. It is not just a delusion to
think that in the future, government will have to provide
Amarnath style security to the Hindu pilgrims who wish
to travel to Uttarakhand.

Haryana

Although Haryana currently does not have as big a
Muslim population as the other orange zone states but
it has seen significant increase in the percentage of Mus-
lims in some of its districts, which is very alarming. The
most alarming reason to include Haryana here is due to
the sheer increase in numbers that it has seen. Haryana
went from 4.23% Muslims in 50-54 age cohort to 11.51%
in the youngest cohort. While the number of Muslim per-
centage share just doubled in case of Uttarakhand, in case
of Harayana it increased almost 2.5 times. This makes
the share growth of Muslims in Haryana even steeper.

Apart from such rapid growth, there are other rea-
sons for importance of Haryana. One, it lies west of Ya-
muna i.e. right across the red-zone regions of west UP. So
any communal tensions erupting in UP can quickly grip
Haryana. Two, it lies next to Delhi where the southern
border has the green regions of Mewat, Faridabad and
Palwal. Rise of Muslim population in this regions com-
pletes the encirclement of Delhi with west UP on the east
and Mewati districts to the south of Delhi.
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Figure 2.9: Percentage of Muslims in Haryana
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District 0-4 yrs 50-54 yrs Total

Mewat 85.42 71.63 83.85
Palwal 28.29 14.28 20.00
Faridabad  12.45 5.57 8.93
Alwar 22.38 10.07 14.90

Bharatpur  21.68 10.66 14.57

Table 2.14: Mewat Region- Muslim population (%)

The growth of Muslim population in these districts of
Haryana has been very phenomenal, not seen anywhere
else in India. Mewat is the most stark among these dis-
tricts where Muslims now have almost complete demo-
graphic hold in the lowest age group. As we will show in
the latter chapter on TFR trends, Haryana is an outlier
with an average Muslim woman having a Total Fertil-
ity Rate above 5 even in the recent period, thus giving
Haryana the biggest TFR gap between Hindus and Mus-
lims.

The historical region of Mewat also extends to the
eastern districts of Rajasthan and thus it is important to
look at these regions together to get a holistic picture.
The rise in Muslim share in the two districts of Alwar
and Bharatpur again is more than 10 percentage points
between the two age groups. The Muslims in these two
Rajasthan districts have become from 10% to 22% be-
tween the two cohorts separated by 50 years. Outside the
red zone states, this kind of change is difficult but very
easily achieved by Muslims of Mewat.

Given such rapid population increase, it is important
to look into the beliefs of Muslims in this area and high-
light some important historical facts. The region is home
to Meo Muslims of the fundamentalist Tablighi Jamat.
This was not always the case though as early Meos like
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the other forced converts in the middle ages were hardly
interested in the core Islamic practices for a very long
period. But this changed in the early 1900s when un-
der Maulana Muhammad Ilyas and Tablighi Jamat, the
Islam practised in the region became fundamentalist.
The results were soon for everyone to see as the Meos
in this region first revolted against the Hindu rulers of
Bharatpur. This was then followed by large scale parti-
tion riots in Gurgaon, Alwar and Bharatpur. Unlike the
Muslims of western UP who were offered protection by
the local Khaps, the Meos given their fundamentalism
garnered no Hindu sympathy. A large number of Meos
died in these riots and got displaced, but soon after in-
dependence they returned back to Mewat once the hos-
tilities subsided (although a few migrated to Pakistan).

Jharkhand

Jharkhand was carved out of erstwhile Bihar by the
last NDA government in 2002. It had a decent Muslim
population before as reflected in the 50-54 year cohort,
which was 11.73% of the total. For the 0-4 age cohort,
those numbers have now jumped to 16.95%. The two dis-
tricts of Sahibganj and Pakaur, which lie next to West
Bengal and near the sensitive area of chicken neck, join-
ing India with the other north-east states, have seen the
highest Muslim growth.

Other than the southern districts of Jharkhand, all
the districts in the north have seen a big change, though
not as big as Sahibganj and Pakur. The two north-
eastern districts of Jharkhand have seen more than 11
percentage point addition to the Muslim share in the 0-4
age cohort. In terms of gains the other districts which
have seen similar 10 percentage point jump are Jamatara
and Deoghar.

But these stats do not show that southern Jharkhand
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is any better demographically for the Hindus. Jharkhand
Hindus are caught in the middle of a pincer movement
with the increase 