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I 

Hwnan thought in general, and therefore 
scientific thought, wb.icb. is a particu
lar aspect of it, are closely related to 
human conduct and to the effects man hae 
on· the su.rrounding world. Although it . 
may 'be an end in itself for the researcher, 
scientific thought is oii!y a means :tor the 
social group and for humanity as a whole. 

~ Lucien Goldmann 

The recent approaches to Indian Tribal Studies, presented 

·by L:P; Vidyartb:i1, attempts at identifying empirical gaps and 

advocating the itnportance of eliJninatiug them thr.ough ethnographic 

·studies:' . ~b.e empirical gaps and inadequacies of ethnology and ethno

graphl72 on Indian tribes have often been identified and att4i)mpts at 

covering the A11 India picture of the 30 million tr:l.bal population 

has become the concern of many scholars. Vidyarthi works out the 

gaps and priority areas of research in the empirical 'landscap~ of 

the tribes. Indeed, the Indian Census, State Sponsored Tribal 

Research Bureaus; etc., .have certainly accumulated very rich data. 

The detailed ethnographic material on the tribes 1s quite consider

able. There is no denying the fact that micro as well as macro 

stu.dies of a wide range of tribes already exist. Furth·ermor.e the 

number of scholars, missionaries, travellers, British administrat<;>rs, 

2. The distinction between ethnography and ethnology is not quite 
sharp. Whereas by ethnography we refer to the professio~l 
anthropological study O:f Jl~rtic,ular tribes baSed on inteUS'iVe 
f.ieldwork, Ethnology refers to com:earativp study of documented 
and contemporary cultures. of different tribes and peoples. See 
.International Enc"clo aedia of the social Sciences, New York: 

e 1acmi an ree Press, 1 , p. 172. 
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· novelists and. specialists from -universities, who have expressed 
' . / 

their passionate ~on cern with the tribes is considerable.,· 

But despite such enormous empirical material1 an 

adequate explanation of the present state of tribal socieities 

is yet to emerge. The character o£ the social form of production, 

the contradictions located 1n the realm or the social form o£ 

production itself, the corresponding forms of e;xploitatiop, 

the developing .forces or differentiation in the social organiza

tions of the tribes themselves and the mechanism or their 

subjugation to the larger so.eio-economic. formation, barely touched 

upon,_have never be!ln adequately grasped or rigorously investi

gated.) 

Whereas., VidyarCt,hi highlights the gaps in the ethno

_graphy of tribes (such as the need for studying the North-Western 

3. The existine literature in the field of Economic Sociology 
and Economic An~hropology has often confined itself with 
distribution and exchange, in the sphere of economics. On 
the contrary, an analysis of pr9duetion bas remained secondary 
and treated as being epiphenomenal. The following books are 
few runong many which discuss "Work Organization"• "Effective
ness", "Efficiency" and "Innovatie Capacity" in production. 
Stanley H. Udy, Work in Trad! tional and J.iodern Society, 
Englewood Cliff's, Prentice-Hall, l970; George P. Murdock, 

'World Ethnographic Sample', AJneriean· Anthrogologist 1957 
No. 59, p. 673; Manning Nash, 'Primitive an Peasant Economic 
Systems. Scranton Cpandler Pub. Co .• , 1966; c!ffiorn Geertz, 
l'edd!ers ahd Pp.nces: Social Chan&e and Economic Modernization 
in Two tnaones1an Towns, chicago, University of chicago Press, 
1968. But strlklDg!y, the notion or production has been 
used as 'production in ~enerel. Earlier Marx and many later 
day economic historiansliive argued that production in general 
is a categorywith which no real historical stafe o£ production 
can be grasped, See Karl Marx, Orundrlsse, Pel can Sooks, 
1974, p. as. to begin with social production in .g'heral, 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. 



Himalayan tribes. etc ... which have been neglected) he expels the 

possibility or any serious theoretical rethinking about tribal 

formations in Indian social anthropology. The theoretical and 

empirical state and status ~f concepts like tribe, tribalization, 

de-tribalization1 tribe-caste continuum, sanskritization, 

revitalization (movements) • Hinduisation, Christianization, 

urbanization, identification to great tradition. etc., so often 

used 1n anthropology need to be properly evaluated before we 

identity priority areas or research an tribal formation. Further

more, it is important to identity the theoretical gaps which 

undoubtedly impose limits on the nature of our empirical research 

and investigation. These theoretical drawbacks and shortcomings 

frequently lead to an incorrect ttormulation' .of facts even when 

they are perceived. 

The history ot Indian tribal formation as is presented 

or as is available to us now reflects the history of theoretical 

analysis of tribes. The concurrence of the appearance and 
. 

disappearance or·a new social phenomenon and the attempt to 

understand it :ts more striking.~ the case ot tribal. formations. 

Leo Huberman formulating this dialectical relationship between . 
social- reality and the theories of society attempted to " ••••• . . ' 

· explain his tory by econ.otnic theory, and economic theory by 

·history ... " For him this "tie up is important and necessary."4 

4. Huberman, Leo: Man's Worldly Goods, New Delhi, Peoplea Pub
lishing House, !973, Preface. Also see Ernest Mandel's 
introduction- to Leon Trotsky's The Struggle Against Fascism 
in Germanx, Pelican, 1975. The history or fascism is at the 
same. time "the- inadequacy of the dominant theory or fascism. n 
p, xi. 
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The historical phases or tribal studies in India, one 

can argue, reinforces· this perspective even clearly. In the 

formative period (1774··1919) the anthropological orientation or 
tribal inventories by British Administrators5 crystallized within 

the framework of •individual, isolated, segmentary• pictures of 

the lite and cultures or the respective tribes.' This phase or 
Social Anthropology, rudimentary in the form or ethnography, 

projected the All India picture ot the tribal ro~ation as a mere 

aggregation or 'republics' or 'communi ties' or 'sub .... na tions', 

This orientation, eondit~oned by the colonial policies,·coincided 

with the British-Colonialist regime in India and the disintegra

tion or the native regimes - the break up or the traditional 

feudal estates. 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 represent. the studies or integration or tribes to the 

rising nationalist mainstream..? This orientation later culminated 

.5. The prominent among them are 10, Crooks, H.H •. Risley, J.H. 
Hutton, J.M. Campbell, R,s. Lathan, L.s. O'Malley• et al, 
see V:ldyarthi, L.P., o:e, cit., p •. 37. 

~ 6~ A detailed 1ndentification of the diffe%-tmt phases and the 
indication or the rationale of each of these phases in 
the tribal studies. shall be undertaken in . the following 
chapters or this paper. . 

?. Bose; N.K. • Hindu Modes or ~ribal Absorftion, Calcutta, 1928; 
Majumdar,. D.R., A Tribe .tn Trp.nsltlon: Study in CultU£! 
Pattern, London. 193'7; uliurye, t:.s. The Scheduled ·tribes, 
Bombay, Popular Book Depot, 1959 first published under the 
title ''l'he Aborigines so-.called and their Future' in l94J. 
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in the negation or the 'fragmentary' and 'compartmentalized' 

categoriesg for analysing tribal formation and its substitution 

by interaetiQnal categories like "Sanskritization and Westerni

zation", "little and great tradition" and "'tribe and caste

continu.wn", etc. Since 1950's onwards, studies on the tribes 

have been mor~ problem-oriented researches of power structure and 

leadership, or the ef'fect or emerging "economic frontiers" on 

tribes, studies to assist tribal development programmes, -community 

development prog~ammes. studies on processes of change, etc. 

