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Humen thought in general, and therefore
scientific thought, which is & particu-
lar aspect of it, are closely related to
human conduct and to the effects man has
on the surrounding world. Although it

may be an end in itself for the researcher,
scientific thought is only a means for
gocial group and for humanity as a whole.

- Lucien Goldmann

The recent approaches to Indian Tribal Studies, presented
'by L P. Vldyarth11, attempts a2t identifying empirical gaps and
advocating the importance of eliminating them through ethnographic
Stddieéf"The empirical gaps and inadegquacies of ethnology and ethno-
graphyz on Indiasn tribes have often been identified and attempts at
covering the All India picture of the 30 million tribal population
has become the concern of meny scholars. Vidyarthi works out the
gaps and priority areas of research in the empirical landscape of
the tribes, Indeed, the Indian Census, State Sponsored Tribal
Research Bureaus, etc., have certainly accumulated very rich data.
The detailed ethnographie material on the tribes is quite consider-
able. There is no denying the fact that micro as well as macro
gtudies of a wide range of tribes already exist. Furthermore the

number of scholars, missionaries, traveilers,.British administrators,

1e Vldyarthi, L.P., 'Tribal Ethncgraphy in India‘, A Survez of
Research in Sociol And Social Anthro o .0gys New
2»CeSeSeRey VOl 1l Te ) Ko S Sln h (ed-s.
Tribal Situation .n_India, Simla, Indlan Institute of Advanced
study, 1973, are a few among many such attempts in tribal studies.

2. The distinction between ethnography and ethnology is not quite
sharp. Whereas by ethnography we refer to the professional
anthropological study of particular tribes based on intensive
fieldwork, Ethnology refers to comparative study of documented
and contemporary cultures of different tribes and peoples. See
International Encyclopaedia of the Social Sciences, New York:

e Macmillen Company & Freé Press, 1968, Vols B, D 172.
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‘ novelists and specialists from universities, who have expressed

their passiénate concern with the tribes is cgnsiderablev/

But dEspitevsuch enormous empirical material, an

adequate explanatiocn of the present state of tribal socieities -

is yet to emerge, The character of the gsocial form of production,

the contradicetions located 4in the realm of the social form of

production itself, the corresponding forms of exploitation,

the developing forces of differentiation in the social organiza-
tions of the tribes themselves and the mechanism of their

subjugation to the larger socio-economic formation, barely touched
‘upona have never been adequately grasped or rigqrously investi~

gated;3

Whereas, VidyarZihi highlights the gaps in the ethno-
graphy 6: tribes (such as the need for studying the North-Western

3. The existing literature in the field of Economic Sociology
and Economic Anthropology has often confined itself with
distribution and exchange, in the sphere of economics, On
the contrary, an analysis of production has remained secondary
and treated as being epiphenomenal, The following books are
few among many which discuss "Work Organization", "Effective-
ness", "Efficlency" and "Innovatic Capacity" in production,

Stanley H, Udy, Work in Traditional and Modern Society,
Englewood Cliffs, Prentice-~Hall, 1970; George P, Murdock,
'"World Ethnographic Sample', American Anthropologist 1957
No. 59, p. 673; Manning Nash, 'Primitive ang Peasant Economic
Systems, Scranten Chandler Pub, Co., . ; Glifford Geertsz,
Peddlers and Princes: Social Change and Economic Modernization
n Two indonesian lowns, Chicago, University of whicago Press,
1968, But surikingly, the notion of production has been
used as 'production in general, Earlier Marx and many later
day economic historians have argued that production in general
is a category with which no real historical stage of production
can be grasped, See Karl Marx, Grundrisse, PeIécan Books,
1974, p. 88, To begin with social production in.gheral, and
to proceed then to its direct opposite, consumption in general,
is not a significant step,forward, It replaces one historical
abstraction with another, and ultimately progresses no further
than the abstract ahistorical generalities, See Marx's

Grundrisse for the outline of a historical understanding of
production,
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Himalayan tribes, etc,, which have been,neglécted) he expels the
vpossibility of any serious theoretical rethiﬁking about tribal
formations in Indian social anthropology. The theoretical and
ehpirical state and status of concepts like tribe, tribalization,
de-tribalization, tribe-caste continuum, sanskritization,
révitalizatién (ﬁovements), Hinduisation, Christianization,
ﬁrbanizatioﬁ, identification to great tradition, ste,, so often
used in anthropology need to be properly evaluated before we |
identify priority'areés of research on tribal formation, Furthera
moré, iﬁ is important to identify the theoretical gaps which
undoubtedly impose limits on the nature of our empirical research
and investigation, These theoretical drawbacks and shortcomings
frequéntly lead to an incorrect 'formulation' of facts even when

they are pereeivad,

| The history of Indian tribal formation as is presented

or as is available to us now reflects the history of theorstical
analysis of tribes, The concurrence of the appearance and
disappearance of a new social phenomenon and the attemptlﬁo
understand it is more striking in the éase of tribal formations,
- Leo Huberman fcrmulating this dialectical relatidnship between
social-reality and the theories of éociaty attempteé to ".....
‘explain history by economic theory; and economic theory by
“history,”" For him this “tie up is important and necessary."h
' Hﬁbefman, Leos Mah's Worldly Goods, ﬁeﬁ Deiﬁi; Peoples Pub-

lishing House, ﬁﬁ??T*FFEnggf'”KIEo see Ernest Mandel's

introduction- to Leon Trotsky's The Struggle Against Fascism

in Germany, Pelican, 1975, The hiscory of"?%i&EEET?ETEE"EEe

sameitime “"the inadequacy of the dominant theory of fascism,”
P X1, v




The historical phases of tribal studies in India, one
can argue, reinforces this perspective even clearly, 1In the
formative period (1774-1919) the anthropological orientation of
tribal inventories by British Administratoras crystvallized within
the framework of '4individual, isolated, segmentary' pictures of
thé life and éultures of the respective tribes,- Thisvphase of
Social Anthropology, rudimentary in the form of ethnography,
projected the All India picture of the tribal formation as a mere
aggregation of trepublics' or 'cdmmunisies' or 'sub-nations',

This orientabion; eonditioned by“the colonial policies, coincided ’
ﬁith’the Briﬁishacclonialist regime in India and the disintegra-
tion of the native regimes « the break up of the traditional
feudal estétes; This orientation was determined by the colonialist
interests and further determined the tribal and other social
policies of the government, The studies from 1920-19496 are
strikingly different from the colonial phase, the previous
formative period, In this phase the attempts by mostly Indian
scholars fepresenththe studies of integration of tribes to the

rising nationalist mainstream.7 This orientation later culminated

5. The prominent among them are W, Crooks, H.H, Rigley, J.H,
Hutton, J.M, Campbell, R,3, Lathan, L.S5. 0'™alley, et al,
see Vidyarthi, L.P., op.cit,, p. 37.

6. A detalled indentification of the different phases and the
indication of the rationale of each of these phases in
the tribal studies shall be undertaken in the following
chapters of this paper. - : '

7. Bose, N,X,, Hindu Modes of Tribal A
Ma jumdar, D,N,, A T, , ons tudy in Culture
Pattern, lLondon, 1937; ye, G.S. lhe Scheduled iribeg,
Bombay, Popular Book Depot, 1959 first published under the
title 'The Aborigines sowcalled and their Future' in 1943,

bsorption, Calcutta, 1928;
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in the negation of the 'fragmentary' and ‘compartmentalized'
categcriess for analysing tribal formation and its substitution
by interactional categories like "Sanskritization and Westerni-
.zation",v"libtle and great tradition" and "tribe and caste-
continuum", ete, Since 1950's onﬁards, studies on the tribes

have been more problem~oriented-fesearches of éower structure and
leadership, of the éffect of emerging "economic frontiers” on
tribes, studies to assist tribal development programmes, community
development programmes, studies on processes of change, etc,

These studies were compatible with the post«independenée difficul-
ties of tribal integration and development, Howevér, the present
exigency, in the light of tribal unrests, movements and active
participation in political protests, etc, = reflections of a
deep underlying sqgio~econ9mic erisis has given rise to a concern
among scheiars about the tfibal qu@stion.g Thus our undersgtanding
of the theoretical ¢risis of Indian social ahthropology would

- be an important Qtep towards the analysis of this underlying

socio~economic grisis in the tribal formation itself‘lo

8. 3See 3ingh, Yogendra, "Role of Social Sciences in India",
Socioclogical Bullegin, Vol, 22, No,1, March 1973, p. 2k,

9. See Singh, K.S,, Iribal Situation in India, Simla; IIAS,
Introductory Remarks,

10, The crisis 4n any theoretical thinking does not necessarily
- mean there is a crisis in the object of thought itself., But
in the light of our review, this coincidence in the case of
Indian tribal formation stands out clearly, ~
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Tho task of construetion of a theoretical framework
for &hé study of the Indian Tribal formatvion is twosfold,
Pirstly, the ocutline of the theoretical ¢risis in Indian
anthr@poiog? and secondlyy the understanding of the corisis in
the tribal formation itself, Tho two are organically linked,

It 45 a sheoroticoeempirical critique e & oritique of the way
anthropologlste are perceiving the tribes and the objective
state of the tribua\ahema£1VQs¢11 This aaila for an analysis of
the state and status of the tribal studies and the underlying
theories thereof from the perspective of sociclogy of knowledge,
The 1ink.haznaan the theoretical and conceptual framewnrk of
social anthrayaiagiat§/nmé the historical uonsuncunra of the
sociotios analysed, 1ies in the domain of sociology of knowledge,
Why ha%é social anthropologists posed a set of questiona an they
were? that led them to pase a certain seb of questions and not
. some othera? These are the types of queations which we have

in mind while reviewing the‘literanura en the trive, Though
tho attempt may not claim to be a contribution to sheory, v

is, we hope, a theoretical exegesis.. -

llﬁ’ Seo Gallectti facio “Mﬁrxtsmz sa&en&a or Revolutian?"
in Blackburn, Robin led,), JIdeclogy in So on
Fontana, 1973, p. 373, for 4 ‘ =
meaning of & nheornuinc-empirical erit que,
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CRISIS IN BRITISH ANTHROPOLOGY'?

The quasi-hegemonic ralelB Brihish Social'Anthropolcgy
had had its reverberations felt in Indian Tribal studies for the
past few decadﬁa.la Nevertheless,‘thére has been a considerable
timewlag between the theoretical development of the British
Scheol and the Indian counterpart, In spiﬁe of the fact that
within the British School, there were different currents of .
anthropological theorizations, the major impact was exerted by
AlFunctionalism, Functionalism was distihguished through the
concept of 'equilibrium', which fupctioned as the problematic,

The model of the primitive societies was assumed analogous te

the functioning of a biological organism, (Malinowski -
biological model; Radcliffe-Brown - Model of human body)., Thus

12, British Anthroplogy refers to the anthropological literature
coming from the various departments of British universities
from 1920 pnwards mainly centred arcund the works of Bronlise
lav Malingowki and Radceliffe-Brown; see Kuper, -Adam, :

%g%%!;gelgsi§ﬁ$and Anthropology « the British School
_ -7Z, Penguin Books, 379‘%7"5 ' :

13, "Anthropological studies in Britain grew up in the context
of Buropean and especially British Colonialism as a part of
the colonial situation, Anthropologists for the most part
did not question the colonial situation and the fact that
they participated in it by investigating subjugated proples,
As they took the colonial sitvuation for granted, often
capltalizing on it, and some times actively supporting it,
they did not perceive that colonialism created a colonial -
people - 'the native peoples' - under the economic, poliw.
tical and spiritual domination of an alien power which
possessed and ruthlessly used fhe means of violence against
them," See David Goddard, op,cit., p. 61; also see Gough,
Kathleen, 'Anthropology: éﬁi%&'ﬁf Imperialism', Monthl
Review, Vol. 17, No,11, 1968, -

14, "Thus Indian Anthropology which was born and brought up under
the influence of British Anthropology, matured during the
cons tructive phase also on the lines of British Anthropology...
On the lines of anthropology taught at that time at Cambridge
Oxford and London," Vidyarthi, L.P., op.cit. p. 36, :
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each part of society performed a specific function for the
survival of the primitvive totality, perpetuating the equilibrium.
The perception of social reality primarily crystalllized around
the immediately observable aspect of ritual or non.ritual social
interactions, Thus the functionalists practice of field-work
derived its justification as the supreme téchnique of data

colliection in Anthropology.

ButbAf‘r‘ica' had remained the primary focus of British

Anthropology for a long time,

"Africa remained virtually an academic monopoly
of anthropolegists until the fifties, It was

- also the primary focus of their field reseadrch’
after 1930, 1In 1943, Braunholtz, then President
of the Royal Anthropological Institute, complained
about ‘'natural tendency of British Anthropologists
to study the inhabitance of British colonies,!!
He might well have added ',..s.in Africat,” 15

The major bulk of conceptualizations in British Anthropology
crystallized around African reality, The basis of Fortes' and
Evangﬂkritchard‘s Oppogition between stéte and atatéless socie-
ties.orgégiZed by a segmentary lineage system which became a
classical, anthropological dichotomy ‘('st-ate;/sstateless) was a
typical‘African phenomenon, The studies on the 'dominant

lineage? gfoups was'also inspired by the African tribal phenoheﬁalé‘

15, Kuper, Adam, op, cit., p. 136,

16, Evans-Pritchard, E.E, and Fortes, M, {(eds,) African
Political Systemg, London, Oxford University for
Ingernational African Institute, 1970, Also, Middleton,
‘J, & Tait, D,, (eds.) Tribes Without Rulers, London,
Routledge & Kegan Paul, 1970, .
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Y The study of the Indian gribes had never attracted
the attention of British anthropologists for intensive research
until the pusﬁ;Second World War period, As far as the British
School is concerned, the only department which developed interest
in India, was the School of Oriental ahd'Africap Studies, with
anthropologists like Adrian Mayer and F.G. Bailey, Though,
earlier in the thirties R, Firth and E, Leach had come to Asia,
but it 4s only in the late fifties that works on India appear,
This belated interest of British Anthropologists partly explains
the initial time%lag between the theor§t1c31 development of the
British School and Indian Anthropology.l’ \

In spite of the fact that there is a lag in both the
Schools of Anthropology, the impact and the preponderance of
British School on Indian Tribal Studies cannot be evaluated
without discussing the state and status of British Functionalism,

The present ph&Se in the hiétcry of Functiohalism, provides the

17, The excessive concern of Anthropologists with the caste
system in India is one of the factors which explainsg the
negligence of Tribal Studies. To outsiders, Indian
soclety generated an interest in studies on caste and
the entire Hindu society was equated with a caste society
leaving behind these casteless tribes theoretically :
untouched, Even a recent work by Louis Dumont Homo
Hierarehie§§, Lendon, Paladin, 1972 dismisses any rigorous
study of the exiastence of the idea of hierarchy among the
tribals in India 4n spite of the fact that large sections
of tribes such as Gonds,.Konds, Ranas, Santals and Mundas
are integrated into the caste system on the level of
"clean sudras", See F,G, Bailey Caste and Economic
Frontier, Bombay, Oxford University Press, 1958. Konde
potters, originally aborigines, are now treated as Oriyas
of tclean sudra' status, ‘
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key to the essentials of its theoretical framework and the past

'histery of its grawth.ls

Peter Worsley, R, Needham, David Goddard and W.G,
Runcimaﬁlg are a few prominent among many who explicitly
recognize a ;heeretiéal and practical c?isiszo in British |
anthropology, This underlying erisis is more oftén realized by.
those outside the circle of anthro?ologists and also.among
anthropologists themselves, The following is the basic outline
of arguments put forwafd to substantiate the theoretico-practical
crisis, * (1) British Social Anthropology represented functionalw
ist analysis of f'primitive' societies, The éoncept of "equilib-
ium" was never critically examined, Either it was the 'static
equilibrium? (Fortves, Evans-Pritchard et al) or 'moving equilib-
rium' (Leach ﬁluckmann at al) model of society which dominated,

18, Our discussion of the presenn erisis in AnthrapOIOgy is the
basis of our understanding of the psst history and its past
influence on Indian Anthropology, "Human anatomy contains

ooa ke{ to the anatomy of the ape, The intimations of higher
~ development among the subordinate animal species, however,
can be understood only after the higher development is
already lnown,"” Marx, Karl, Grundrisse, Introduction,
Penguin Books, p. 105.