These studies were compatible with the post-independence difficul

ties of tribal integration and development. However, the present 

exigency, 1n the light of tribal unrests. movements and active 

participation in political protests• etc. ·.- reflections of a 

deep underlying soeio.-economic crisis has given rise to a concern 

among scholars about the t~ibal question.9 Xhus our understanding 

or the theoretical crisis or Indian social anthropology would 

be an important step towards the analysis or this underlying 

socio-economic orisis in the tribal formation itself •10 

g. See Singh, Yogendraa ''Role· or Social Sciences in India" t 
Sooiolosical B~lle~~t Vol. 22 1 No.l, March 1973, p. 24. 

7 " J ~ 

9. See Singh., K. S, 1 Jriba-1. S 1-tua tion -in India, Simla ; IIAS, 
Introductory Remark$. 

10. The crisis in any theoretical thinking does not necessarily 
mean there is a crisi~ in the object of thought itself. But 
in the light of onr review, this coincidence in the case of 
Indian t.ribal formation stands out clearly. 



Tho taek or conet.ruct-t.on ot a theorett.cal framework 

tor tm.e atQ(ty ot the Indian Tribal tOJ"'mat.ion ls ttwo.folc.t., 

Firet;ly, the Olltltne of tbfl tJleoretieel criela in ln41an 

anthropology and eeeontllYt the underata.nd.iftg of tbe cr1s1e in 

the tribal fo~Stion ttrsel.t'. The two are organ1cally linked• . 
It ts a theontt1c~irica1 critrlque .- a crl,.lque or the way 

anthrcpologista are peJ"eeivtftg t.be t;rU:aea and t.l\8 obj~otive 

state ot the tf'.S.bet themaelve$.-ll Tht.e caila for an analyoi& of 

t.ho atate and atatus or the t.r1bal &'tt1die8 aad ·tt. underl.ylns 

theories thereof trom tho perspective ot eoeiology ot knowledge, 

Tho link between 'the theoretical and conceptual tram•ork ot 
·~ . 

soeia.l anthropologie~/ l!fld the hiatorleal conjunct-ure ot 'tih& 

ecclot.tee analya.ed.., 1~ee in the d.omein ot aociology ot knowledge • 
• 

\fhy M\fe aocial antbropolosJ.sta ;posed a ee,. ot qoeat.1ona ao they 

were? ' 'What led thetn to pose a certain aet; of questlona and not 

aome others? 'these ar• the typee ot quest1on& which we have 

ln mW while rtwtetdbg the llteratun on the t,r1be. Thou.gb 

t.;.b& att.empt may not claim to be a c:ontnbutt.on to theory, t1i 

i.e, we bope1 a .th~!un-•tical exegesis •. 



II 

CRISIS IN BRirisH ANTHROPOLOCl'Il2 

'. . The quasi-hegemonic role13 British Social. Anthropology 

had bad its reverberations felt in Indian Tribal studies tor the 

past rew deeades.u} Neverthe~ess, .there bas been a considerable 

time-lag between the theoretical development ot the British 

School and tho Indian counterpart. In spite of the fact that 

.within the Bri.ti.sh School, there were different currents or 

anthropological theorizations, the major impact was exerted ~y 

Functionalism. Functionalism was distinguished through the 

concept of 'equilibrium •, which functioned as the problematic. 

The model of the primitive societies was assumed analogous to 

tbe functioning of a biological organism. (Malinowski -

biological model; Radcliffe-Brown ..- Model of human body). Thus 

l2 • 

1). 

British Anthroplogy refers to the anthropological literature 
coming from the various departments or British universit.ies 
from l9?0t-E~a.rds mainly centred ar. ound the works of Bronis
lav l-f...alin"~~i and Radcliffe.,..Brown; see Kuper, ·Adam, · 
Anthro~ologists. and. Anthro,olosx -. ·~'he British School; 
19~~-7 .1 Penguin !looks, l9 $. 

"Anthropological studies 1n Britain grew.llp in the context 
or European and especially British Colonialism as a part or 
the colonial situation. Anthropologists for the most part 
did not question the colonial situation and the !'act that 
they pirticipated in it by investigating subjugated p~oples. 
Aa they took the colonial si tuat1on for granted, often 
capitalizing on it and some times actively-supporting it, 
they did not percelve that colonialism created a colonial 
people .- 'the native peoples' ..- under the economic, poli
tical and spiritual domination of an alien power which 
possessed and ruthlessly used £he means or violence against 
them." See David Goddar-d ot cit., p. 6l; also see Gough, 
Ka.t~leen.t 'Anthropology& Chida or Imperialism t t Monthly 
RevJ.ew, Vol. 17, No.ll, 1968. 
"Thus Indian Anthropology which was born and brought up Wlder 
the influence of British Anthropology, matured during the 
constructive phase also on the lines of British Anthropology ••• 
On the lines of an~hropology taught at that time at Cambridge 
Oxford and London. Vidyarthi, L~P., op. cit. p. 36. 



eaeh part or society performed a specific function for the 

survival. ,of the primitive totality, perpetuating the equilibrium. 

The perc9Pticm or social ~eality primarily crystallized around 

the immediately observable aspect o£ ritual or non-ritual social 

interactions. Tbus the functionalists practice of field-work 

derived its justification as the suprexne t~ehnique of data 

collection in Anthropology.-

But Afrlea had remained the primary f'oeus or British 

Anthropology tor a long time. 

''Africa remai.ned virtually an academic monopoly 
of anthropologists until the fifties.. It was 
also the primary focus or their field research' 
after 1930. In 1943, BraW'lholtz, then President 
ot: the Royal Anthropological Institt.tte, complained 
about 'natur-al tendency of Bri ti.sh Anthropologists 
to· study the inha bi ta.nce or· British colonies. is 
He might well have· added ' ••• •. in Africa '. · · 

The major bulk of conceptualizations in British Anthropology 

crystallized around African reality. The basis of Fortes• and 

Evans-Pritchard's opposition between state and stateless socie

ties orga~ized by. a segmentary lineage system which became a 

classical.) anthropological dichotomy (state}stateless) was a 

typical African phenomenon. The studies on the 'dominant 

lineage' groups was ~lso inspired by the African tr~bal phenomeria16, 

15. Kuper, Adam, .oP-t cit:., P• 136. 

16. Evans-Pritchard• E.E.· an~ Fortes, M. (eds.) .African 
Political Systems, London, Oxtord. University lor 
In.nernat1onal African Institute, 1970. Also, Middleton, 
·J. & I'a:lt, D.,, (eds.) ·Tribes.Without Rulerg, London, 
Routledge & Kegan Paul, 1970. 



J 
The study or the Indian tribes had never attracted 

the attention ot British anthropologists for intensive research 

Wltil the post-Second World War period. As far as the British 

School is concerned, the only department which developed interest 

in Ind.ia 1 was the School of Oriental and Afric~ Studies. with 

anthrop'!logis'tS like Adrian Mayer and F.G. Bailey. Though, 

earlier in the thirties R. Firth and E. Leach had come to Asia. 

but it is only in the late fifties that works on India appear. 

This belated interest ot British Anthropologists partly explains 

the initial time-lag between the theoretical development or the 

British School. and. Indian Anthropology~ 17 

In spite ot the tact that there is a lag in both the 

Schools of Anthropo.logy, the imp~et and the preponderance or 

British School on Indian Tribal Studies cannot be evaluated 

without discussing the state and status of British Functionalism. 