19, Worsley, P., tihe “End of Anthro ology? ', Paper for the 6th
World Congress o ciology, eedham, R,, "The
Future of Social AnthrOpology: Disintegration or Metamor-
phosis?" Anniversary Gontrihutions to Anthropology,
Leiden, 1970, Goddard, D,, "Anthropology: The Limits of
Functionalisn", 1 in Social Sciences (ed.)
Blackburn, R, Fontana,; 1972, p. 6i. Runciman, W.G,
Sociolozy'in its Placa, ~London, Cambridge Univ., 1970.

s0 see Bana Ji, "The Crisis in Britvish Anthropology”,

New Left Review, 65, Nov.Deec, 1970, p. 95.

20. See Gouldner, A., The Comin Crisis in Western Sociology,
New Delhi; Heinemann, 971, : est exposition of the
concept of terisis’,
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This represented a static analysis of society, Structures were

defined to avoid contradictions, Hig;gfz was expelled apriori,

The study of transition from one structure to another was viewed
j only in an organic avolu#ioﬁary perspective, The idea that

structures might be capable of internal transformations never

existed in their theoretical opticsgzl (i1i) David Goddard
argues that the root failure of functionalist approach, was the

absence of a satisfactory definition of structure,

Instinctively, they have confined themselves

to the appearance of things, never attempting

to analyse the relationships latent in the
things themselves,,., Structure has been
identified with the totality of empirically -
given social relationships in tribal societies,
It is, therefore, a simple and not a complex
notion because it relates directly and virtually
without mediation to the empirical reality of
social life,22

{i14) Peter Worsely has warned

that if Soeial Anthropology continues to uphold
its traditional concern with the primitive, it
must inexorably die out with its subject matter,
though this may take a long time still,,. as
‘primitive! socleties become incorporated into
'developing' nationwstates and aggregation of
nation-states and of ideological, economic,
political etc, entities, often cutting across
nationwstates gf subsuming them within blocks
and groupings,<?.- o

+

21, See Banaji, Jairus, o ‘cit,, 8;v95. Also for a critiqhé of
functional analysis see Carl G, Hempel's "Logic of Functional
Analysis®, in May Brodbeck {ed,) Meadings in the Philosoph
of the Social Sciences, New York; Macmf%lan, 1968,

- 22, Goddard, David, op,cit., pp. 62+63. -

23, Wersley,~?e§g;@.92,cit., quoted by Kuper, op.cit., p. 232.-
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A similar view argues that major bulks of the tribesmen are
~ only peasants, emphasizing the point of extinction of the
legitimate object of anthropological study.

W.G. Buncimen is of the view that social anthropology
ig disintegfating and merging into other social sciences, which
" amounts to mplits within social anthrgpol@gy and the break-up
of the subject along with the transformation of its subject
matter - 'aavages’, The subject.matfer of anthropology is
going“ﬁa’ie the cancérn of burgeoning, regional specialists
1like Africanists; etc. That political énthropology; eccnomié
anthropology, etc., are merging into more stabilized branches
like political science, ecouomieé, and so on. With the conse-
quence that anthrepelOgy as a distinctive branch of social
sciences, is getting subjugated to other dﬂséiplines and losing

ite theoretical status and empirical basige

The abcve.argumehts put forward in the eéxposition of
the crisis both in the theoretical framework and in the practice
of social anthropology for Adam Kuper are not sufficient condi-

tions for the disintegration of Anthropology. To Kuper,

whichever theoretical model. is used, the distinc-
tive anthropological perspective remainss This is
to begin by assuming that the actors' models are
part of the data..., while his (actor's) familiar
routine of participant observation in-closely knit
units must b6 retained,,] “Will have to be combined
with other technigues. “?(emphasis mine)

25. See Kuper, Adam, Opscites De 237,
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The alternative toithe functionalist theory in Anthropology
that'Kuper suggests 1s "e.ees the hew conflict model of the
plural society, which originated in the work of Furnivall, and
Awhich has been deveioped particularly by M.G. Smith, Pierre van
den Berghe and Zeo Kuper,“26 Thug "sese I feel that Social
Anthropology will not be assimilated to any Social Sciences,
including Socioclogy...s that the Anthropologists can hope

that their past achievements do still hold out promise for the

27 have been

future," Some later studies on the Indian tribes
- in the foot steps of Conflict model (the alternative that Kuper
suggests) and a c¢ritique of these studies shall be taken up in
the later part of this paper. However, what is importgnt over
here is the fact that the traditional functionalist approach

in anthropolégy is undergoing a moment of crisis. Whereas

Kuper retains the technigpe, participant observatioh "combined
with other technigues" for the study of the "plural societies" -
he certainly recognizes the socio~historic limitations British
functionalism faces and the inadequacies of the functionalist

theory to explain present historical tendencies.

The present epoch is an epoch of crisis in British
functionalism. The alternative models like conflict models,

ete. y, which are suggested, are for us, symptoms of-this crisis in

28

functionalism. Due to the lag, which we have already mentioned,

27. See Bailey, FuG., Tribe, Cegte and Nation, Bombay, Oxford
University Press, 1060, Caste and the Bconomic Frontier,
Oxford University Press, 1950. -

28. Here we are concerned with functionalism only. However, in
the course of this paper we shall attempt at critiques of
individual studies employing conflict models, etc.



the Indian anthropologists-are yet to realize the symptoms of ~

" such a theoretico-practical crises which British functionalism
131undergoing. The inability to perceive the crisis and hence

a theoretical rethinking to overcome the crisis will raige a
congiderable problem in perceiving the dynamicé of social change

in the Indian tribal formation.

“In the chaptérs that follow we shall undertake a
critigque of the few representative studies on the Indian tribes
in the background of this theoretical discussion. Since the
present critigue has been from the perspective of sociology of
knowledge it will enable us té realize simultaneously the
limitations of the existing tribal studies and acknowledge their
potentiality to contribute to the explanation of individual
soeial phenomens which have unfol@ed'in the tribes under unequal

historiecal circumstances.
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TRIBAL ETHNOGRAPHY IN THE COLONIAL PERIOD

There is a greater commonality on the description
and conceptualization of the Indian tribal realify during the
Colonial period than in the natianalisﬁ»or fhe pcst-independenae
phases of social anthropology. It is only the sharing of a strong

Colonial'orientaticngg $hat such possible consensus in the ethno-

graphies of a wide range of tribes has been inevitable, Thus;

any one of these studies is & representative work, from the point
of view of the sociological perspective and the rationle of this
phase of the tribal studies.

Risley, in The People of India, defines a tribe in
the following ways:

A tribe as we find it in India is a collection of

families or groups of families bearing a common
name which ag & rule does not denote any specifiec
occupationy generally claiming common - -descent Irom
a my%ﬁicai or higstorical ancestor, and occasgionally
from an animal, but in some parts of the country held
together rather by the obligations of blood feud than
by the tradition of kinship; usually speaking the
same language and occupying, professxngé or claiming

< tg o§cupy a definite tract of country‘ emphasis
mine )

29. The orientation of these early ethnographies was adminig-
trative rather than academic or scientific. They were
intended primarily to acquaint the administrator with the
diversity of custom in the different tribes. In spite of
some sociological digressions, by and large the ethnograph-
ies did not deviate from the main task of producing
"compendia of colonial information for the administrator:®
See Dube, S.C., 'Social Anthropology in India', published in
Indian Anthro. logy: Essays in memory of D.N. Ma jumdar (eds.)

1962 ,pd 237.

30; See Risley, Herbert, The,Peo le of India, Delhi, Oriental
Books Reprint {1915 » D» Txactly a similar defi-
nition wag stated by W. Croake in his Natives of Northern
india, London, 1907, pe 36.
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The clear description of tribes, thus define&g lead an independeént
eéxistence, whose conditions many British administratora themselves
“have regarded as ideals The tribes were mostly found in the
hill tracts which are the home of the'moﬁtjprimitivevréces that
fprobably preceded the eéste“31- Unlike the easﬁe baséd |
socicties the dribes were single homegeneaus communities. In
contradistinetion to castes, no aectian of “the tribe ever elaimad
or agssociated with a specific oceupatzon. The conditions of the
hill=countyy, as described by the bulk of tribal inventoraes,
were particularly favourable to the growth of these sélfb. |
independent tribes; Bach narrow valley with terrace cultivation
on the adjoining slopes supported a small number of families,
1solated'from-the outer world, and depending upon their own
labour for all the necessaries anﬁ»mest of the luxuries of life.
The tribals had occupied distinct tracte exclusivély for them=~

selves until lately,BQ

The beginning of the breakdown in the insularity of the
tribes came ag an integral part:of calanizatiaﬁ'duriug the'early
part. of Britishirule. -Opening of new channels of communication |

' increased the volume of ﬁon»tribal_immigratioﬁninto'these regions.

31. “Few pecple in India enjoy a haypier life than the residents
of some of these valleys." W. Crooke,. ati
British_Em;ire':quthe p India, London,

32, For instance, the beginning of Oriya migration from the
plains into Kondmals coincided with the annexation of
Kondmals into the British territory around the middle of
the nineteenth century. See Bailey, F.G., Cagte and

:Eeonamic Frontler, ‘Bombay, Oxford University %rass, 1958

Pe 3E
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Moét of the new settlers carried on profitable trade in the
vhills, The products of the new town-based industries penetrated
$he tribes. Thus the advent of this commercial frontier into a
relaﬁivély simple, self-sufficient tribal eeoﬁoﬁy brought about

a rapid destruction of the tribal self-sustaining formations.

" This digsolution of the %rihalv&nsalgrity culminated in a greater
agpénaanee of the tribals on’ the nan*tribals,.who acquired large
ﬁartionS”of lanéﬂin various réginns of the hills. Thefmore"
tribel production aevelopé&’a commodity eharagtér; the greater
becéme the distance separating the itribes from the maéket, the
nore aépandent the'tribal became oh an intermediaryQ The traders
and;merchan%sg in other words, the settlers® frontier found a
place between the producer-aa&_consumer. ) | ,

This often led to the meréhaﬁt_inducing a ﬁumbér_bf
tribals, who until then produced as tribal, secondary occupétion,
to work for him, making their sescondary into their chief oecﬁpau
tion. Later the tribals were, brought under their command as wage
labourers. To draw them away‘fram their tribes‘éna*fo concentrate
them inia place of v}rérk was a further step. -All that héppened o
in the process wag that these essentially self-sufficient tribes
were'regtrieted-litfla-byvlittlewtg:cne kind of work_iﬁ.whighhthey
beéome:depenﬁent‘enfsel;ing,_aﬂ t@é buyer, the merchant, and
ultimately producedonly for end through him. The merchants
bought their labour originally only by buying their products as
‘soon as they restrict themselves to the proagction bf'this exchange

their labour entirely for money in order to survive, then they came
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under his command, and at the end even the illusion that they

£0ld him products disappeared.

In bad years the tribel's cash.receipts were not
sufficient to cover his requiré&eﬁta of cashihe was, thgrefora,
compelled to horrow. Expleitatien by usury capital was established
on this basiss ZEven in certain areas, under these'newwconaitions,
colonialism incxeaSea the tribals need for casgh directly through
revenue collectinn;BB Besides the triballs payment of taxes and
state revenues he had to purchase not onl& his lusuries but even
those goods which wezre essential to consumption: Parallel to this
in many areas, monsy-lending by non-tribals flourished§4 In these
areas barter was'replaced by payment in cashs The only means
available to the tribal of earning this cash was the sale of his
produets; noty of course, those which he produced in his backward

home=based simple industry, but those which the industry of the

"

33. Por instance in 1765, Shah Alam handed over the financisl
administration of Bengal, Bihar and Orissa to the East India
Company. Since Chotanagpur was a part of Bihar in its
financial administration, its relationship with the Company
started from this time. In course of the Company's rules,
the original annual claim from Chotanagpur was raised first
to B5.14,100 - and then to B.15,041. This territory being
a forested area where there was little improvement in agriculw
ture, it became increasingly difficult to pay such a large
revenue. The revenue from Chotanagpur was congtantly in
arrears. For a brief account of economic history of Mundas
see Bose, N.K.; The Structure of Hindu Society, Bombay,
Orient Longman Limited, 19/3, p. 4%. '

34, "When the Oraon has taken his paddy house, his first business
486 to repay with interest (generally at 55 per cent) to the
'Sahu Mahajen' = the rural Shylock = <the graing he may
have borrowed-from him during months of stress. Besides paddy,

loans thus repaidy an Oraon may have an old interminable
account to settle with the Mahajan or money-lender." See Roy,
Sarat Chandra, The Oraons of Chotanagpur, Ranchi, Ranchi Bar
Library, 1915, ps 128« '
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towns and the settled cultivation of the plains did not produce. >
In this way, the'process of chenge started, éna.large bulks of
tribals were flnally forced to become what we to-day understand
by peasants - pure agriculturlsta. The further he was forced.

into this ag§c1allzation then greater became the subgugatlon of

the hzllSQ‘the<abpde.cf tribes by the plalns,”the centre of their

future administration.