The present phase in the history or Functionalism, provides the 

17._ The excessive concern or Anthropologists with the caste 
system 1n India is one or the £actors which explains the 
negligence or Tribal Studies. To outsiders, Indian 
society generated an interest .in studies on caste and 
the entire .Hindu society waa equated -with a caste society 
leaving behind these casteless tribes theoretically ' 
untouched. Even a re~ent work by Louis Dumont .1.!9.!!.9 
Hierarchic~, London, Paladin, 1972 dismisses any rigorous 
study ot t e eXistence or the idea ot hierarchy among the 
tribals in India in spite or the fact that large sections 
ot tribes such as Gonds,. Konds 1 Ranas, Santals and Mundas 
are integrated into the caste system on the level or 
"clean sudras". See F.G. Bailey Caste and Economic 
Frontier, Bombay. Oxford. University Press, 1958. Kond
potters1 originally aborigines, are now treated as Oriyas 
or *clean sudra' status. 



key to the essentials or tts theoretical framework and the past 

history or its growth.18 

Peter Worsley, R. Needham. David Goddard and w.a. 
Runeima.ri19 are a rew prominent among many who explicitly 

recognize a theoretical and practical crisis20 in British 

anthropology. This underlying crisis is more often realiz~d by· 

those outside the circle o£ anthropologists and also among 
. . 

anthropologists themselves. The following is the basic outline 

or arguments put forward to substantiate the theoretico•praotical 

crisis. ( 1) 8r1 tish Social Anthropology represented f-unctional

ist analysis or 'primitive • societies. The concept or "equilib

ium." was never .critically examined.. Either it was the •static 

equilibrium' (F~rtes. Evans-Pritchard et al) or 'moving equilib

rium' (Leach, Gluckrt'lann et al) model of society which dominated. 

18. 

19. 

20. 

Our dis eussion of' the present crisis in Anthropology is the 
basis or our understanding of the p•st history and its past 
influence on Indian Anthropology.. "Human anatomy contains 
a key to the anatomy or the ape. The int.imations or higher 
development among the subordinate animal species, however, 
can be understood only after the higher development is 
al.ready known•" ·Marx, Karl, Gr.undrisse, Introduction, 
P-enguin Books, p. lOS. 
Worsley, P., •·J:he End o£ Ant~oloSW? '• Paper £or the 6th 
World Congress or Sociology t I . 6. eedham, R. • "The 
Future of Social Anthropology: Disintegration or Metamor
phosis?" Anniversary Contributions to Anthropology. 
Leiden; 1970. Goddard, o., "Anthropology: The-Limits ot 
Functionalism". ldeolo171n ·social Scie_ncea (ed.) . 
Blackburn,. R., Fontana; 1 2, p .• 61. Runciman. W.G, 1 ficiologyl§in its slace, LondC?n, Cambridge Univ. 1 l"'J70. 
. so see ·. ana )i, .• , ~The Crisis in British AnthropologY", 
New·,tert Review, 64, Nov-Dec. 1970, p. 95. 

See Gouldner, . A., The Coming Crisis in Western Soc:toloa, 
New .Delhi; Heinemann, I911. lor the best exposition or the 
concept or ·tcrisis '. 



This represented a static analysis ot society. Structures were 

defined to avoid eont;radietions. History was expelled apriori. 

The study or transition t;rom one structure toanother was viewed 

only·in an organic evolutionary perspective. The idea that 

structures might be capable or internal transformatiOJ:ls never 

existed in their vheoret~cal optics* 2l (11) David Goddard 

argues that the root failure of functionalist approach, was the 

absence of a satisfactory definition or structure. 

Instinctively, they have confined themselves 
to the appearance or things, never attempting 
to analyse the relationships latent in the 
things themselv~s •••• Structure has been 
identified w1 th the totality or empirically 
given social relationships in tribal societi~s. 
It is• therefore, a ~imple and not a complex 
~otion because 1 t relates directly and virtually 
without mediation to the empirical reality or 
social lif'e.22 

(iii) f.eter Worsely .has warned 

21. 

22. 
23. 

that it Social Anthropology con~inues to uphold 
its traditional eoncem with the primitive, it 
must inexorably die out. with its subject matter. 
though this may take a . long tinle still. • • as 
'primitive• societies become incorporated into 
'developing' nation-states and aggregation of 
nation-states and oi ideological, economic, 
political etc, entities, often cutting across 
~tipn .. states ~r subsuming them w1 thin blocks 
and groupings. J," . . . " . 

See Banaj11 Jairus, ·op1 cit_1 , P• 95, Also f·or a critique ot 
tunctiQnal analysis see· t:arl G, Hempel's "Logic or Functional 
Analysis", in fJ.~ay Brodbeck (e. d.) ReadinF .. 1n the PhilosophY 
of the Socia,l· Sciences, New York; Macinl Ian, 1968. 
Goddard,. David, ,Pp.cit,, pp. 62.6). 
Worsley, Pe.ter, ·2P• eit., quoted by Kuper. gp. cit0 p. 2)2 •. 

'i.' 
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A similar view argues that major bW.ks of the tribesmen are 

onJ.y peasants• emphasizing the point of extinction of the 
'24 

legitilnate ob3ect of antbrQpological stu~. 

w.G. Runciman is of the view that social anthropology 

is d.isintegrating and merging into other social sciences, which 

amounts to splita within social anthropology and the break-up 

of the subject along with the transformation of its subject 

xnatter • • savages•, The subject .matter of anthropology is 

go:i.;lg to 'be the concern of burgeoning, regional specialists 

like Afrioanists1. eta. That political anthropology, economic 

anthropology t etc .• ,, are merging into more~ stabilized branches 

l~ke politi,cal fJCience, economics, and. so on. With the conae• 

quence ·that anthropol.ogy as a distinctive blranch of social 

sciences, is getting subjugated to other disciplines and 1osing 

its theoretical status and empirioa.l basis. 

# 

Tlae a.boV'e arguments put forward in the expositi·on. of 

the crisis both in the theoretical framework and in the practice 

of social anthropology f·or Adam Kaper are not sufficient condi

tions for the dis.iiltegration of Anthropology. ~o Kuper, 

whichever theoret~cal model.,. is u.sedt tb.e distirtc
t1ve anthropologi9al perspective remains. This is 
to begin l?Y assuming that the actors' _model.s are 
part of the data •••• while his (actor• a) familiar 
ro~tin.e of ~~rt1~ji¥ant obsenat·:lop. in-closely kn~t 
Utt1ts must e re .a ned t.2 ~'f1 wm haVe to. be combined 
with other techn:tques. · {emphasis mine} 
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The alternative to the functionalist theory in Anthropology 

thc.t Kuper suggests is "••••• the new conflict model of the 
I 

plural society, which originated in the work of Furnivall, and 

which has been developed particularly by M.G. Smith, Pierre van 
. 26 

den Berghe and Leo Kuper." Thus u. • •• I feel that Social 

Anthropology will not be assimilated to any Social Sciences, 

including Sociology •••• that the Anthropologists can hope 

that their past achievements do still hold out promise for the 

future." Some later studies on the Indian tribes27 have been 

in the foot steps of' Conflict model (the alternative that Kuper 

suggests) and a critique of these studies shall be taken up in 

the later .part of this paper. However, what is important over 

here is the fact that the traditional functionalist approach 

in anthropology is undergoing a moment of crisis.· Whereas 
~ 

Kuper retains the technig,u§., participant observation "combined ' 

with other techniquesn for the study of the "plural societies" -

he certainly recognizes the soc io-historic limitations 13ri t ish. 

functionalism faces and the inadequac.ies of the functionalist 

theory to explain present historical tendencies. 