Under,sucn & condition of economic c¢risis, the tribals
whose exastence was Jjeopardized by fundamental changes revolted
during the late nineteéenth century. Some of the tribval revolts
are well known such as Sardar Larai (1885) and Birsa movement
(1895-1900) among the Mundas, Ganganarian Hangema (1832) among
the Bhumij, Kol Rebellion (1832), Santal rebellion (1857-58),
Rebéllion of Kaéha Nagas (1880%'s), Kondmahal uprisings of 1860
and 1862, em..-m ‘

35. For 1nstance, growing turmeric and a Spec1allzed cultivation
of turmeric in the mountain sides is associated with the
Konds in highland Orissa. Over a considerable pexiod of
time it became a convention and tradition that turmeric-
growing is the work of Konds. The settlers, Oriyas, made
their money by trading in turmeric. See Bailey, F.G.,

"Capital, Saving and Credit in Highland Orissa (Inaia)"

in Firth Raymond and Yamey, B.S. (eds.), Capital, Savin
gngBCredlt in Peagant Societiesg, London, ITEen and Unwain,
19 [ p‘u 11 - . :

36. To-day, the tribal research bureaus continue to be situated
in the capital cities of most of the States in India, not
to speak of the AnthrOPOIOélﬂal Survey of Indza which is at
Salcutta = India's leading metropolis.

37. See Sinha, Surjit, "Trzbal Solidarity Movements“; a review
published in Singh, K.S. (ed.) Tribal Situation in India
Simla, 1972, p._410, also L.K. WMohapatra, "social Movements
Among Tribes of India", Singh, K.S. (ed.) Tribal Situation
in India, 1972,p. 399; Hukhergee, P., Hig tor% of Orissa,
Vani-Vihar, Utkal University, 1970, pe« 481; alton,
Descrl tive FEthnology of Bengal, Indlan Studles - past and
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The series of tribal movements and uprisings remained
ag the most vital and necéssary expression of the Socio=ecopomic
grisis which had engulfed the tribes. None of the British ethno-
graphers, take account of tribal movements, revolts or rebellions.
not to speak of the deep undeglying tribal indebtedness and their
socxc~economie ¢risiss Risley, Craoke, Dalton and G'Nalley who
"_account for the ma jor bulk of trmbal ethnography in thia pericd

‘confined themselves to an gealmze ‘portrayal of indmv;dual
trabes. Even if there are references to tribal ‘revalta' or
’;nsurrecﬁions' in Daltoh;.fﬁe treatment af thia syndrame of
social change_remains gporadic and partially toucheds That
the reu¢1tefgou1& be gjétfuctural congequence of the tribal
-gubjugation fallawed?%y'the'saciqéeccnamic crisis, remained
cutsidsftheir questioning. Thuéf'the statieity of their
.aescrip%ioﬁ.expelled‘moVGmanté,épriari.even suppressing the”
‘eémpirical existence and the historical actualities of ‘tribal
movements. If the British ethnographers were 'empiricists' then
they rjemainea unfaithful 4o empiriecal :_fac‘bs@ Tbey failed 'i;o
describe social realities that existeds Thus in the 1¢ng‘£radi~
“tion of British. empiric¢ism, most of them seem un-British. If
they had described only what really existed, the works of many
of them would be far more relevant than what they are to-day.
Often enoagh, the tralition of‘ampiricism has been eriticised for
- ites lack of a ‘theory‘, Iﬁ’that the empiricists did not really
follow a %hecrétieal.éroceﬁure to present their bare fécts and
émpirical aescriptions, As of courge it lss But what puzzles

- ug even more is that many empiriciste fail to record and care
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to describe everything they see. They lack minute and disciplined

observation in whatever they may observe.

‘waever, the only reference to chénge weveomé-across~
4s the SOﬁcalled Toultural’ process of ‘Hinduizatioa' - 0'Malley
and Rigley have referred to Hinduization as an exclusmvely Youltural
tphenomenan" in great details O'Malley observed "Among many tribes
there has been an infiltratlon of Hindus whieh has actea a8 a
solvent upon religacns and social customs and has tended to
disintegrate tribal organization.  Whole tribes or sections.of
. the tribes ha&eVbeén‘coﬁverted into_depressed céates as a result
of Hin&uizatien;"38 In a gimilar vein Rigley wrote, "All over
" India at the_gresen% moment tribes are gradually andvinsensibly
being transformed into castes," From the ethnography of this
 period what emerges is a stfong tendency among almost all the
tribes to embiace Hinduism when they came into cdntact'with ite
As a prominent instance of this phenomenon Bradlewarit mentions
 the casé of the Sentals who have adopted Hindu feéstivals and
customs, though they are "one of the most exclusive of all the
aboriginal tribes end still regard the Brahmin end hia faith
with all their old animosiﬁy;"3§ The reform movement among the
Santals, started.in 1879 by Bagirath wna-callea”upon'taém to
give up eating pigs and fowls and dr;nklng liguor; and to abandon
the worship of their tribal god 'Marang Buru' for that of the ene

38, See G'Malley, L;S.S., In in®g Social Herita e, Oxford,
- Clarendon Press,(1934) s Ds ' :

39. See Bradley-Brlt Cengus of India, Bengal 911,
ps 216. :nss L V4
7L NT sy
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true God; Risley thought that the Kurmis of Western Bengal are
a Hinduized bfaneh of the Santals, whb though very particular
with whom they eat, have no objection to eating cooked rice
with the Kurmis. The Kurmis employed Brahmins for the worship
of their Hindu Gods but not for that of the rural or-family

gaities.

Thus the concept of ‘Hinduization' remained a bare
dascri@tion of the Qultaral‘pr;cess- The s;cial content or the
motive force of Hinduization was never identified. That the
specialigation of certain sections of the tribes on particular
occupations might have been a force contributing to the conversion
to particular castes became jinconceivable in the framework of
British ethnographys. ZEven one might argue that the motive-force
behind 'Hinduization® is: not cultural imitation per se but a
challenge and revoltiagainst the socio~economic deprivation
that the tribals were confronted with. In other words. , it could
be a'cultural camouflage' for latent confrontation for social and
econonmic éoweﬁ.¢° ﬂ |

With respect to the series of revolts, iﬁ tuﬁévwith
- the partiel understanding of the tribal problems the Br&tiéqu
'Governmeﬁt; having failed to repress the militancy of the t&ibals,

| $1 - .
initiated a series of 'protective' legislations. This led to the

40, For a similar critique of Sanskritization, see Harold A.
Gould "Senskritization and Westernization, A Dynamic View",
Economic Weekly, Vol. 13, June 24, 1961,pp.945~50; also see
Singh, logendra, Modernization -of Indian Tradition, Delhi,
Thomson Press, %9 sPe 1de T ‘

414 For.example, the first enactment 1st January 1897 Kondmal
Land Regulation or Article 60, 1936, in Orissa represent
the protective legislations by the British.
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bfficial éategorizatiou\pf tribes as distinct from the Hindus.

In the course of time protective législations did not solve the
pfbblem 6f the tribésa Whereas iﬁlChotaﬁagpur; Madhya Piadesh,
oiiésa iri%eé éoﬁtinued o be dominated ﬁy settlers, in other
areas aach as NEFA, N@ga Hills, etc‘, were virtually cordoned off

from eontaet with the mainstream of Indian civilization.:

The seéio~eeonamic criéis in the tribes, which were
describea tc be nideal” a few years before, never improved and
several conaequencea followed. One of the important cansequences
is the sdcieaeesncmic differentiation even within the tribes. By
1930'3 among the Mundas of Chotanagpur the system of land tenures
was baaea very largely on descent in the male line from the
_erigina; founders of villages, and those who are so descended
had special rights, which weve protected by legislation. There
were two clearncut stratafiaa sections, called 'Khuntka Hidars'
and 'Bnimbars' The former, who were in;a‘minarity, were descend-
ents of tnosalwho cleare& the forest and founded villages before
iandlérds a@péare@ on the scene: the name meant 'clearer of the
jungle'. mheyﬁstill retained full proprietory rights in the
whole érea included within the villege baunéarieSj subjected to
the payment of a fixed quiterent to superior landlerds; and héd
_tenants under them. The 'Bhimbars', on the other hand included -

- not only the descendents of the original settlers and co~proprietors,
‘but also the descendents of those who reclaimed land and formed |
villages in areas where landlords had already acqu;rea proprietory
-rigntS@ CGnsequently they Hdd no proprietory rights but had land
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- either raﬁt free or on payment of a small'quitﬁrent'which could

not be enhanceﬁ¢42'.in apite of amﬁle evidence of différentiatiOn
within the tfibes’and‘the emerging dantradiétibn'betwean'the: 2
tribals and the settlers there is very little mention of thesge
trends in the studies on the tribes during the colcnzal period.

And tribes continued to be conceptualized as homogeneous "collection
of families" or groups without any "specific eecppation" in
ccnt?aaistinctiﬁn to stratified, caste-based aﬁd,differentiated

gocietiess

The only exceptions from the colonial ethnography ‘of

this period are "Mundas and their Country and The Oraons of

Chotanagpur, by S.C. Roys Although Roy quite clearly grasps
tﬁe'coﬁtxadictien between the tribals and non=tribels he does
not provide the causes of such a contradiction. This is partly

because the,ecenomic:histc'; of the Mﬁndés for Roy is more or

less the descriptive poxitico—historlcal acccu:t_of_t A
of these tribee¢ Roy writest '

As we have seen the vital impulse that has hitherta
regulated their tribal 1life and guided their social
development! has been the desire to secure alliance
and concord wherever possible. In most of their
ingtitutions we have seen the social soul striving,

~4in its own way, for union and cooperation within the
clan, the village, the partia or the tribe. ' 4s for

.~ outsiders, Oraon tribal history has naturally made

" this pedple suspicious of all aliens., Although
occasionally in thé past they made fitful efforts to
prevent the spoliation by alien jagirdars and thika-
dars of their rights in land, the tribe ag a whole
before long resigned themselves to fate,?

P See y B5.C.s Dhe Mundag and Their Country, Bombay; Asis
Puhliahang House 1970, D 2 ang also see O'Malley. L.S.S.,
Ina»_rs_SociaIIHerita e,0xford; Clarendon Press, 1975.

43. See Roy, S-Cug The Oraons of Chcta Nagpur, Ranchi; Ranchi
- Bar Library, 1915, : ' '




Phus Roy clearly takes note of the symptoms of the.
crisis such as the.various revolté, the confrontation of tribals
with non~tribals, etc. But the nature of the crisis in the very
structure'ofﬁthe new. relations that had emerged remained unidenti-
 fied aaa-ﬁnspecifieé» ‘Roy's c¢onclusions to the issues emong the
Oraons remained within the British colonialist orientation.

Roy writes: | .
. It was reserved for their British rulefs to introducs
amongst them the shining light of education to quicken
/ - their moral nature, widen their field of zpportunitiae
and give them a broader outlook on life.44

Roy accepted the conseguences of the Britishrule as iﬁevitable

fafttribalauinto.ﬁhristianity;4;. Eventually this led to the
emergence.ef.Eurapean'#issionafieﬁ as a.referanqe group for the
new tribai elite,  This was also the perio&’whéh.liferary‘anﬁ
formal education spread among a section of the tribals, some of
whom moved into the lower echelons of the colonial adminigtrative
 macﬁinexy; This marked tne’emergenea of a minority of educated
tribal elite. | - - | o

‘Characteristically S.C. Roy provides the link between
this phase of %ribal'ethnog}aphy witﬁ the next phase that was
%o mark the begimning of the Indien anthropological tradition.

In describing the culture of a tribe like the Oraons, for instance,

45. See Kurieleno Terhuje, *'The Christisn Church Among the .
Angeni Nages'. K.S. Singh (ed.) ops.cit.s p« 294; also see
Mohapatra, Kulamani, "Chrigtianity in a Tribal Village"
in Bala Ratnem (ed.) Anthropology On the Marchi Social
Sciences Association, 1 s Ds 2o o ' '
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Roy had on the whole under-rated territorial or regional differ-
entiatioasguaﬁd4t:ie§ to present a qpmposite picture of 'Oraon |
Gulture'; which did not actually apply %o any particular section
of the tribe which lived as a ‘cammunity‘, and was separately
1dentifiable either in space or in times Hov owevery Roy.s study g
may be viewed to be in the middle range between descriptive macro
level ethnography on the one hanﬁ and intensive, microscopic study
on the other; In this phgse of tribal studies Roy had undoubtedly
bqueﬁ'new ground by realizing the importance of a historical |
aceount in an apﬁreciation of a tribe's culture, even though,
- this ﬁistory'was a poiiﬁiaoﬁadminis%rétive account of the tribe.
The tradition of intensive fieldwork imia particular tribe that
was to follow the earxly phase of ethnography may be summarized
in fhe'follaWing rafiecﬁﬁon of N.K. Bose on S.C. Roy's intellectual
resilience. | |
To th;s extent he paid a hamage t0 the functionalist
" school by his confession to the present writer a
‘fow months before he passed away that if he were to
" be.given the chance of living his 1life over again,
he would disregard all the ethnographic accounts
-which he had written in the past. Instead he would
busy himself in a small village of a small region,
and ‘study in miecroscopic detail how the 1ife of the
community was build up, as well as the culture.
This desire to engage in a new adventure of intensive

microecopic was pruof of his suparb intellectual
resilience.46 _

46§' SaeiBase, gng,IIntraduction to S.C. Rey's Stud e _3
‘ A 4



| EARLY WORKS OF SOCTAL ANTHROPOLOGY ON THE INDIAN TRIBES

Whereas the fivst phase of tribal studies could be
\aistingmished‘by‘éthﬁography, the second phage which almost
coincided with the béginﬁing of Anthropology as an academic
'dmsczyline in Endian unmversities47 may be termed as the phase
of early Soczal Anthroyolagy on. the tribess There is, however,

1993 obvious difference betweenvthe first.an@ the second phase
of tribal studies. 'Itvcannat be said that the first phase is
puréiy descriptive whilevﬁhewsecona ig analytic aﬁd,cencernadv
with prablemgﬁ The difference is rather one of degree:. The
'earlier cenceptﬁ of athnographers ‘Were no morse than econveying

the social and cultural picture of tribes. The studies in the

second phase, when more Indians entered the field, have followed

~earlier model and produced comprehensive volwmes on iribes as
well as individuel tribes, but have done more than that. For

thegse social ahthropolagiste the priority«mas ta'eonfine to

47. The process of acceptance of anthropology ag an academle
discipline in Indian universities came as a very slow
process, The first autonomous department started in
1920 at Caleutta University. Then short courses in
anthropclogy were developed at different universities
as a part of the curricula in economics, political sclence,

_philosophy, sociology, etcs - The department at Lucknow |
University was the gsecond in the country to have instituted
the second cheir of professorship. Seée, MNe Srinivas and
M.N. Panini, 'The Development of Sociology and Social
»Anthropology in India', Sociolo ioal,Bulletln Delhi,
Journal of Indian Sociological Soc Ls

" Septe 1973 :




those particular tribes which helped them tp recognize few

common issues and problems of gereral reference. Often there
were attempta»ta-understand not only a particular tribe, but

even a segment within a tribe, never been tempted to portray all
they could of their chosen tribes for personal observaetionsi
Thié theoretical ofientation crystallized within the framework
offunctionalism but never reached the functional rigour of
analysiss Though it is diffieulf to say that the studies between
1919 %0 1949 could be categorised into this phase yet for all-
-analyti&al conveniences one can identify the rationale in the

writings of this period.