The present epoch is an epoch of cri.sis in British 

functionalism. The alternative models like conflict models, 

etc.; which are suggested, are for 1 us, symptoms of~this crisis in 

functionalism. 2'8 Due to the lag, which we have already mentioned; 

26. Ibid.,p. 237. 

27. See Bailey; F.G·., Tribe. Caste and Nation, Bombay, Oxford 
University Press, 1§?56, Oaste and the Economi,c Frontier, 
Oxf.ord University Press,. 1958. 

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. 
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.the Indian anthropologist.s . .c:are yet to realize the symptoms of · 

such a theoret:i.co-practical crises which :British functionalism . . 

istundergoing. The inability to perceive the crisis and hence 

a theoretical rethinking to overcome the crisis will raise a 

consi~erable problem in perceiving the dynamics of social change 

in the Indian tribal formation. 

·In the chapters that follow.we shall undertake a 

critique of the few representative studies on the Indian tribes 

in the background of this theoretical discussion~ Since the 

present critique has been from the perspectiv~ of sociology of 

knowledge it will enable us to realize simultaneously the 

limitations of the existing tribal stud;\.es and acknowledge their 

potentiality to contribute·to the explanation of individual 

social phenomena which have unfolded in the tribes under unequal 

historical o ircumstance.s. 
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TRI:BAL ETHNOGRAPHY IN THE COLONIAL. PERIOD 
t - ' ; -· .··. -· . . . . . 1 ·- -- . 

There is a greater oqmmonality on the description 

and conceptual.ization o:f the Ind.ian tribal reality during the 

/Colonial period than in the nationalist or the pe>st-:lndependenoe 

phases of social anthropology. It .:i.e only the 1:1haring of a strong 

Colonial orientation29 that such possible consensus in the ethno

g-raphie.s o:f a wide range of tribes has been inevitable. Thus, 
-

any one of these studies is a representative work., from the point 

of view o~ the sociological perspective and the ;ratiotlle of this 

pb,a.a.e of the t.ribai atudifiHh 

Risley • in . Tb.el geop1,e o& India • defines a. tribe in 

the .foll.owing ways: 

A t.ribe as we find it in India is a collection of 
families or groups of families bearin.g a commol]. 
name which as a rule.doesnot dengte an;r s2ecifio 
ooculation; gene.rai!y o!aim1ng oommon·descent !rom 
a myfiica! or historical ancestol:', and ocqasionally 
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, professing4 or claiming 
to occupy a definite tract of country. 'v (emphasis 
mine) · 

The orientation of these early ethnographies was adminis
trative rather than academic or scientific. They were 
,intended primarily to acquaint the administrator witb. the 
diversity of cu.stom in the different tribes. In spite of 
some sociological (iigressions, by and large the ethnograph ... 
ies did not dev;iate from tb.e main task of produoing 
••compendia of colonial information for the administrator. n 
S,ee Dube, s.c., •social Anthropology in India', published in 
Indian Anthro o~o :Esse. s inmemo:r of D.N. Ma ·umdar (eds.) 

dam an om ay, a a :J.s · ing ouse , 
1962,p. 237. 

See .Risley, Herbert1 The Peo;e~e of India, Delhi, Oriente.J. 
Books Reprint (1915J 1969, P• G2. Exactly a similar defi
nition wa~ stated by w. Crooke in his Natives of Northern 
India, London, 1907, P• 36. 
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The olea.r description of tribes 1 thus defined, lead an 1ndependent 

"existence, whose conditions mat11 :British administrators themselves 

have regarded ·as ideal. The tribes ·w~re mostly found in the 

hill tracts which are the home of tbe mo.st · pr!mitive races that 

ttproba.bly preceded the oaste'i31 ,. Unlike tb.e caste based 

J societies the ·tr;tbes ·were s:lngl.e boJAogeneous communities. ln 

contradistinction to castes, n-o section of ·the tribe ever clailued 
' ' 

or associated with a spec1f1o·ocou.pation. The conditione of the 

h1ll"""count;'y 1 as described by the bull! o:f' tribal ·inventories, 

were part icu.larly favottra:bl.e to the g:xaowth of these self .... 

independent tribes.. Eao.h narrow valley with terrace cultivation 

Qll the at1jo1u1ng· slopes supported a smaU ·number of :famili~s, 

isolated from the outel' world, end depending upon their own 
labour for all th·e necessar1e·s and most of the luxuries .of life. 

The tl:'ibals bad occupied ·distinct ·tra:<rtrs ·exclU:sive~y for 'them-

./ selves u.nt.il l.a·t.$ly. 32 

The begitinang·of the breakdown~ the ins~arityof the 

t:ribes came as. an integral part of colonization· du.ring the ear~y 

part. of.l3ritish:'rtUe •.. Opening of· new t:hannels' of' communication 

increased the volume of' non•tl:'ibal. immigration .. into these regions. 

31. "Few people 1n ;ndia enjoy a bi.appie:J;" life tb.an the residents 
of some of tbes .• ·e vall~ys. •• . w •. Croo. ke.' ,T~e Native Haeres .O.t 
British Em;ai~e •• No~h~EQ lnclia, London, ~1;7 t P• 37. · .. 

. . . . -. ' ; t• .. -, . . - - • ' . ---~--· 1 . 

32. ~or. .instancet tP,e beginning of Oriy~ ·mtgrat1oti troni the 
plains into Kondm.als coincided with the annexation of 
Kondmals into the British territOZ:J' around th(! middle of 
t.he nineteenth. century. See Bailey,_ F.G •. , Ca,te. and 

, E,conornio Frontieir, :Bombay,- Ox;ford<Universita-ress, 1958, . ~6 .. . ... · . ' 
P• ... • . . . . . . . .. . . . . . 



Most of the new settlers ca:rrie,d~on profitable'trade in the 

hU~s. ~he products of the new town-based industries penetrated 

the tribes. Thus the advent of this commercial frontier into a 
' ' 

relatively simple, self-sufficient tribal economy brought about 

a rapid d$stru.etion of the tribal self-sustaining fol?Illationa •. 

This dissolu:tion of the tribal .insularity cuJ.ndnated in a· greater 

dependence :of the tr~bals orf the non•tribals. _who acquired large 
. -

portions of land in various regions of the hills. The more 

tribal production developed a commodity c.baracter, the greater 

became the distano~ separating the tribes from the !DB.rket, the 

more dependent the 'tribal beoam.e on an i-ntermediary. The traders 

andl merchants. in other words', the settlers• frontier found a 

place between the proQ.ucer a.ud consumer. 

!rb.ia often led to tb~ me,voh~nt inducing a number of 

t:ribals, w~o until ~!:len produced as tribal, secondary occupation, 

r tO\ work: foX*: hilnt making their secondary into theil' chief occupa

tion. Later the tribals were·~ ·brought~ undel' tb.eir ·command as wag:& 

labou.rers. To draw them away fl;,'om the·ir t~ibes and· to concentrate 

theJn. in; a plac$ Of wbrk WSEJ a. fu.rtll.er step. ·All tl:lat happened 

in ·the.process was that these essentially self-sufficient tribes 

were· restricted :lj.ttle· by little- to, one kind of work. in which. they 

become dependent· on.· aell.ing • on the !?szer, the merchant,· and 
. . •. - , 

.. . .. .. . ... 

ul tamat·ely pro-duced-only· for and ;t·J];roasb h.im. The m~x-oha.nts 

boUght their labQttr originally only by bu.yin,8 their productf as 

soon as they restri-ct themselves to the production of this exchange 
' ' ' 

valu:e. and. thus must directly prodU:oe exchange value t must excnange 

the,ir labour e;ntirely for money in order to survive, then they came 



J 
u:nder his command• and at the end even the 1:l.lu.aion that they 

. sold h;tm produo'#s 41sappeared. 

-In bad years the t;ribal • s cash:.·receipta were not 
~ ~ 

sufficient to cover bil;l requirimenta of oa.ahJhe was; the:refo:re, 
.. 

compelled to borrow. Exploitation by usu.ey capital was established 

on this bas.is, Ev$n :1.11 oe~ain areas; uilder these new ··conditions, 

colonia.l1.sm ino~eased the tribala ne$d for cash directly through. 

revenue collectiollJ ll Besides the tribal•s payment of taxes and 

state revenues he had to purchase not only his lwmries but even 

those goods Which were essential to consumption. Parallel to this 
34 . 

;in many areas • tnQn.,y-lending by non•tribals tlou.rished. In these 

areas barte.r was r·eplaced by payment ill._ cash~ 1'he only means 

available to the· tribal of earning this cash ws.s the sale of his 
' ' 

produP.ts• not* ot oou.rse, tllose which h~ prodUC$d in his backward 

horuet!'obased s~le industry., but those which the industry of the 

For 1nstanoe itt 1765, Shah Alana handed over the financial 
administration of :Bengal; l3.1har ana Orissa to the East India 
Company. s~noe Chotanagpur was a part of Bihar in its 
:financial admini$t~ationt its relationship with tbe Company 
started from this time. In course of the Company' e rule, 
the or1g:i.nal' a.nnu.al claim. from Chotanagpur was raised first 
to ~.14, 100 - and then to ~.15 ,041. Tb.is terr1tory":be1ng 
a forested· area where there was 11 ttle improvement in agricul
ture, it became increasingly diff;i.cult to pay such a :large 
revenue~ The revenue from Chotanagpur was constantly in 
arrears. For a b.pief account of economic history of' Mundas 
·se~ :Bose, .. N.X •.. ; !l'f.t:etptrll,cture of ~Hindu Soc.1etz, Bombay, 
OrJ.ent Longman Illiii e21, ·i 975, p. 49. 
"When tb.e Oraon has taken his paddy house.· his first business 
is. ifo repay with inte. rea. t (generally .at SO per cent) to the 
'Sahu Mana jan •· ~· the rural. Shylock .......... the grains he may 
have borrowed.- from him duri,ng mont:b.s of atX'ess. Besides paddy, 
loans thus z-epa.idt an Oraon may have an old interminable 
aecol1tlt to settle with the Mahajan or money-lender." See Roy, 
Sarat Chand:r:ea; t'h.e_ Oraons( of (;hotanagBur, Ranchi; Ranohi Bar 
L.ibrary, 1915 t P• 1 ~B. 
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towns and the settled cu.ltivation of the pla~ns did not produce. 35 

In this way, the process of change started, and large bulks of 

tribals were finally forced to become what we to-day understand 

by peasants - pure asri,cultq.rists. The further he was forced. 

' into this szaeciali,zation then greater became the subjugation of 

the hills, the abode. of tribes by the plains, the centre of their 
' ' 36 

future administration. 

Underauch a condition of economic crisis, the tribals 

whose existence was jeopardized by fundamental changes revolted 

during the late nineteenth century. Some of the tribal.revolts 

are well knov~n such as Sardar Larai (1885) and Birsa movement 

(1895-1900) among the Mundas, Ganganarian Hangama (1832) among 

the Bhwnij, Kol Rebellion (1832), Santal rebellion (1857-58), 

Rebellion of Kacha Nagas (1880's), Kondmahal uprisings of 1860 
37 

and 1862, etc. 

35 •. For instance; growing turmeric and a specialized cultivation 
of tu1~er1c in the mountain sides is associated with the 
Konds in highland Orissa. Over a considerable period o':t~ 
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., 

ncapital, Saving and Credit in Highland Orissa {India)tt 
in Firth.Ra;rnond and ·Yame;t(, :B.s. (eds.), Caiital, Savi~JS 
and Cred~t ~n Peasant SOCleties, London, II en anal1nw~n, 
1969; P• 118~ . 

36. To-day, the tribal research bureaus contin1,1e to be situated 
in the capital cities of most of the States in India, not 
to speak of the Anthropological Survey of India which is at 
lalcutta -India's leading metropolis. 

37. See Sinha, Surjit, "Tribal Solidarity Movementstt; a review 
pu~lished in Singh, K.s. (ed.) ~ribal; Situation in India, 
Siiil~a,, 1972, pi. 410; also. L.K •... !110hapatra1 "~oc!a! 1ifovements 
Among Tribes of India", Singh, K.s. (ed. J Tribal Situation 
in India, 1972 ,p., 399; Mukherjee, P. '. Histori of Orissa, 
Vani-Vinar, Utkal UniversitYt 1970, p/ 4S1; ·. ·.~. Da!ton, 
DescriptiveEthnolo~ of Ben,a.l, lndian.Studies- past and 
present,, Calcutta, 1 72, p~ ~§. 



The series of tribal movements and uprisings remain'?d 

ae tl:le most vital and necessary expression of the eocio-ec,onomic 

~orin1s which had engulfea the tribes. None of the British· ethno .... 

graphers 1 take account of .tribal movements. revolts or rebellions. 

not to speak of :the deep underlying· tribal ~1nd-ebtedneas and their 
. . 

socio .... economio e:risis. R~Qlar, Crooket. Dalton and o•Malley who 

account for the maj.or blll:k of .!ct'ibal eth~ogra.phy in this period 
., ~· 

confined tharn.sEilves to an i.d~~l;!;zed portrayal of individua_l_ 

tribes. Even :tf there ar.e references .to tribal •revolts' or 

'insurrections' in Dalton, the treatment of this ,syndrome of 

social onange remains ~poradio and partially touche~. That 

the· rev9lts 9ouJ.d b~ ~ structural coneequence of th~ tribal 
·1 

, subjugation :f'ollQwed· ~by tbe · ·aQoio~eoono:rnic cr:i.sis. remained 

ou.tsid.e their questioning. ';rhus1 the static:i.t1 Qf their 

description expelled 'movement$ ~priori. even suppress:1:ng t~e 

empirical ex:tat~moe and the b.istorica.l actualities of ·tribal 

movements. l.f' the :British ethnog;raphera we·:r'e • empirioiets" then 

they remained unfaithfU-l to. empirical fact.s. They ~ailed to 

describe social real~ties that existed. Thtts in tfle long tradi-

. tion o:f :British. empid•icismt moa't of t,hem seem; un-British. If 

they bad described only what really existed• t,he works of many 

of th~m would be .fal" more :relevant than what they are to-day, 

Often enough, the tra.!ition of empiricism has been criticised for 

its lack of a *theo:ey•.. In that the emp~_ricists did not reallY 

follow. a theoretical proc-edure tQ present the~. bare facts and 

·empirical descriptions.. As of course it is. ~u,t what puzzles 

u.s eyen mor$ is that many empiricists fS:il to. reoord and care 
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to describe everything they see. Tb.ey lack minute and disoip:Lined 