)

This phase in its development, charécterizéé by the
beginning of detailed monographic studies of individual tribes,
mostly through an%hrapelogical fialdwork,ana enquiry, was also
detemminad,hy'the'social milieu and the need of the historical

conjuncture as it were. The earlier accounts of tribes, insuffi-
| cient in,their understanding of the social structure wereinever
adequate for an intensive understanding of the problems and issues
involved. :This demandeé the need for detailed studies of tribal
groupss In thig phase the earlier clasgificatory scheme of
various tribes with reference to "common descent from a mythical
or historical ancestor® was often replaced by distinctions baged
on the nature of the social organization of the tribes such as
hunters, fishers and gathérers, nomadic groups, shifting culti-
vatbré,'yeasants, artisans and castes or even on an appreciation

of the territorial or regional differentiations as a basis of
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classification. Pérhapsﬂthe most érasial difféxence between
the first and the second phase lies in the fact that the latter
identified iﬁdiviéﬁal éﬁlfﬁreé not as ieclatea eﬁﬁiﬁi@s rather
as a part of the total Hindu fold which were evidently inter-
linked with the other sections of the Indian population. This
perspective ﬁas'a natural expression of the rising nationalist
movement- in India. The most representative of this period is

.8+ Ghurye's Scheduled¥ribes, first published as The Aborigines

soscalled And their Future in 1943, This book was recognized

widely as a major breakthrough in anthropological studies on the

‘tzrijbés,;“

~ Though the perception about the tribes during this
phase transcended the earlier conception, the tribes being viewed
ag the aborigines of the tracts which they occupied, their

';éble,;t c remained the phenomenon of 'Hinduization'. Ghurye

criticised.many British ethnOgraphers.for their degial‘af the
fact that tribals are a part and parcel of Hindu civilization.
Ghurye wrote, "the so—éalle& aborigines.Who'ferm the bulk of the
- schedule tribes and have been designated in the Census s

48, 1'His treatment of the problem is fairly exhaustive and the
views marked by him mark a sharp departure from the conven=
tional anthropological approach which looks upon the tribes
as an isolated social entity... It must be said to the
eredit of the author that unlike many anthropologists who

- get lost with thelr anthropological excursions, Prof,
Ghurye has viewed the problem from a broad, national
perspective.? See Mehta, Uday, in Seminar (Bombay)
October 1960, quoted in some opinions on the book
?chadule Tribes, Bombay, Popular Prakashan, Third Edition,
1305y De - .



=30

animists are best described as backward Hindus."49 (emphasis

mine) lGhurye digcussed the agsimilational strains and stresses
 proEgB;y from a different angle than Elwin had dones Elwin had
.ﬁistinguished three sections ciitribea with respect 10 fheirj

- degree of Hinduization; first such sections as the Raj Gonds

| and others who have suécessfully‘fought the~battle, and are
reeognized aS'members of fairly higﬁ status within Einau society.
Secendly, the large maas that has partially Hinduized and has
come into close rcntact with Hxndus, and thirdly the hill |

sectzens, whlch "have exhibited the greatest power of resistance
to the alien cultures that have pressed their border. w50
Elwin had éarlier found a great difference between the two classes.
"The second class has suffered moral depression and decay as a
result of contact from which the third class has 1argelyvbee§

free 2 Elwin had sdentified the canses of the depression in
-the second category of tribals as being hainly twofold as far as
contact with Hindus during the British days are concerned.

Firstly, thaulos;rhf”theirrlane, lowering their prestige and

selfﬁconfidenée. Thé first cause had received attenfion from
many scholars and was a wide ranging phenomenon which occurred
lately in spite of the protective legislations. Conventionally
 a'lat of prestige was attachadftb land smong many tribes, thus

trangfer ofvland'to outsidars lcwg;gd not only the economic but '

49. uhurye, G.S., ScheduledTrmbes, BOmbay, Popular Prakashan,
1963 ? p‘ 200

50+ Elwin, V., Logeooflﬁerva,'p. 1.
51 Ibig vy P 2e
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also'thé social status of the trivals, The second cause
according to him was the short and transitory nature of the

contact with Hindu religion. Under such circumstances "the abori-

ginal becomes ashamed of hig own faith,'but has no chance to
learn ancther « and the decay of religion is the result;"53
Ghurye accepted the former ﬁause as an inevitable condition

and premise of Hinduization. He took note of a number of tribals
who 1o$t:théir‘laﬁd t0 the Hindua@ Some of them were fairly good
agriculturists of the usual sort; carried on crude cultivation

of the shifting variety. But this loss of land was largely an
incident of conguest or a result of the favour of ruling families
and later the British administration to séttlers from plains.
With respect to’EIWAnia description of the second cause of
tribals moral degradation, Ghurye almost rejected this as being

a very marginel phenomenon,

Ghurye!s model of analysis remained one of integration
as against the iéalationist or atomistic model of earlier o
ethnagraphers; He viewed %he integration of the tribes_into fhe
main fqlﬂ of Hiﬁdu society as being an,inevitable need of thé
national issue. - According to him, in the pfeuBritish'era; the
| contact of the Hindusiwith the tribes grofited.the'tribes greatly
even in spite of the tribals loss of land to the Hindus. The _
tribals in all probabi;ities got their knowledge of agriculture

52+ "Ag theifull rights of citizenship in a tribe, however,

- are attached to property, the Konds are as & rule opposed .
to the practice of land selling." (T.J. Matby), The Ganiam
Dis?g%ct'wanual {ad.) by GeD. Leman, M.C.S« Madras, 1882,
Pe 1274

53, V. Elwin, op.cites; ps 36



from the Hindus, The Hinduized ones almost began %o like

gsettled 1ife,@and.a3'a'result of the'éreation of complex wants
gome sections became far more steady and mobile labourers than
xhey.ever-were~in;ﬁheir‘original surroundings. Ghurye argues
that some of them no doubt must have lost their moorings and

nust have been cowed down by the "superior labouring cépacity

and staying power of the Hindus they came into contact withe"

But Ghurye does not considér thip to be a general'pheﬁomenon &0
as t0 cause a moral degradation among the tribals: He considered
the possibility of the less sturdy ones being succumbed under

the stress and stréin-of.fﬁe né& situation. Whereas, there were
others, according to Ghurye, who despite their loss of land, went-
on warking.asvfarm labourefs and on the whole were better "fed
than their oongene?S'Who retired to thefhills.and forgsta." Thus
in Ghurye's integration approach Hinauiéafion functioned as an
inevitable ana,ariositive phengmenon from which the tribes
ultimately profited a great 3331'54 The process of Hind@ization
whichrresulted in the entrance of tribals back to the.lbwer
eehelohs of tge Hindu casteabasgd_hiergrehy,«thus;justified the
slow process of an ongoing inﬁegraﬁinn(of these segments of the
Inéien'pcpulatibn into a larger Hindu cultural order. Ghurye
disfingaished three views on the solution of the problem of the

tribvals {(a) No change and revivalism, (b) Isolationism and

54. "It 15 seen from the descrzption of the life and conditions

‘ .0f.a number of the go=czlled abormginal tribes of various
 temperaments, and different reactions towards the Hindus,
that most of them have profited by their contact with the
Hzndus " Ghurye, G.S.) og.catc, pe 57,
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preservation and (c) Assimiletion, Ghurye criticised Elwin's
attitude towards the tribal reform movements as'"preserving>
tribal cultures as they are or as they were." Elwin desired to
;ee the tribes protected in their interests and also stabilized
in their old tribel culture. He was, according to Ghurye, both

a no changer and a revivalist.

»Ghurye also criticiged thé British policy towards the

e

" majority of Indien tribes which was in its essence isolationist

: % as “segregating the tribes." He particularly
criticisea Huttan who lamented the credgtion of new wants in the
tribes that dri&e the more enterprising pebpie to geek gainful
wérk outside and the introduction of money economy as they lead
to 'rapid' change in values vHuttan,in‘mosi of his pronounce~
men%ssﬁ cé‘the subject desired that no change should be brought
about by éatsiaersq - Because in that case it came about too
guickly for it to be smoothly adopted. Segregation, Hutton
argued, would provide that optimum of protection which would
eliminate this chance of rapid an&_discamfor%able changes

Ghurye criticised57 Hutton's imolatioriist attitude. And again
recognized that Hutton uﬁlike‘Elwin is by no means a no~changer,
but wh§ believed that isolatidn will alone procure the necessary

conditions of a mmooth,not a rapid change.

_ 55. Ghurye, G.S., gpscite, p3 173a

" 56, Hutton, J.Hi, "The Connection of Difficult Nagas and Other
Tribes in Assam." Census of India, (1921), 1923, Vol.3,

PP. XXi~XXVia = =

57+ Ghurye, G.S., opscits, ps 163,
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In contradistinction to revivaliam and ieolatiéniam

~ Ghurye opts for gssimilation aend integration as a solution %o
the tribal @roblems.almost in tune with the atmosphere of Indian
gtudies in this phase of nationalist emphasis on 'integratiqh?,
Strengthening ties of the tribals with the non-tribals was
suggested for the major problems of these backward areas. How '
such integration may be brought about was left as a matter of
practical administration. Nevertheless, what was believed to be
important is that the theoretical background can be provided by
brief but iﬁtegrataﬁ account of the social an&ucultufal.life of
the tribalsiﬁg Not only was integration the practical solution

to the tribal problem but integration functioned es a theoretical
premise to understand the social structure of the tribes.

| In the first place Ghurye justified substantively that
it is not necessary to call the tribes aborigines in order to

get their claim for social treatment recognized. He wrote:'#To
adjuest the claim of the different strata of the Indian society on
the ground of the antiquity or comparative modernity of their
settlement in India’is a frightfully difficult task, which, if
undertaken, will only let loose the forces of disunit ."6QGhurye
emphasised the unity by identifying the gimilarity of a‘large
number of important problems of tribals with that of the non=

tribals., He identified that the problem of land and its proper

58. For an outline of the rationale of the nationalist current
in Indian Social Sciences, see Singh, Yogendra, "The Role of
Social Sciences in India." Sociolpgical Bulletin, Delhi,
Journal of Indian Sociological Society, 1 rch,

59» G-hurye, GasSe ’ w’ 3 P 207.
60. Ibid., DP; 13« ‘
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cultivation is very largely.the samerfar’a large section of
Indian yoPulatleh;'Whéthér'aboriginal or non~tribal. The large
sections who derived their subsistence through agricultural 4
pursuits were exploited in various paasible ways by maneywlenders,
absentea land;crds, rack-renters and middlemen. Ghurye believed
that a11 the peopla who ﬁere thus being,exploited'were realiy
backward, The identification of the commonality of the problem
regarding land whieh also explained the tribal isgues was for the

first time identifieﬂ and explained.

Ghurye's approach seems to be influenced by the broad
framework of ecoﬁamic nationalism which culminated in the first
aecadQAQf this century in the writings éf'lndian.Naﬁianalists'51
At this time, wiih_respect to the peasantry, the netional 1eaders
cpntiﬁuously, and ih the énd with some success, agltated for
lbweiing of land revenue aﬁd for ité.permanent settlement. Many
of thenm élsc rleaﬂed for safeguards against tenants bheing rack=
rented by landlords. .5, Ghuzrye, N. K. Bose and D.N, Majumdar
adopted the natienalist approach towards development and general
welfare of the cammunzty as a whole of which tribal welfara was
only an integrated part. The tie~up of the problems of the tribes
with that of the 1arger seetians of the Indian society wag
characteristie of this nationalist approach. Their primary
cancern was with aspects which were related to the problem ef
develapment and welfare in general and not with partzcular advance*

ment in any isolated trabe or even tribes per ge. They in & way

61+ - See Chandra, Bipan, Rige and,Growth of Economic Nationalism
gn Indla, PPH, 1966.
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refused to examine differenﬁ'aspecta of trival life in iéolation
from the central question of mational identity. Thus, it is not
a coincidence that many anthrepolegmsts hereafter took inﬁerest
in the study of caste, religion, village communlties, etcs Thls
ehangea the traditional conflnement of anthroPolegical regearth
in India %o study of tr:bes geare& 1argely t0 needs of adminig-

tra'tiam 1

| Thé'early and even later writiﬁés of N.K. Bose and
'D;Nf ﬁgjﬁmdér are éttemp%s which aré gimilar to Ghurye's under-
stahding of the tribal integration into the Hindu fold. 1In his
later writings N.K. Bose has amphasised'a great desl. on the V1
problems of National integration, even after lndependénce,
Ghuryeis OWﬁ‘Writinge such as Whither India. (1974) and Qgggg;
Tension_ i¥_India {1968), etcs, in spite of being published much

later continue $o persist with the model of integratlon and
agsimilation of Hinduiam by ‘the tribes.

The approach certainly transcended the weakness in
most of theléarliertribal atudies that described their units
'of abservatian in an isolated frame of reference. Tribes were
viewed often as indepenéent unitsfand deseribed as self-contained |
cﬁltures, without adequate consideration of their vital links
with ethér %ribes an& the Hindu péasantry; "What'eXisﬁed Was
hriaﬁ‘agﬁounfa of the procéss of Hinduization, In contradistince
t;on, K.X. Bose devoted a separate gstudy, for the study of Hindu
methods of tribal absarptzon in ?941Q Ghurye deliberately refused
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an itemised description of aspects of tribal culture which

limited the scope'fer understanding their unity.