observation 1t1 whatever they rnay observe• 

However; th.e only reference to change we come aoro·ss 

· ·iJa· the so-called 'cul tu.ral' process' of • Hindui~at ion', 0 • Malley 

and Risley have referred to.li1tidu1zation as an exclusively ncultitral 

·phenomenon ... in great detail• O'Malley observ.ed "Among many tribes 

there bas been an infiltration of HinduS ·, wh1oh b.as acted,~as a 

sol.vec:t upon relig.ious and social customs and bas tended to 

disintegrate tribal o:rgan·izat'ion. · \Vhole tribes or sections. of 

tb,e tribes .have been converted into depressed castes as a result 

. of HinduiR~ation~ " 38 In a similar vein RisJ.ey wrote, "·All over 

·lndl-8 at the prtasent moment tribes are gradually and insensibly 

be.ing. transformed into castes." From the ethnography of this 

period what emerges i.'s a stron~ tendency among almost all the 

tribes to embrace Hinduism when' they came ~nto contact ·with it .• 

As a prominent instance of this phenomenon :B:radley•:Bx-it mentions 

the case. of the Santais who ·hav-e adopted Hiridti.festivals and 

clistoms; though they• are "one of the most exclusi\'G of all the 

aborig~l tribes and iltill regard the Brahmin and bia faith 

with all their old animosity. nl§ The:-reform movement among the 

Santalst started. :til 167"9 by Bagiratb. who caUed .. upon them to 

give u.p eat1Ug pigs and· fowls and drinking' liquor;. and to a.bando~ 
. ' 

the worship of theil' t~ibal god 'Marang :Burut for that of the one 

See O'Malley, .L.s.s·. t India "a Social Heritage, Oxford; 
Clarendon Press,{1934) ,!n5., P• 7G". · · . 

...-.:;;---;:::--. 

39~ .See Bradley-.Brit,, ..,c.-e,_n.su;;;;.s:.....;--....;:;.::....::-. 
p~ 216, .D\ss · 

'{ 1 72J-t Lt 'M 7 
-L71 --



true God. Risl·ey thought that the Kurmis of Western :Bengal are 

a Hinduized branch of the Sa.ntals; who though very particUlar 

with whom they eat, have no objection to eating cooked rice 

with the Kurmis• The Kurmis Qmployed :Brahmins for the worship 

of their IU.ndtt Gods but not for that of the rural or ·family 

Thu,s the concept of 'Hindu:Lzation' remained a bare 

deacr~ption of the cultural procesa. T.he social content or the 

~notive force of H#,ttduization was never identified. That the 

specialization Qf certain sections of the tribes on particular 

ocoupa.tions might b.ave been a force contributing to the conversion 

to part~cula:r castes became inconceivable in the framework of 

l3ritish ethnography. Even one might argue that the motive-force 

behind 'Hindui-za.tion• isrnot cultural. :iJnii.tation per ae. bu.t !1 
challenge and revoJ.t against the socio-economic deprivation 

·• 
tb.at the t:t"~bals were confronted with, lti other words.. , '-t could 

be a'culttu'al. camouflage' foX" lat·ent confrontation for social and 

economic ~ower. 40 

With :respect to the series of revolt~:;~, in tune with 

the partial understanding of the tribal problems the BritisQ. 
·''•. 

Government t having failed to repress the militllncy o:f the tribal a, 
.41 . 

initiated a series of 'protective' legislations. This led to t~e 

40• For a a:Lnlil.ar c:r:itique of Sanskritization, see Harold A. 
Gou.ld "Sanskrit;i.zation and Westernization, A Dynamic View", 
fionom~~· Wgektz, Vol •. 13, June _24, 1961 ,pp.945-50; also see 
• ;t.ngn, ·. o. g~ndra 1 Modernization ·of Indian Tradition, Delb.i, 
ThoJl1son Press, 19'fl,p. 1~. 

41 ~ Foru)xample, the first enactment 1st January 1897 Kondmal 
Land RegUlation or .Article 60, 1936, in Orissa represent 
the protective ~egislations by the British. 
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offictal categorization of tribes as distinct from the Hindus. 

ln the o~urae of time pl'otective legislations d;ld not 'solve the 
' 

problem. ot the tribes. Whereas in Chotanagpur~ Madhya Pradesh, 

Or;i.ssa tribes continued to l>e dOJD.in.ated by settlers, in other 

area.s such as NEirAt Naga Hj..Us_, etc., were virtually cordoned off .. 
from contact with the ma1nstream of Indian civilization.· 

The socio-economic cri$1s in the tribes, which wel"e 

described to be .n ideal" a tew ;rears 'before,. never improved and 

several consequenoes followed. One of the important consequences 

is the socio-economic difi'erent1S.tion even within tbe t·r1bea. :By 

1930's among the Munda·s of Ch.otanagpur the syste~ of land tenures 

w~s ba$&d very larselY on descent in the male l1ne from the 

origina; fou,nders of.Viliage$, and those who are so descended 

had special :rtghts, which were protected by leglslation, There 

were two clear•cut stratifie-d sections, call.ed •xnuntka ·H1dars• 

and *Bhimbars•~ The former., who were' in. a minority, were descend

ents of those who cleared the forest end founded villag.es before 

landlords appeared on tha scene: the name meant 'clearer of the 

jungle'. They still retained fu.ll proprietory rights in the 

whole area included within the vlllage boundaries 1 subjected to 

tne payment of a fixed quit .... rent to superior landlords, and had 

tenant.s under 'them. !he •Bni.tnbars•, on the other hand .1nclu.ded · 

, not only .t.he 4e.sce~denta of the original settlers and co-proprietors, 

bu,t also the descendants of those who reclaimed land and fonned 

villagea. ,1n :ar.e~'J.· where lanaJ.ords had auaacy acqui:red proprietary 
. - s • . • 

li'ightth Consequently th,ey li~d no ·proprietary righta but had· land 
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. either rent free or on payment of a small quit·r~nt which coul.d 

not be enbanced.- 42 · In spite of am~l'e e1fidenee ·o.f differentiation . . - . . 

·within the tribes and the emergtn.g co·ntradiction between the · · 

triba:Le and ttie settleX'S there 1& very little mention of these 

trends in the stud"ies on tl1e tribes during the colonial· period. 

And- tribes continued to ·be conceptualized as hoJnogeneou:s "collection 

ot :famil.iestt ,or groups without an:y "specific ocoupationn in 

cont:radistinot~on to stratifiedt easte-base4 and differentiated 

societies~ 

The otl.ly ·exceptions front the colonial ethnog:t"apby ·ot 

th~t; period are '·Mun.das .ang ~heir Countx>l and ~be Oraons of 

Ch2ta~gpur; by s.c. Roy. Although Roy quite clearly grasps 

th.e contJ;>adtction between the: tribals and non.-tribals he does 

not provide tne causes .of sttah a contradiction. This is partly 

'beo':luae the ,pc,onomip. hi,stpE;Z of tb.e Mundae. for .·Roy 1e more o~ 

lesa the d$se~ipt1ve poiiti!oo ... historioal g.ccoant.t>£ tbe.e;gve:rna.nce 

of these t .. ibes. Ro1 writes: 

As we have seen the vital 1mpulse that has hfthe~to · 
.regul.ate<J. their tribal life and guided their social 
development:has.been the desire to secure alliance 
and conc.ord wb.ere1ler possible. In most of the~r . 
~st;i:tu.tion.s we have ·seen tne social .soul st.r1V1ng, 
$.11 its own way, ~_or union and ·cooperation within the 
clan, the vUlage, the partia or the tribe. · As for· 
ou:tsiders, OraQn tribal ,history has natu:ral).y .made 
this people s11spicious of aU aliens. Although 
occasionally 1n the past they made fitful efforts to 
prevent tbe spoliation. by· aliel:l jagirdars and. thika• 
dars of their rights ~n land, the· tribe a&f a Whole 
before long :t>esigned themselves to fate. 4J 

~!~:· s·e$_hoy~ !.t!~ t !lie' lunda§ and !lieir ~ountr:z, !om'b'ay; :Asia .. 
P~bl1shing House t 1-9'7<S, lh G2 and. a.Iso see 0 '.Mal.l.ey, L. s. s. • 
,Ind!! • s Social. Her1tag~h0xford; Cl.aXtendon Press, 197;. 