This perspective, essentially dlfferent from the |
earlier, mede them ignore other aspects of contemporary reality.
The hrnllianee of their grasp of thefessentzal problem of tribes
areose fram the fact that they facuseﬂ their attention on the .
integratlon of tribes to the larger Hindu society. But then
precisely for that reason the weakness - the analysis of the
trlbes internal structures tended to escape their attention.

An analysis of the emerging forces of differentiation, internal
stratification, occupational palarization; and the emergence of
thglﬁpglisﬁ-edugated trival elite within single tribag wag never
écnsiderea important: They aid not realize that even within the

framewerk cf their approach they could have analysed far more

~scientifically the differentiation in the internal structure of

the tribes themselves and the conflicts and contradictions bound
up in that structure. This remeined the major theoretical weal~
ness of'the integrationist persyective in the nationalist phase

as well as of the descrzptive ethnography an the calonzalist

phase,
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CONTEMPORARY STUDIES ON THE TRIBES

Studies on the tribes in the postwindependence period
have covered larger areas of anthropolagical investigation and
have been emp;rically exhaustivea The research carried on in

‘-this peried hag bean extensive thus surpassing research in the

| ;earlier two phas&s of_tha tribal studiess However, it 15
important to poté that the study of transition and ehange in
the‘trihes beéoﬁé ag strategic in thismﬁeriod asg the study of
trlbal staticzty and insularity wag in the calenlal periad.

Social anthropologzsts beginmto concern with matters of change.

at the very time in the history of tribes when change becomea

a prcblem; Théy aa so when répiaiy incréasing inaustrializatian
and urbanizatlan has already threatened the growth of these
'essentially tribal and agrarxan formations. And the process of
uneven éevelapment in Indian economy pasats the underdeveIOpment
of these backward regiona in its most eomplex form. Such hzstori-
cal:relativity in the theoretical interests of Indian anthropology,
however, does not seem to preclude continued closeness to ground
~plan for policy orientation. The British followed a state pelic&
- which wag in its vexy esgence traditionally pluralistics Ana’
thelr orientation towabds tribal. staticity was as consistent for
the triﬁés under their empire as the preseﬁt attitude of socio-
cultural chanée ig for the tribes under thé.modern indian State..

In a way, studies iﬁ'this period are as varied as
the varied array bf.tribes‘thatvéreiin Indias Iﬁ ahofher way,

the theoretical perceptions are as different as the anthropologists



+that havw.atuﬁiﬁﬁ the tribeé. Yet there is one unique umblical
_ c?érd, however, that binds bulk of the anthropological treatises
'of'%his periods It is the anthropological concern with the

rncessé;_o;,chan e in the tribes that marks the rationale of

this lagt period in the hlstcry of tribal studies.' Any systema-
tic categorization of‘the wide array ofutribal studies in ﬁhia
phase to distinctive anﬁhropological perspectives will mean
,idsntafzeatzon of the medes of their enquiry into the process of
change. Two substantive ways of viewing changes in the trlbes

are eansgstently pursued, such as gtructural~functaonal and
2

cu;tgral.analys;s of change.
"S;‘G'SravaataVa,

The Tharut A\Stu i .Gultur%l anam%es,'
Agrey Agra Univ. P ' ; andeibaum,
World and the World Vzew of the Kota', M, Marriot (ed.),
, Indin, Chicago, Chicago Univ. Press, 1955; also

Lec ogy Credit and Culture in g Nilgiri Village! in-
M.N. Srinives {ed.), India's Villages, Bombay, Asia

Publishing House, 19555 also 'Polyandry in Kota Scczety'

';.American Anthropologist, 1938, 40, pps 574-583.

BvMar in Orans, The Santais. L.P. Vidyarthi, Cultural contours
rlbal Bihar, ﬁaicutta, Punthi Pustak, 1965 ‘ ,

Ogear Lewis, "Peasant culture in Iﬁﬂl& and Mexicoa A Compara-
tive mnalysis" in M. Marriot {ed.) op.cit.; Surjit Sinha,
Trlbe, Cagte and Tribe Paasant Ocntlnuum in Central India,
M

India, 1965, 45(1) E . 58-83. Sachchidananda,Culture
"Tf_frlbalvB har, Calcutts, Bookland Private LtH.,%QEZ

‘rcnc,er" or ay, Oxfcrd Uani Prass ‘ i aghe
,anEAEaiIGn, Bombay, Oxford Univ. ?ress, 1960. ‘En 5r§§a

HiIT Villsge" in M.N. Srinivas (ed.) ope.cit:; "The Scope

of Anthropology in the Study of Indian Society", in T.N.
Maden and Gopal Saran (eds.)}, Indian Anthro olo : Egsay  in
Memory of DN, MaAumdar, Bombay, Asia ishing House, 24
‘ : T fe'!, in Pheodor Shanln (e&.) Peagants
and Peasants Sacmetzes, Penguan, 1970,

T¢Bs Naik: Impact of education on the Bhilg; Cultural Change
in the tribal l1life of lMadhya Pradesh. Research Programme
Committee, Planning Commigsion, New Delhi, 1969._TheA.hil
& _study, Delhi, Bharatiya Adimjati Sevak Sangh, 1950.
f, uj Maris , Tribal Research Institute, Chhindwara, |

Arora, Iribe, Caste and Class Encounter, Hyderabad;
Administratlve Sta ollege, p.
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‘E‘.G. Bailey's "Tribe, Cagte and Nation" together with
his other publieations on the trlbes and peasants in Central
Orissa represent the giructural-functional approach to the study
of changes in the tribes, Bailey's focus remained the particis
patién of Xonds in the three sociéeﬁolitzcal arenas: the way |
they carry on some of the features of the tribal way of life,
their increasing participation in the Oriya Caste sb@iéty, and
the begiﬁniﬁg of their endeavour to enter the larger dgmpcratic’
pality,§3,jBailey'a,peint of anelysis is the meeting place of
. threewaifférenf'f&nﬁtioﬁal systems: the tribal gsystem of the
Kcnés,’oriyé Society based on caste, the modern economic,
political an&.a&ministrétive.sjs;emaé Bailey finds d;fferent_
rules app?apriéte to each arené énd he also ais¢ovefsfsituatians
through his case study technique, where Konds find themselves

troubled and unclear as to which mode of behaviour is appropriate,

Bailey emphasiées the fuﬁctibnal éifferénées between
tribal and Oriya societies in their SDOiQ*pOlltical structures.
According to him, Tribal lands tend to be vested in clans: the
kinsmen of a ¢lan together share a productiva terrxtorye This
land~clan nexus is singled . out as the, mein &iffering feature -
between tribe and sata. The Kondsg haveelocalizgd glans. "Member—
ship of the clan is, under this syétem‘a'¢pnditianfp£_hélding‘ana
exploiting land in iheLélatherﬁiﬁqmy. A right to lend is not

63;/'399 F-Ga Balley,,mriba _CasteAand ‘Nation Bombay, Oxford
University Press, 1960, - Some Konds ultimately
wanted to “"reach the toy by beéoming the member c£ the

Sta%e Legiglatlve Assembly."

s |
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achieved by subordination to anyone élse; but. by equality as
a kinsman¢"64 o | |

Direct access to land, according to Bailey, is the
prime'test of tribal organization. The larger the proportion
of a given group in Indla that has direct access to land, the
closer that group is to a tr;bal kind of organization. vConveraely,
Baiiey concludesy the larger the proportion of those in a group
whosé,right to land is achieved through a dependent relationship,

the more does that group maintain a jati organization.

To Bailey, another difference between tribe and caste
organization in political arena lies in the mode of incorporating
-new groups, whether migrants or allies. The tribal Konds incor-

porated new groups haltingly, oc¢asional1y by making them intd |
fictive kinsmen; they could cooperate effectively with agnates
and affines but could not readily deal with non«~kinsmen. The |
Oriya villagers had no such difficaltiea; they could have
economic, political, even religious eoliabaration with others

witholt disturbing the kinship spheres of their jatis.

Thus, the'éhanges in the tribal orgenization anticie

- pated by the impact of Oriya caste society are from av'segmeﬁtaryf
'te,an"organie'"social organization. Tribal societies‘wera.ﬁore i
s@gmen%ary. Tfibes men viewed component groups of their society

‘ap more autonomous, viewing each group as similar in funétiaﬁ'
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and status to any other segment of the tribal society., Caste
societies tended to be more “6fganicﬂ where each caste is part

of an organic whole: its members provide necessary, specialized
funictions for the whole. Each unit is nét taken to be autonomous
or‘neeessérily equal ta.any other. The changes from a "gegmentary"
to an "organic" social érganization oceur 4n the Kond tribes |

'in a dual processs. Firstly, the shift fd the traditional caste
-gtandards and sapbndly the adaing changés‘tawards modern,
especially political organization like the larzer state

machineries.

Bailey draws our attention to the tribal association,
 'Kui Samaj*f65 which attempts to do for all the Konds what the
Griyé easté assaciationé,were frying t0 ﬁerforﬁ; It reforms the
Kond customs andlpaves the way for #he political ﬁeight of the

Konds in the state politics.

Théngg;tgra; a'_roaéh which may be represented by the
studies by Martin Qransg Surjit‘Sinhay Vidyarthi and others
emphagises oﬁ‘the culturel spheres of distinection batween'tribesv

~and the Hinéu cagte organizations and thereby the evaluation of
the.cultarai chgngesfin the tribes. The changes Orans noted,

_ particularly amaﬁg Santal industrial workers in Jamshedpur was
fundamentally}an inoreased emphasis on work, study and Pank

-attainment and & concomitant dis?auragemeﬁt of 'pleasure's The
_Santals were taking on the attitudes and values‘of coﬁtemperary
ig&ian ci?ilization_even as they were Vigoriausly'rejeeting the

“traditional symbols of Hinduism.

65. Kui is the language in Kond tribes.



"'ﬁﬁrjit Sinha, in his series of writingssé‘describes_
how most of the Bhumij trivals had gone far,towards becoming
Kahatﬁiyaa,anﬁ had coﬁvinced themselves that they were Kashtriyas.
Thﬁagh theif'laaderé realized %hg? the traditional Kshatriys way
was no longeflihe bést means of éacial advance, soAséme decided
that there was ﬁcra Yo be gaine& if Bhumi] declared themselves
to be tribesmen fundamentally altering the nature of their
earlier tribal 1&entity. Their new political ways nevertheless
have & good deal in common With the programme of ritusl reform
 1ike the Semtals. Both assume a desire to rise higher in a ’
wider society then just that of their particular tribes. They
require moéeration¢ discipline, postponement of immediate grati-
fication.. The pationalist dispensation demands quite as much
discipline as 4o the caste standarde, but this discipline ig
directed more to acaquiring education thén to regulating diet
and to aevalgping §ciiti§ai rbiéh rathqr‘than to separating

gexusl roles,

66+ See Surajit Sinha, 'The media and Nature of Hindu Bhumi?
Interactions', Journal of the Asiatic Society, 1957, 23{1),
"Changes in the ycle of Fesgtivals in Bhumij Village",
Journal of Social Research, 1958, 1 (1), ‘Agrzcultural
Urafts and Weekly WMarket, South Manbhum!, -dournal of
Anthro»ologlcal Survey Qf indis, Calcutta, 1961, 1

and also 'T. ;agte and Tribe~Peasant Ccntinuum in Central

Indla' man in India, 1965, 45(1) |




 Tne.Bhumij9:aecording to Sinha, Want_to,be clasgified
- as a tribe but do not aim ta~revert,%c a previaus state of
tribal isoiatign'and cul%ural separation. They begin to push
zealously zhead toward seculaf‘gain and wider social advamce-
ment. These goals were introduced through the Bhumij Rajas
“and were later reinforced by sectari&n»gurus. The holy men,
who thought they were 1ifting the immortal souls of their
follnwers, alaa sharpeneﬁ their materlal embitions by opening
a wider worldd for thew; These ambzt;eas were further heightened
among those who received some modern education, who are urging
the tactical shift to tribal classification within theesame

strategy of cultural mobility.

?_The eultﬁral épproach in ité theoretical orientatioﬁ
has a relatively narrawvfoeus; It éeals with séleétive cultural
categories and the praéesses of chénge in them. 1% empnésiées
upon the primacy of cultural forms aqd their impact on the other

dependent social imperative.

The cuituralists have been ébncernea with what may be
termed as a 'tribal character', the values, and attitude patterns.
Aﬁd on this 5uild'up éypolcgieal constructions such as tribe=
Jati contirmaum, etc., which fgcuésing upon . the faxmal aspéets
of tribal culture reduces ali,tribal'societias to & common
denominator and treats them as if they all had the same struce
tural éynamlcs and potentiality of internal change. . The concept

of cultural change in the tribes may be criticised for its
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obvious lack of focus and s?ecifieity. Despite the fact that the
multiplicity of definitive traits lie in the variety of causal
cultural re;amicnships suggested,the inevitable weakness lies in
" their lack of s&ggestidn ag to whichftraits wou1d be considered
as causes, which as effects and under what circumstances and
historical situationss ”Tribal culture is viewed as a ‘web!
or‘a‘netwerk.inﬁependeh% of the socdial QrganizationS‘aﬁﬁ '
higtorical situatiohs, without evefrposing the‘queatianvof
‘predominance of defmite cultural traits and their inter-

dependent connotations with cther traits in the same culture.

The.culturalists’ emphasis on fusion of the traits
of a caste with that of tribal culture explains causation
through external contacts which lead to the diffusion of new
roles and values in the tribes.’ éhange here implies heterogenetic
change. The contribution of 1ntra~cultura1 elements to change
remains outside their theoretzcal optics. Even the trihal
sogcieties which‘have been influevicing each othexr fer hundreds of
yéars and bﬁ'b of such intez;action;s any possibility of conflict

or contradiction 1eaaing to ehange is virtually treated as non-

On the other hand, the fanétionalist analysis of.social
chenge in the #ribésﬁisifbunded on a deep-seated inability to
distinguish between the viaiﬁle fiéld of rituai‘or‘non#ritual
social in%eraetiansvand the inner structure of the formation,
between antegonisms on the surface of the social field (Baaley's

competition among actors for power) and the historical contra-
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dictions bound up in that s%fuéfure itself, Thus gtudies on
tribes expelled history apfidrig and %hé justification offered
was thai'thé—bnly‘élterhativé to eultuialists wag inductive

| functibnal‘stuéiés. The use of conflict m0d91 is implicit in
Bailey’s treatise of socio—pelitical ehange among the Konds of
Orissa, Here conflict becomes the normal process of society.
Pclitiés becdmea the competitian for command over rascurGES.