43. See- Roy; s.c-., l'he Oraons of .Chot,a Nagpur, Ha.ncl:li; Rancb.i 
:Bar Library, 191;, PP• 4<~6-37. · · 
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Thus Roy clearly takes u.ote of. the &cymptoms of the 

crisis such a.s ·:the·;.variou.a revolts, the .confrontation of tribals 
' 

with non•tribal.s·, etc, Bu.t the nature of the' crisis .in the very 

structure of· the new. relations that had .eme~ged remained unidenti

fied and unapeoif1EHl• Roy's conclusions to tb.e issues. among th'e 
' 

Oraons remained within the .:British colonialist orientat.ion. 

Roy writes: 

j L 

"It: wa.s :reserved. for their British rulers to introduce 
amon.gst.them the shining light Of education to quicken 
their moral nature, widen their fiel? of

4
opportunit1es 

and give them a broader outlook em l:Lfe. 4 

Boy accepted the cona~quenoes of' the :Britishrule as inevitable 

, . 

. ~p~ee.~ of. ~i;esionaries in -the tribes effected a. large cO"nversion 
. . 43 

c>t·::tribal£9 into .Chr1.stian1ty~· · . Eventt!al~y this led to the 

emexogenoe. o:f . Euro~ean miseionaries as a refere11~e grou.p f.or the 

new tribal e+·:1.~~~· ... ·Wh~~ was also the perioc} when. literary and 

formal education. E!prerad among a section. ~:?. ~)le 'tr~:~als; ~ome of ... 

whom. moved into the lower echelons of the colonial administrative 

.m.ach1neJ:7• This marked the emergence of a minority of eduoated 

t:ribal elite. 

. ., 

::Characte.ristically s~c. Roy provides the link between 
l) ~ l 

this phase of tribal. ethnography with the next phase that was 

to mark tb.e beginn.Uig of the ln<li~n anthropological tradition. 

In describing the eul tu.re of a tribe l.ilte the Oraons 1 for instance, 



Roy had on the wb.ol.e under-rated territorlJ:I,l or.regional differ

entiations• and trie(l to present a c,ompos1te picture of •oraon 

CUlture• 1 .which did not actually apply to anY pa.rt.icu.lar section . ' 

o:f the tribe which lived ae a • commun1.ty1, and was sepa.X'ately 

id~nta:f:Lable eithe~ 1~ apace or in time. However, Roy's study 

me.y be vi·ewe.d to be tn the middle range between descriptive macro 

lev$1 ethnogl:'aphy on the one hand and intent3ive, micro13~opic study 

on the other. Itt th~s phase of tr.1bal studies Roy had undoubtedly 

brq'ken new grou:nd by real.izi~ the importance of a historical 

acc'ount ill. an appreciation of a trab~• s culture, e,en though; 

· this history wa.a a pol.a.t1co•a.dmin1strative account of ·the tribe• 

The tradition o£ intensive fieldwork ·1t,lt.a particular tribe that 

·was to fo~l.ow the early p~se of ethnography may be etl.U'1l'llariz~d 

in the following refi~ot.ion of N.K~ l3ose on s.c. Roy's intellectual 

resilience. 
·• 

To this ellttent: .he paid a homage to. the functionalj.st 
· school. by b,is <ronfessJ.on to the present writer a 

few.monthe before he passed away that if he were to 
be. given tbe onanoe of living his life oyer again, 
he would disregard all the ethnographic accounts 

· whicb be. had wr·it-ten in the past.· Instead h" would 
busy himself in a small village .of a small region., 
and ·,study 1n microscopic detail how the life of the 
community was built u.p, as well as the cUltUl*e. 
This desire to engage in a new adventurt=1 of 1ntensi'VG 
microecop:Lc wa1:5 p.roof 'of his superb· intellectual 
~e·sil1enoe.4Ei. · · 
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. EARLY. W~RKS. 9F SOCIAL ANTHRQPOLOGY ~N -:~DB ;tNDlAN TRIB}!:.§ 

Vlb.eree.s the fi~st phase .of trtbal e~~diee could be 

.distinguished bt ethriogl'aphy, the second »tlase whtch almost 

·coij'l.cid$d with the beginning of Anthropology a.~ an academic 

~iso.ip~ine ·in In.d:tan univera1ties47 may be terJned as the phase 

of early Social Anthropology on. the tribes. There ie;~• however,: 

a l$ss obvious difference between the first and the second phase 
. . t . 

of ·tribal ·stu.d:l,es. lt cannot be said that the t'irat phase is 

pu.rel.y ·descriptive whUe tb.• second. is analyt.ll.o and concerned 

with problems. Tbe difference is rathe~ one of degree. The 

earlier concepts of fftb.nographer.s ·were no more than eonvey.ing 

the social and cultural pictux-e of· tribes. The studies. ~ the 

second phase• when mo:re lnd.1ane entered th:e fieldt have followed 

earlier tnodel and pl!oduoed comprehensive voJ.umes on tribes as 

wel.l as indiV~dual t:t>:tbes 1 but h.ave done more than that. For 

these social anthropologists tb.e priority -was to confine to 

47,, The process of acceptance of anthropology as· an academic 
discipl.tne in Indian universities came as a very. slow · 
proce·ss, . The first autonomous department started in 
1920 at Calcutta University. Then short courses in 
anthropology were developed at different u:ntversities 
as a·part of the ourJ!icula·in economics, polit;i.cal science, 

.. Ph.i;l.o~ophy, sociology., etc •.. The department· at Luckn'OW · · 
Univ.ersity was the second in the cetuntry to have instituted 
the second chair of professorship• · See; M.N. · S.rinivas and 
M.1 ~~ Panini, 'The. D.ev~~opment of Sociology and f)ocial 
Anthrop_ ology ,in India.~ , Sociolo~io~l :Sul.letin~ Delhi, 
Journal of Indian Soc:L~:togicai ocl.ety, Vo!. 2 No.2, 

· Sept. 197l• 



those particnl.ar tribes wb.ach helped th~m to recognize few 

oommon issues ~d problems of general reference. Often there 

were attempts to understand not only a particular tribe• but 

even a segment within a tJ:ibet never been tsinpted to portray all 

tb.ey could of their chosen tribes for personal observations• 

This tbeore·tical orientation crystall.i.zed within tb.e framework 

of:::'functional1sm but never reached the functional rigour o.f 

analysis. Th.ougb it 1s difficult to say that tb.e studies between ,. 

. 1919 to 1949 cou.ld be categorised :Lnto th1s phase yet for· all· 

analytical conveniences one can identity the rationale in the 

writ!ng.s of th1s'per1od. 