The priﬁarj focus of analysisllies on conflict and not on the
pro@esﬁes 6f historiéél changé. And again, aecording to‘Bailey,
not all canflzets effect socmetal change because many eonflicts
are ‘scaled off? though few might develoP into contradictions

and be pusned_fur%her‘toveffect changes? But wnth Eazley
'Structure’ is defined to exclude contradictions,’! just as the
éultural;sts defined tribal c@lture as having no germs of
orthogenetic changes in their?own recalmss Hence both have limited
theoretical power to explain ehangei in making a functional
analysis the elements of séciaﬁ cantexté‘abstracted are those of‘.

coherence and continuity. The relationship between the aifferent

roies are part of one structure only in so far as they either
reinforce one another or at leést do not in the end contradict
one anothers Such a 'structure’ of the funetionaliéts c&ntaina
rules for the res\lution of,coﬁélictg Often enough, confliet

plays an. impcrtant and crucial part in paintaining bhe structqre.

Bailey cztes the sxample of caste and trlbal;pouncils.or

b7s "A Structure as I am uszng the word cannot be self-destroying
See F.G. Bailey, op.cit.y p. 152
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associations which meet to settle éonflidts betWeen iineages.
So confliggfin one group nay bring into force the malntcnance

of stabilzty in a 1arger grcap.

' Yet,Bailey's unit af analysis remains to be thé actors

- Society remains an ér&na, l¢esy a mere aggregation of individual
‘actors. All members of society are actors who are wltimately
power seek&ng.and trying to a§quire command over resources and
‘other mens; Thus, logically fﬁllcw conflictsy; disputes and
competitionis which underlie the functionalist's entire enalysis.
Bziley gives ug ample examples of conflictis aﬁong Kond c¢lans,
between Konds and Oriyas and individual lineages,-etcb But the
historical éignificaﬁce of these eonflictﬁal situations remains

to be examined,

In both, the functionalists (F.G. Bailey et al) as
well as culturalists (Martin Orans et al); the idea that

structures or cultures may be capsble of ggjernal transformationg
is’unthifﬁa%le; Changes induced by a compulsion lccated in

their own realm, or that the stuﬁy of transition from ane A
structure to anather might be a . legitimate theoretlcal pnrsuit

is thus unfhinkable from such ‘theorizations., Yet, the

functional/cultural Syndrame of analysis of chdnge, however,

independence which has often enough restraeted the v;suan and
‘perception of anthropologists in India, Seldem have anthropo~
lqgists transcended the limitatidns_impOSed by'this synﬁrome of
analysis of change. The functionalist approach may be best
viewed as an impact of the British funétionalist anthropology
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Thé’éulturai'approach; howeVer,‘may;ﬁe viewed as‘the influence
of the tfadi#ipn_of“the Americén cultgral anthropology on the
Indian: anthropologidts, who are yet to escape the Anglo-American
anthropological theérizaﬁiogs;qnﬁ turn towards other traditions

of anthropological thinking.

'Giﬁéﬁ_the l;mited sccye'af the present paper, the
followingEavefvaimplifie& paradigm may be constructed to
identify the per@@ption; prcblematio; theoretical perspective’
and tﬁefimpliéitly-unﬁerlying policy orientation of the three
major phases in the history af'ﬁriial'studies; British ethnography,
early social anthropology and the burrent phase of anthropological

studies that wé haye already diseﬁssedi'_



,A,Heuristic,ngaéigm Shoﬁggg the;Grqwﬁh of Indian Anthropolc

Phases of tribal studies : Perception’ : Problematic -~ ¢ Theoretical ¢ Poliocy
H p ' t Persgpective ¢ Orientation
1+ British Ethno %raphy ‘ 'Txabes' as Insularity and Atomistilc "Traditional
17?0'5 - 1920 .,abernginas gtaticity of - Pluraligtie™
: Tribal anlmism
2, Farly Social Anthro- Tpibes' asg Assimilation Integratinn- "Traditional
pology backward Hindus and ' ist : monistic”
1920%s - 1940ty Hinduization
- 3+ The Current Phase *Tribes' as Triba/baste/ Inteéwr "Modern
- of Tribal Studies Citizens of Nation : actionist _Pluraligtic"
1950 onwards . . . larger polity Detribalis~ T ' '
- s zation \ -
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| ~ The garadigm'onlpag§‘49_is intended'to be
nothing more‘thaﬁlmere;y a summary of our anaiysia
of the vaficué @héses through WHieh studiasfon Indian
tribes have been %arxied ot Aé we move from British -
eihnagraphy to the‘cantemporary %ribal studies,-the,
perception may be viewed asg havxng changed in a.
airection of linear thecretieal change from encyclnpedic
ethnography to 1ntens;venmicramlevex field study.
Similarly the problematic has been shifting fram;ethnico—
culturel to a soéiowgelitieal context, The theéretical
erspective from: empirical t0 an analytlcal study of tribea,
the policy orientatlen with the British remaining
*traditional pluralistic', with the Nationalists a
itraditional moniatm@' and the pa§t~independeneé atﬁituagl

of ’MOdérn;pluralism'.towards the tribes.
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 DOWARDS A FRAMEWORK POR ANALYSIS: THE
INTEGEATIONIST APPROACH IN ANTHEOPOLOGY

Having identified the leading theoretical orientations
of tribal studies in‘Inaia, the question t¢ be posed is, will an
- integration of these solvathe‘prablém? In other words, will an-
Wintegrated paradigm'éa help %o establish contact with the reality
of the tribes. 4s a viéb;é alte:natﬁ#e to the existing paradigms
in anthrbpolegy $he "integrated pafadigmﬂ'is already. suggested _

by some anthropologists. Maurice Godelier's Rationality and

Irrationality in Beonomios

£1972) 4 ha%ever; represents an attempt

- - to integrate varieas ﬁh@éfies of funeﬁionalism‘{Rédaliffe*Brown

et al), structuralism (Levi-strauss é? al) and marxism (Marx et al)
aiouﬂd the theme of 'rationality' and ‘irrationality!’ in’aconomic
*'anthropbleéy.t Godelier outlines the convergence of these three

- theoretical frameworks in the following way:

'68. The integrationist approach as a theoretical current has been
already existing in Bocial Sciences. The most prominent
eéxamples are the writings of the Frankfurt School (Theoder
Adorno; Horkheimer et al) attempting to integrate Freud and

Narz., W.P. Wertheim's Fvolution and Revolution, Pelican,

1974 attempts to integrate Tunctionalism and dislectie

theories around the theme of ‘evolution and 'revolution'

to congtruct a 'gynamic model of gsociety'!, Berger and Luckmann's

Social Construction of Reality, Penguin (1966) attempts to

integrate Weber and Durkheim around the theme of society as

'Subjective' and 'Objective' reality. Yogendra Singh's

Modernization of Indian Tradition, Delhi, Thompson Press, 1973
~ Tepresents yet another example of integrationist approach,

at the realm of concepts for the study of social change in-

India. For the purposes of this paper we shall be concerned

only with Maurice Godelier, who is representative of integra-

tionist approach in anthropology. The critique of Godelier

is undertaken with the intention of demonstrating the impossi-

bility or the liabilities of an 'integrated paragigm.

N
A
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There is Tirst the methodological principle
that social relations must be analysed as
forming ‘systems'. Then theére is the principle
that inner logic-of these systems must be analysed
before their origin is analysed. Ve ses at once
that, as regards these two principles, marxism is 69
not opposed 10 structuralism or to functionalism.
{emphasis original)

. Beginning with these two principles Godelier develops
his eritique pf,fuanicnalismy-ﬁfthere@y stating his position
gon'fhé methodology of Anthropology. Godelier criticises
functionalism both from the‘sﬁana point of structuralism and
historical meterialism, in that what is common to these two major

 theoretical frameworks remain alien to functionalist analysis.

Thus Godelier writes:

What both structuralists and Marxists reject is.
the empiricist definition of what constitutes a
goclal structure. For Radeliffe Brown and Npdel,

a social structure is an aspect of reality itself:
it is order, the ordering of the visible relations
between men; an ordering that explains the logic o
the complementariness of these visible relations. 0
(emphasis mine) L :

For Godelir structure is not a reality that is directly visible
and so observable, but a level of reality that exists be&ond
this visible relations between men, and the functioning of which

constitutes the‘underliin logic of the system.

In the light of Godelier's integrationist approach,
the anthropologist's order of investigation which he opts for,

" may further be elaﬁorated in the'following stepss

769, Maurice Godelief,,ggtiqnality,andvIrrationalitx in Economicsg,

- 1972, RLB., pp. Xxi.
70. Ibid., D XiXb
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gé)' What the elements of the system are ?

(ii) What the relatzonship between the elements is"
~ - at a time 't' ~ synchronic study of structures?

(1ii) How the relationsths a¥e” Tormed and evolved -
- dlachronae study of structures?

- ~ - - ~ - —

~ For Godelier the scope of AnthrOpolagy hag to vastly
exyand in erder that i% may explain and deal with. the larges% -
number of living egenemie and socia;.systgmg which , still retain,

despite the varylmg extent of the transfermation in them. B _” 

'These ‘economic and social farmatiens, for Goﬁelier, include the
pre-capitalist, capitalist and post-capitalist socio-economic
formations. It is Marxiem and Beonomic Anthropology, according
to Godelier which haye the theorstical potentisl for the seienti=
fic enquiries dmto the various social formetions, He first of all
attempté at.the definition of econom%c system of an& ~society.
,In that he _synthesises both 'formalists' (Burllng, Le Clair, etc.,
"who see economlcs as’ that aspect af all actlvitles which relates
to the allocatzon of scarce means to alternative ends) and
’su3§§§§§§g§§§s‘ {Polanyi, Dalton, eto., who see eccnomlca as

concrete activzties, ot eXplicable 1n term of the principles of

market secxety) definitions of gcanomlcs‘ Godelier writes:

The ecénomic forms both a’ domazn of actiV~tmés of &
; roduatmon, ‘disty¥ibution, consumption
goods and & particular aspect of all hiuhan
_activaties that don't Strictly belong to this domain,
the Tunctions of whlch involve the exahangé and
use of material’ meansg, The economic thius appears as a
particular field of seocial Trelations which is both
externdl to the other elemerits of social 'lifeé ‘and alse’
dnternal to them, that is, as a part of a whole that is
&t onée extermal and 1nte¥nal to the other parts, a
- part of an organic whole. emphasis mine)

AR _Ibi,di.g ps 318,
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The rationallty and irratlonality in the eeoncmic
structure according tq Godelier cannot be tackled from the
angle of an apriori 1dea about ratlonalmtyn A specu}ative
‘ﬁef1n$tion.of what is rational camnot explain the economic
s%rﬁcturea Godelier attacks the claim that all categories of
. “béurgeois economics" are applicable to all societies, attributing
%o 2ll societies and.epoehs & "bourgeois rationale". He treats the
. appearance and diseppearance of social and economic sjstems in
history as being governed by a necessity "wholly 1nternal to the

- — ———

concrete structure of social life." Furthermore, there is no

raiionaliiy 'in itself! nor any absolute rationality. What is
retional toﬁday.mighﬁ be irrational tgmérrow, What is ra?iongl
~in one sociely may be irrational in‘anqther. Finally there is

‘no exclusive ecanomie'rationali%y,72 Godelier.emphasises.tﬁe need
t6 analyse the bas@swgi_fhe 'economic structure' and the basic

forms of transformation of these forms of ‘economic structure'.

Godelier relativises the‘cancept of rationality. In
his synthesis of functional anthropology Marx's historical
matarlallsm and Lev1~straass‘ structuralism, he distinguishes
lbetween the rationality of the economic behaviour of ingdividuals
and réticnaliﬁy of the behaviour of the system as a whole..

The rationali%y of individual's éégndmic behaviour does not
necegsarily lead to a rationaliﬁy of the furctioning of the
totality of the system, rather individual rationality might
heighten the irrationality of the societal totality. Similarly,

he distinguishes between the intenﬁional/unintentional rationality

T2 Ibld-g P 3180
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of individual beshaviour as well as the functioning of the total
system,\;A.canscivqs.ra%ionai economic behaviour might just
heighten an‘iﬁrationality ug@casciously even at the individual

level. In other words, inted@ienal rationality may not always

lead %o a rationality in theéee@nemicfbahaviauf9¢v'ThisuGodelier
draws from Levi-Straussian sﬁ:uetnraliﬁm Whichfdist;nguishee}tﬁe
_eonsciﬁus/hnaonscious 1evels!of human "rationélityﬂ" Reflecting
upon the relevance of Marxmst political economy to Zconomic
Anthropology Godelier distanguishes the rationality of a giVen

system and its h;starleal 1rratiana1ity in comparison to higher

mode of production. Capitalﬂgm which is rational in comparison
~ to the preceding feudal mode?of production turns to be irrational
withkrefereﬁce to. the»Soc&ali@thede of predueti&ns' The relativi-

.zatlen of the notion of rationalaty is, thus done at various

moments such as: individ ualfspeietal rationslityy intentional

.g;nteat;ona; ratianality,_ccntam‘arar fh;s%axiealvrat;analnty;'

! i

%ﬁth specific referénce to Godelier's integrationist

approach we could pose the feilawing questionss

(a) Does the product afisuch synthesis result in a

aeherént ,aradlv‘ or a mixed bag - a fragmentary

totelity of meehanically mmxed aoneegts ? o
(b) If a paradism emerges, does it necessarily lead to
| a paradigmatic revelution in Social &nthrapology in
~ order to avercéme tne crisis in functlonallsm?
(c)l What is the thearetical and historical validity of

the definitions genérated?



(a)  What are the explanatory and explorator)

of the concepts generated by the_sypthesia?
(e) What is the process of agbstraction of concepts and

Structurés in the‘iheoretical space?

(£) What is the unity and disunity between history and

atructure?

These questions may ﬁct be posed'in their pure,

abstract and isolated formi In their totality they.seem to
ﬁave,greater relevance aﬁd importance for a theorétical evaluation,
Talal Asad > in his eritique of Godelier rejects the 'mechanically
Vcombined’elements of isubsfantivists' and 'formalists' into the
definition of'ecOnomiés. He poses tﬁe fbliowing quesfions:

{a) What is the purpose  of constructing & synthetic

. gefinition of eeonaﬁics?

(b) Is it not important]te penetrate the ideological

’éoots of Fconomic Anthropology before synthesising
definitions?
(¢) Or %o uncover a problematic which is- obscured by the

existing theoretical practice of economic anthropology?

Godelier's synthetic definition of what is economic is
baged on an integration of the formalist and substantivist
definition of what is economic. This theoretically constituted

definition may not be relevant to the study of tribal formations.

73. Asad, Talal: "The Concept of Rationality in Economic
Anthroplogy", Economy and Society, London, Vol. 3, 1974,
P 217« »
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Engels in his Oragxn of the FJamily,

State, emphasised not only the preductlcn of materlal means of
subsas%ence but also the reproduction of human belng T4 In
eontradlstlnctzon %o Engel's definition of eccnomlcs, Ga&elzer 8
outline of economic gtxq@#uxgugegmgkto be a product of h1story.
‘This definition may be compatible to'fhe formations mostly
;dominatea by material production for an external market or
primarily for exchange where ‘a jaftiéular-aspect of all human.
.vactivities.;.the fuﬂetiéﬁ of ﬁhich;involves the exchange and
use of material means' (Godelier), but not the 'agrzeultural

selfusustalning farmatlons' (Melllassaux)

In Godelier. the ;gteggaxinn of theoretical frameworks
remaing the problematig and the objective content of analysis

remains, the abstraction, The society in

© general, in Gouelier, is the tctality cf pre-capital1at, capital-

EEE,.and post~capxtallst structures to which Godelier attempts

%o apply his synthetic definition of economic structure.

T4+ Engel wrates, "Acecording 1o the materialistic conception
the determining factor in history isy in the last resort,
the _roduct;on and reproduction of immediecte life. t?ut this

: x ‘ a, a
produammon af the means of subsmstence, of food, clothing
and shelter and the tools requisite thereof: on the other,
the production of human beings themselves, the propagation
of the species....The less the development of labour, and
more limited its volume of production and, therefore, the
wealth of society, the more preponderatingly does the social
eary to be dominated bi txes of sex". Selec ed

Orks, Rarl Marxand Frederick Lngles, MOSCOWs 1973, De 191.

In a similar vein Claude Meillassoux observes the logxc of

"reproduction of life as a pre-condition to production”.

"From Reproduction to Production", Economy and Society,

Lon(im, VOIQ l, ‘pn 101! . o : T




Godelier ppses_t@enggegtipn;“f;:,;hgw;are¢we.to'concéive-the :

relations between the determining étru#ture'(economic),and the

dominant Qng'(kinshﬁpﬁvrg}igipn,‘e%c;}@.and'what ﬂetermining

power in economic relations is it that dictates that there shall

be dominance by kinship-relations ér by;politigaﬁreligiqus:
relations?"75 Thus Godelier giveﬁ'apri;ri importanée to the

, fdétermining=power of economic' (as he defines it) to alllepochs
éf'society; Since his limitation of economic is within the
_preblematic of substantiv1sts/f9rmalmsts, his economic structure
might be in turn'determingd by the form of reproduction of
_@gman;péings.v Not only Qoes;thgfbbjéct of analysis becomes

 the analyéis of an abstraction of society in general but also

the notions ef hlsteracal tlme 13 the generalized time, Ma:x '

had criticised this "generalizzng framework", whcse'basis of :

everything remains "the immortal dlscovery that in all oonda~‘ 
tlons_men muat eat,.ar;nk, e’tc.‘76 '»f

: Theoretically society does not exist in general but

only in the particular socio-economic formations whose inner -
laws of motion could be revealed. bznce Godelier's object of
analysis becomes ueczety in general ratxonallty gets relati—
vised and turns to somewhat Weberian defmnatmon of "Substantive

{

ratlonalitv" which can only be¢ grapsed relative to an autonomous

|system of eultural,values.

75. Godelier, Maurice, og-cit¢, Pe i

76, MNerx, "Randglassen Zu Adolf lagners' Lelbuch der pol;t1~
schen O'Konomie", Werke Vol. 19, p. 375. Quoted by
Colletti, Lucio. From Rousseau to Lenin, New York, MR.

1972, p. 25.
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- Conside 1ng chelmer’s exyerlment at integratlcn,
two methodelogzcal drawbacks of integration become clear,
These &rawbacks_offep Qansidergplgéreslstance in the—ccnstruction
of'an'igﬁegrativg :?amework, not only'in social anthraﬁelogj
buf also in sociology. FirstlJ, can we dlsengage a partxcular
concept frcm a thecretmcal framework and 1ntegrate ic into 8
dxfferent‘theoretical totallty,~withaut changing the meaning of
thé original'eoncept? Secondly, can the axial o?jse¢cndarj‘
character of "the concept whichlis:apecific’to itsxpositicn'iﬁ
the tneaietica; space be_retainedfiﬁ the process of integration?
-Thé first“ques%;on is the'logiea; outcome of the fact that the
,meaning of a concept emerges only in its striuctural relation to
the other concepts in the theoretical framework as well as its
‘relationship with the concrete réality from which.it is derived.
The relationship of a.concépt to. the reality from which it is
accentuated cannot be considere&'iﬁ isolation; it only exists
in the theoret10a1 and ideological framework in which it is used; '
its preblematic.77 The second quesﬁian is again a reinforcement
of this principle of the logical relation of the concept to the
theoretical totality. I1ts positian'determiﬁes the agial or

T7. Problematic is used in the Althusgerian sense, see,
- Althusser, Liouis, 'For Marx', Penguin, 1969.

Yet at a different 1evel, a similar methodologzcal'

rigour is reinforced by structural linguistics: "e...

the idea that position of s linguwistic sign or the inver~

sion of a linguistic form actually changes the meaning...
Meaning has become a question of total field, of context...
Bver rything depends on where a sign is found, on whether or
not it is inverted on what has been excluded in order that

it should be there at all, and its relation to all other.
- iven aontexts“ See introduction by Roger
‘ oo e to Levi-gstrauss, sotemlsm, Pelican, 1969; p. 13.




- secondary character of the concept, in relatioplto‘otheré;
This makes the process of integration complex and offers e
considerable resistance to the construction of an "integrative

i:ara digm.®

However, the significance of Godeélier's a%ﬁempt at
an “integrationist paradigm" in the fieid qfxanthrapology remain
the following: | | :

(a) An identification offcertain commonality of elements
in the various theoretical paradigms becomes clear. Gpaeliér
identifies the priority of therstuéy of 'systems' over individual
units and the logic of the structure ovef its evolution and
genepisg. '

(1) In his attegpt.to bring out some methodological
prineiples for eritieal use of ﬁhe cateQOries of economic
anthropology, Godelier only suc@ee&svin relativising the concept
of rationality and construding amtaxonomie"cléssificaticn of
individual/societal, intentional/unintentional, contemporary/
historical rationalities eand ir%ationalitiesQ |

{(c) In hisicritique of functionalist anthropology Godelier
"hag not succeeded in_eonstructiné}an alternative theoretical
framework to overcome the crisis of functionalism. |

| (d) Godelier's unsuocessfui attempt at integration
reiﬁfor¢es the logicallgnadequacy of integrationist approach,
‘whose motive force remains integration (i.eg to identify common
denominators of various theories), to offer an effective |

solution to the crisis in existing paradigms. In other words,
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it is not possible to undertake any_éritical appraisal of
anthrapoipgicallstudieswwgﬁh the'determined principle of
integrating them_intp”gp'ggifiea.s;ngle "integrationist
paradigm."78 Ne?ertheléss, all.a@tempts at integration grasp
the aeute_%heareti@alﬁstagpati§n'of present day paradigms with
respect to ehanging_socio~hist§rical formations and force upon
us the need for theoretiga;.#uptures from the past traditions
- and eonventions of anthropology. |
Thus, en attempt at integrating the various theoretical

currents inllgaianfanthrOpology, alreaﬁy discussed will not

enable us to overcome the limitations'of each of these currents,

In different historical conjunctures Indian anthropolo-

gists have exaggerated partial aspects which camouflaged the

essentially underlying dynamic processes in the tribes. The

process of disruption of the tribel insularity started during the
British rule but colonial ethnography had-exaggerated-the tribal
inSulgrity'and staticity. Just as they ﬁad emphaéizéd the
homogeneity in.the'tfibes'wheﬁ the forces of polarization and
differentiation were already released by colonialism. The
nationaiis%s emphasgised thelintegration of the tribes to the
single unified "Hindu fold" precisely at a time when the forces
of uneven development in India had already come to play. Simi-
larly the present concern for socio=cultural éhange-in the

‘tribes coincides with the period of economic stagnation and

78;“Know1eége of human reality is not attained by uniting the

artial and distorting conclusions of a factual or psycholo-
gistic aocioIogy.wzf% those of a political or simply v
positivistic history. Concrete knowledge is not a gum but

a gynthesis of justified abstractions. 1If the abstractions
are not justified, their synthesis is impossible.” See
Lucien Goldmann, The Human Sciences and Philosophy, London,
Jonathan Cape, 1973, Dpe23. : '
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restricted growth or even underdevelopment in the tribal
fﬁrmations. Very few anthropologists transcended the limita~
tidna imposed by the very mode of their exaggefation itself, It
is by far difficult even for'Social Scientists' to transcend the
dominant ideological ethos of a particular time which conditions

their perception of reality.

'_H°W9V9ra_in the study of primitive formations,
anthropology in general and Indian anthropology in particular,

has never turned into the relevance of historical materialism,

the seienee'of social development set out by Lewis Morgan. That
the funﬁaméntai_ebncepts of historioal‘materialism be themselves
transformed iﬁ‘such a way as to produce empirical studies as
in a new and speciflc field - that of the tribes has thus

remained alien to anthropologists@

The anthropologists have often idealized the 'tribes',

turning to otéer social reélities only lately, oﬁe may élso add,
that marxistsﬂhave equally, or even more idealiggd‘the ‘modern

79

working class:” neglecting the so-called tribals and théir

79: Marx in his own writings concentrated on the study of
Capitalism, and he dezlt with the rest of history in varying
degree of {detail, but mainly insofar as it bore on the
origins and 'developrent of Cepitalisms Yet, with respect to
the tribes in the crzental history his vaews definitely

~ changed by late 1850's. By 1848, however, it ie probable
- that he knew "no more about oriental history than is contained
in Hegel's Lectures on ‘the Philosophy of History (which is
not illuminating) end such other information as might be
familiar to Germans educated in that periods Exile in
England, the political developments of the 1850's and above
all Marx's economic studies, rapidly transformed his know-
ledge ."- See introduction by Eric Hobsbawm to Xarl Marx:

Pre-~Ca itallst Economic Formations, London, Lawrence and

~ rx's later reflections,Formen,

in the form of notes of 1857-58 , now for the Pirst time

translated into Fnglish by JdJack Cohen and edited by Erich

Hobsbawm throw new light on Marx's -mature views on Asiatic
Societies and tribes thereof and open up a relatively fresh

line of research on the trives from the point of view of
higtorical materialism as against orthodox marxi
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potential significance. The collapse of the earlier mode of

tribal organization resulting from the deep penetrating frontier
of Capitalism which blurred or obliterated the difference
between the traditional notion of tribals and non-tribals, is

9 1

well kmown.. Yet in what specific ways is this chenge teking
place? What are the distinct ecomomic rhythms and movements
by which the subordination of these t?ibes té:ﬁhe_capitalistic
production is taking plece? What is the historico-political
significance of this social'p?ecess are questions which have
never been investigated. ‘Most of the marxist 'Critiques' of
~anthropelogy have remained mere theoretical or historical
exegeses, without ever confronting social reality itself. In
-the concluding chapter we undgr;ake'a hrief’diseussibn towards
the relevance of historiéal materialism %6 ﬁnderstand_the

dynamics of changes in the tribal formations.
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HISTORICAL MATERIALISM AND ANTHROPOLOGY

Emmanuel Terraygq,'transcending even the limits of
Engel’s,apprebiationsi,'emphasises the elements ofvhistorical
materialism in Morgan's 'Aﬁcient Societyf.BQ Engel's limita=-
tiong 83 geem to have.beéngimpOSed on hi&, in rétrospeot,_by
the cultural atmosphere of Derwinism and social ethnological
discoveries of the period_ﬁé shared,ﬁith Morgaﬁ, Despitg the
 fact that Dngels had written this in 1834, after Narx's death,
‘his famgus "Origin of Family, Private Property énd thé Stéte“,
remaina, ifvnot a valid tréatise on_pfiﬁifiﬁe formations; at
least an authentic interpretation of Morgan's Ancient Sbgieti.
Engels thus commented on Mgrgan: "The rediscovery of the origi-
nal mother-right gens as the-stage pfeliminary to the father—
right gens of fhe civilized peoples cfj?rimitive society és

1

80, Terray, Emmanuel, Marxism and Primitive Societies, New
York; Monthly Review, 1072s T ’

81+ Engels, Frederick, 'Origin of Pamily, Private Property
and the ﬁtate‘(18é4)', Karl Marx and Frederick Engels

Selected Works, Moscow, 1973,

82. Morgan; Léwis, Ancient Sdeietx (187?5, Cambridge, Mass;
Belenap, 1963..

83. Engel's limitations are clear from the importance he gave
to philosophical~cosmological developments, the philosophy
of 'nature', in other words, the extension of *'historical
materialism® to 'dieleftical materialism'; as is well
known the latter term owes its origin to Engels himself.
The conception of "laws of the evolution of human history"
so0 essential to Fngeéels lafer culminated in orthodox Marxism.
See Lucio, Colletti, From Rousseau to Lenin Ch. on Bernstein
and Second International, London, New Left Books, 1972.
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Darwin's theory of evelution has for biology and as Marx's

n 84

.théorngf‘surplus value fq;:politieal ecoﬁomy.

!
-~a% Terray identifies the elements of histbriéal
materlalzst Geneept:on of primitive formatlons in Morgan.
And &ist*ngu:shes this rational kernel in ancien%t 3001ety from
the Daxwxnxan evolutlpnary_shgll? which more or legs m3§t1fles
the rational kernel. Terray writes, " ..o It was not Morgéﬁ's
purpose %o describe the different atages of human social .

evolution, or o write a hiatory af human;ty, but to canstruct

a theory of that histoﬁg, that is a system of concepts to make
8%

it posszble to think it out scientzfically'“ (emphasms mine)

- In spite of what Morgan's 1mmedzate preoccupatlons and theore-

Ancment Society needs a "symptomatic"

tical aims have been,
| 87

readinggs because of the,classlcal nature of the work.

84. Engels, Frederick, ops.cit., p. 201,
85. Terr&y' Emmaﬁuel,' ElCiE"s 3 Pe 24.

 88. See Louis Althusser: For Barx, Penguin, 1975 Glossary for
the use of the concept *Symptomatic?t,

87. The progress of scientific theory and the nature of the
‘relevance of classics has been often realized by many
" gociologists. "These {classics) too are subject to
revigion. Their permanently enigmatic quality is a
challenge end invitation to such revision. Their-
inexhaustibility does not arise from an inevitable
ambiguity of formation... Their study will remain....
among the chief conditions of the progress of the
subject that does so much to render them 'antiquated
and at the same time, to give evidence of thelir conti-
nuing indispensability.” See Edward Shils, 'The Calling.
of Sociology': Epilogue to Talcott Parsons, et al (Eds.)
Theories of Societ feundatlons of modern sociological

‘k_’
ot
m
o
”
'

p
ciear view towards the position of Cl&SSlGS in the
contemporary theory congtruction.



| ‘ The basis of Morgan's classification of human
history from ‘savagery' to 'éiﬁilization' thrcugh’barhariaﬁ'remains
the tart of. sﬁbsistence' 88 Iﬁventions énd‘discoveries of the
tools of preduet;on mark the beglnning and end of each "gthnic
period.” 89 The motive force. of change comes from the sphere of
the 'art af-subsxstence', which hes a determinant role. Thus
the epochs have been dastznguished by the 1nventlons of fira
and fish~eating, the bow and the arrow, pottery, the domestmca-
tion of animals, metallurgy and the alphabet. Gorrespcndlng o
each of these "arts of subszstence" there emerge deflnite forms
cfvsocaal institutions -forms of family, fcrmslcf property,
forﬁs of goﬁernment - which form in their'totality an ethnic

period.” Morgan defines an "ethnic period in the following way :

Each of these periods has a distinct culture and
exhibits a mode of life more or less special and
peculiar to itself. This specialization of ethnical
periods renders it possible to treat a particular
society according to ite conditions of relative
advancement, and to-make it a subject of independent ‘
study and discussion. 0 ‘

88. "Mankind are the only beings who may be said to have gained
an absolute control over the production of food, which at
the outset they did not possess above other animals....It
is accordingly probable that the great epochs of human
progress have been identified more or less dire¢tly, with
the entanglement of the sources of subsistence." Lewis

- Morgan, opscit., p. 19. -

89. "It is probable that the successive arts of subsistence
which arese at long intervals will ultimately form the
great interest they must have exercised upon ‘the condition
of mankind, afford the most satisfactory bases for the
divisions, (into ethnic periods)...." Lewis Morgan,

‘c’-ggci“,c-, pe 9o
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Thus Morgan distlnguishes the following important

tethnic peraads’ which are 1mportant though not as universal

evqlutlonary phaaes but as analytlcally distlnguished forms of

societies:

Ethnic period

4 R 9

Art of Subsistence

Te VSAVAGERYt

Lower stage
ﬁiddle Stage
Upper stage
2. BARBARISM:
Lower stage
Middle stage

Upper stage

3. CIVILIZATION

4

Natural subsistence upon fruits
and roots on a regtricted habitat.

Acquisition of fish subsistence

‘and a knowledge of the use of fire.

Invention of bow and arrow.

Invention of Art of Pottery .

Domestication of enimals, cultivation
of maize and plants by irrigation
with the use of adobe brick and stone.

~Invention of the process of smelting

iron ore with use of iron tools, etc.

Zﬂﬁehtibnlof'phoﬁémié'alphébéi,
use of writing.

In Mcrgaﬁ?s‘thgore%ical optioé there is no universal

path of transition from one ethnic-period to another but wnique

ways of transition and chagghi Morgan admits of deterioration

and regresszam running counter to the flow of progress.

N There

81, "The destruc% on of ithe ethnic pond and iife of partlcular
tribes, followed by their decadence, must have arrgsted for
- a time, in many instance and in all periocds, the upward flow
of humen progress....Cages of physical and mental deteriora-
tion in tribes and nations may be admitted, for reasons which
are known, but they never interrupt the general progress of
menkind." Lewis Morgan, opscit., pp. 39-58.



are also instances of stagnation and fixed states of gocieties.
Furthermore, Mprgagwgpprgygd of the co-existence of two ethnie |
forme iﬁ,a given formatiqn. ;Ha_appléed it %0 the transition of
government and of family. The two forms are articulated by the
dominance of one over the_qther. Thus in Morgen's view the

fact that a particular pecplé had passed from oné‘condition to
another at a particular time could be explained by various, and
often aﬁcidentai cireumstancés and their énalysis was important.
It is important that the conceptions of history in Morgan is not

an unilinear time series;gz

These aspects of Morgan's analysis of ancient societies.
underline a historical materialistic conception of human societies.
Terray equates the notion of "art of subsistence" with Marx's
conception of "means of production" and the outline of "ethnic
pericd” with that bﬁ_the condeptieq of a 5mode of production”.
Marx's notién of a mode of production represents a union of the

material teghnolcgieal process and its social forms, i.e., the

92. Just as Marx's conception of the stages of evolution are
- not strietly chronological but enalytical - s0 also is
. Morgan's notion of historical time. The following
paragraph makes this clear: ‘

"Each of these (ethnic) periods has a distinct culture
and exhibits a mode of life more or less special and
peculiar to itself. It does not affect the result that
different tribes and nations on the same continent and
even of the same linguistic family, are in different
conditions at the same time. Since for our purpose the
condition of ezch is the material fact, and time bein
Immeteriel.”  Lewis Morgan, OpsCite.y Do 12.(Clphasis mine)
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vtotality df society's production relations aﬁong people. The
concrete activities of pecple in the material-technical
pre&uetion'prooass presuppose concrete production relations
amang them. ﬁistgrieal materiglism_pnderstanasfa.mode of
production as a specific system of productive forces and'
productlon relatiens among people.95 It distinguishes by means
of abstractlon, two different aspeéts of any formation, the
technlcal and the socio ‘—economic, the materialeteehnical and
its sacmallfarm, the material productive forces and the produc-
tion relatiens. Thus a study of production relations always
presupposes their unbreakable connection with the material—
téchnigal,prccess of production, and in its research assumes a
écncrete stage and proeess'of change of the material-preductive
forces. MNarx's ang Engel'é admiration of Morgan was based on
the fact thatAMorgan had anclysed the ancient societies on the
basis of the ever changing "arts of subsistence" and the social

formsvthereofi
94
- To Morgan just as to Marx each social institution

represented an active principle. It is never stationary, but
advances from a lower to a higher form as society advances from
a lower to a higher condition, and finally passes out of one form

into another of higher grade. Thus the starting point of the

93, See Karl, Marx, Grundrisse, intrcductxon to the critique
- of pal1tical economy, Pe Tican, 1973;_A Contrlbutlon to
the Crit _ O , conomy , Moscow, 1

94. See4L§wis Morgan, on the Institution of Femily, op.cit,
Pe 44.




'analysis of social phenomena in order to grasp the dynamics of
iehange woulﬁ begzn with the investlgation of "arts of subslstence"/
means of produeﬁion and relatlonships of praduction and the

social arganizatien of labour. The distinguzshzng aspect cf
higtorical materialism remains an 1dentifncation of the gore
dimension

social orgenization of production remains the most important

in & social formation. An investigation into the

émpiricalxinvestigations Marx had slready outlined the historical
roots of all varied forms of simple commodity production, which

is the patriarchal-subsistence.madé of production based on small
scale parcellized property and the exploitation of family labour.95
The patrlarchal enterprise continues to dominate this form cf
productions The producers regard the expenditure of labeur, ;

aé the indispensable pre-requisite for the labour-product, which
is the thing that interesis them above all,

Thus, Meillassoux in his stuﬂy of the tribes practising
shifting cultivation observes the concern for reproduction of
human beings, strongly entrenched notions of seniority and of
'anteriﬁrity, respect for age; cult of the ancestors\aﬁd‘faeundity
culty etc;gé Indaed; an analysis centred around production and
ﬁgt distribution will reveal.tﬁe inner mechanisms of a social |

formations To Marxz, as a pure form, simple commodity production

95a See Karl, Marx, G : , , ]
omy , Moscow, 1970, ps 333 Eric Hobsbawm: XKarl Marx,
i:_'italist Economic Formations, London, Lawrenoe &

.96. See Claude Meillassoux, 'From Heproduetlon to Productiont',

~ Economy and Society, London, Vols I, ps 93+ "Concern for
reproduction becomes paramount, not only reproduction of
subsistence but also reproduction of the productive unit
itgelf allowing the producers to benefit in the future from
their past labour... Now the veproduction of the unit is
bioclegically and structurally assured through the control
of women considered as the physiological agent of the

ranmadtnatdan AP +ha nrnadiinara_ it amnhoata minal
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is a form of economy of a pureiy subordinate and transitional

character in which the following characteristics are distinct:

(1) The labour process preserves its patriarchal character
with predominance of fhe'éelfﬂsaffieient peasant famiiynlabour

farm as the basie enterprise of produetiong

(ii) The produczng households prése:ye_nat only their self-
sufficiency, transfcmming only'their surylus inta'commoditaes but
their indepen&en¢e as *he hasic agenxs ©0f the productive process,
chaefly expressed an their freedom to allocaﬁe labour~time between
| commerc1a1 proﬁuctian and immedaate eonsumpt;on, and between the

ﬁifferent types of commodity production.

(445) The system of accounting remains & specifically patriar-
chal, sgubgistence-based interpretation bf ’qggﬁ;' aad !?Eﬂfiﬁs'?
in that subsistence remains the goal of production, even in these
limiting cases where the whole of household labour time is absorbed

in commércial production,

{iv) As'the'cdeffipient of marketed output rises and the

monetary components of the labour income expand, the volume of

sales will tend to vary inveréely with the movement of prices.

(v) F;uetaatione of the market iﬁtggduee a process of

differentiation among simple commodity producers; which in the

first instance remain a differentiation of wealth, i.e., preserving
its historical content ap a differentiation of gimple commodity
4gr6ducera@ :
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Marx, in his Grundrisse, discusses the subordination
of the simple commodity moée‘ef producticn to the power of |
capitalist frﬁntiers whicb converts %h;s mode ;ntq #he embroyonic
'basiérﬁf_speeifically capitalist prqduetioﬂi but a ¢apitalist
,pfoﬁuetion whieh retains the determinate arganizatian of labour
spaclfie to pre—capmtalist' enterprise. He describes this in the
-followiag way- ’ ' '
mnis exchange of equivalents proceeds; it is

only the surface layer of a production which
rests on the appropriation of alien labour

without excgaage, rests on capital as its
Tounodation, and, when it is regarded in
isolation from capital, as it appears on the

surface, as an independent system, then it is
& mere illusion, but a necessary illusion.97

indiaﬁ scholara have never investigateﬁ the subjugation
of the simpie commodity form of praduetion ta the all engulfing
bapitalist ecdnomic order. To indicate'only briefly‘and~en£irely
by way of hyﬁothesisglthe following questions shall specify the
neture of the investiga%icn; keeping in accordance with the

theoreticel foundations of historical materiglism,

(i) Who is working with whom and for whom?
(11)  What are the gircuits of the products of labour? and

where does it ultimately ga?

(iid) Who controls the,meang of production and product?

| (Control over means of production also‘means-the control
~over the means of physiologacal reproauetion useﬁ to reproduce the

life of the human producer, i.e., women and subslstence)

97+ Karl Marx, Grundrisse, Pelican, 1973, p. 509,
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(iv) What are the gcompulsions to produce surplus-product?
(v) How does the production system reproduce itself?
{vi) What is the relationship between the patriarchel

sufficiency of‘themaémall enterprises and the capitalistic
economic order? | : |
(vii) What sre the mechanisms of dominance of capital over

the gquasi~independent simple commodity form of'pzoductién?
{viii) What are the various coercmve forms of e;gloztatlon,

the relations of _rodvﬁt;on which tie ths vnterprzse of small

~cammoaiﬁy‘prodacers,ﬁa the wider aeoncmae system mediated by
merchant capital or industrial capital* ’ _
{4x) How does the fluctuations of the market affect the

simple commadity producers? , ,
(x) In what ways does the diffexentiation of the simple

ccmmc&zty producers tekes glace?

Historical m&terialism,ga thus, provides both a conti-
n&atioﬁ of and a sharp breask with the earlier traditions of tribal
studies in India. The analysils of'conflicts and contradictions in
the political arens aﬁd the emerging cultural traits according to
which éocial changes haﬁe beén analysed remains common to the
contemporary anthropolcgisfs and'histariéal materialism. But
unlike Bailey's political determiﬁism and Martin Oran's cultural
determinism‘there4is a need to focus attentibn aha théoretiéal

98a " Far from belng exhaastad marxism is still very young, almost
' in its infancy, it has scarcely begun to develop." - See
Jean~Paul Sartre, Search of a Method, New York; Alfred

KPopf, 1963, Ps 30~ . .




interest primarily in the relatione yeial produc
are marked by these super-structural surfece phenomenas
negligence of the analysis of production relations, &hich is
often 1e£% out for economists to tacklég reinforces the need
to peﬁetrate.beneath the surface appearance of things and lay
bare for anelysis the hidden structure, It is in this respect
that a break with earliér enthyropological traditions and'most

important contributions to the studies of tribes may be mades:

The analysis of %heaé_eimple caﬁmodity producers,’
often presented to us as the'tribest, ever since the early British
ethnographers, from the persﬁegtiVe of hisfoﬁical materialism,
shall reveal significant sights into théir contemporary social
-organization. Turthernore, such analysis can lay down the basis
far'policy:planning by the state or even help formulate the
gtrategic role these sagélledf'primitiva! people would play in
the meking of history. As of now,there is a complete paucity
of such gtudies, Hence any attempt at empirical studies might
possibly mean reformulations in the existing theoretical cong-
tructs of the marxist paradigm in the light of contemporary
‘sociological factsasg We hereby propose-fo vndertake an empiri-
cal study of e tribal complex to be selected during the course of
our Phtbg'pTOgramme‘ - B

99, “scientific reésearch redquires freedom and independence from
all external interference . Similarly, it demands of the

. researcher, not that he renounce all ideology, but that he
meke every possible effort to subordinate ideology to the
reality of the facts he is gstudying in his work." See
Lucien Goldmann, gpscite, ps 25.
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