Th~s phase in its development; characterize~ by the 

beginning of 'detail~d monographic studies. of tndividual tribes, 

mostly thli'OU"6b. anthropological fieldwork, and enquiry, . was also 

detem~nea by the social milieu. ~nd the need of the b.istorie~ 

conjuncture as it wer:e. 1l'he earlier accounts of tribes, insuffi

cient in their understan(ling o~ tb.e social structu:re w~re never 

adequate for an intensive understanding of the problema· and 1ssu.es 

1nvolved. ·This demanded the need for detailed studies of tribal 

In thie phase the earlier classificatory schema C)f . . 
vari,otts tribes with reference to '1eommon descent from a mythical 

o~ historical ancestor" was often replaced by distinctions baaed 

on t}le nature of the social organization of the tribes such a..s 

hunters, fishers and gatherers, nomad~c groups, shifting culti

vators, pe;;rsant$t ~rtisana and castes or even on an appreciation 

of the ter~itorial o~ regional differentiat-ions as a basis of 



claasificatioth Per'b.a.pe the most crucial diffe~ence between · 

tb.e first and the second phase lies in the fact that tb.e latter 

1dentif.1ed individual. cUltures not as 1sola.ted ent1ti$s rather 

as a pa~ of t.he total Hindu fold which were evident~y 1nter-
-r . 

linked witb. tbe other seotions of the Indian population. This 

perspective was a natural expression of the rising nationalist 

moveznent· :in India. The most representati-ve of this pe:riod is 

G· s. Ghuey~•·e §,ohedule~·l'rib!Js, first published as ~.h.~ .. Aborigines 

,f:1o-called ,And thi2;p ~llttu'rt in 194l• This book was recognized 

w.idely as a major breakthrough in anthropologi-cal studies on the 

tribes,.48 

Tbough the ,pe~c;ept~on abou.t the tribes during this 

phase t~nsoended tb.e earlier conception, the tribes being viewed 

a@ the aborig,inea ot the tracts wh~cll they occulli$d, their 

»£Sbl~Et~i\9, remai~ed the phenomenon of 'Hinduization • .• Ghurye 

critioiae4 .many :British ethnographers for their denial of the 

fact that t.ribala are a part and parcel of Hindu civU·ization. 

Ghueye wr.ote, 0 the so-called aborigines. who form the bulk o:f the 

schedul.e tr~bes and. have been des~gnated ·in the Census ·as 

4e. •~His treatment of the problem is fairly exhaustive and the 
views. marked by hinl 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 
credit of the author tb.at unlike many anthropologists who 
get lost with their anthropological excursions, Prof. 
Ghurye has viewed the problem frQJn a broad, national 
perspeoti.ve.' see Mehta, Ud.ay, in Semi9!r (:Bombay) 
October 1960, quoted in some·opin1ons on the book 
Scbsdu.l.e Tribes, Bombay, l?opu~a.r Prakashan; Third Edition, 
1~&J, P• .403 •. 



anUg
1
ista are ~est described as ba.ckward Hindus.~' 49 ( empha.e;Ls 

mine) Ghu.rye discussed the assimilational strains and stresses 

·pl.'ObS:bly from a different angle than E~win had done• · Elwin had 

diatingt.lit:da.ed tb.ree sections of ·t.ribe$ with respect td their 
. . . ' ' 

' . 

and others who have successfully fought the battle, and are 

recognized as members of fairly high statue within Ein~u society. 

~e~ondlYt the laxoge mass that has partially Hindui.zed and has 
<o •• ' • • • • ' ••• - '.. • • 

eome into close contact witt?. Hindus. and thirdly the b.Ul 

sections• which "have exhibited the greatest power of resistance 

to th~. alien cultul:'es that have pressed their border. n.50 

Elwin had earlier found a great difference b.etween the two classes. 

"The .second eJ.a$s has suffered mol:'al depre·ssion. and decay as a 

:result of 90ntact from wh1ah the third o·lass has largely been 

'free. ,,51 Elwin lla.d identified the causes of the d$pression in 

·the secon4· category of tribals as being mainly twofold as far as 

contact with Hindus during the Dritish day·s are concerned. 

Fi~stly, ~he l~.S§11 ,Qf 7
tb.eir, lang, lowering their prestige and 

self'•oonfidenoe.. The first cause had received attention frotn 

man.Y scholars and was a wide ransing pl'ienomenon which occurred 

la1iel.y·in·sp1te of the protective legislations.· -Conventionally 

a 'lot o.f prestige was attached tQ land among many ~ribea, thus 

transfel' of land to outsiders l.ov:ered not only the econom-ic but 

4941 Ghurye, G •. s., SchedW.edTribes, :Bombay; Popular Prakashan, 
1963, P• 20. . . · · . · 

;o. Elwin, v. 1 Loss of Nerve, P• 1. 

51.. Ibig. t P• 2, 



also tb.e social status of the tribal a. 52 The second cause 

according "to him was· the short and transitory nature qf the 

,contact .w1.th Hindu. religion. Under such circumstances "the abori

g.inal. becomes ashamed of his own faith, bu.t has no chance to 

learn another • and the decay of religion is the result."53 

GhUl'ye accepted the former cause as an inevitable condition 

and pretaise of' Hinduiza. t.ion. He took note of a number of triba~s 

who loat .their lanq to the Hindus. Some of tnem were fairly· good 

ag.ricllltli:l'iats of the usua:J. sort 1 carried on crude cultivation 

of the snifting variety~ :Bu.t this los.s of land was largely an 

incident of conque.st or a reaul. t of the :favour of ruling families 

and later the British adln1nistrat:ton to settlers from plains.· 

With respect to ·Elw,tn1 s description of the second cauae of 

tribala moral degradation, Ghueye almost rejected tb.is as being 

a very marginal.. phenomenon. 

Ghurye•s model ·of analysis· ~emained one of integration 

as against the :i.solat.ionist or atomistic model of earliel' 
-

ethnographers. .He viewed the integration of the tribes into the 
' 

ma~n fold of R:tndu society as being an inevitable need of the 

national issue. According to him, in th,e pre-British era; the 
. 

contact of the HinduS\'With the tribes profited the tribes greatly 

even in .spite of. the tribals loss of land to the Hindus. The _ 

tribals in all probabilities got their knowledg~ of agriculture 
' ' 

!S2. "As tne:Cful.J. rights o:f' citizenship in a tribe, however, 
are attached to. property, the Konds are as· a rul.e opposed .. 
to the practice o:f' land sel.ling.n (T.J. Matby). Tb.e Ganjam 
D.istrict· N'Ianual (ed.) by G. D. Leman, M.c.s. Madras, 1882, 
P• 157~ 

53• v. Elwin, op. cit • .; P•, 36. 



from th.e Hindus. The Hindui.zed ones almost began to like 

sett~ed life •. and as a result of thee creation of complex wants 
' ' 

some sections· became far more steady and mobile labourers than .. 
. tb..ey ever. were in, their· or.ig1nal surroundings. Ghurye argues 

that some of them no doubt must have lost their moorings and 
' must nave been cowed down 'Qy the "superior labotU-ing capacity 

and staying power of the Hindu.s they came into contact with•" 

:But Ghurye doea not consider this .. to be a tienel'al phenomenon so 

as to' C$Q.Se 'B m.ora.l O.egradation among the tribals; He consi~ered 
' .. 

tb.e possibility of tbe less st~Q;;r ones being succumbed under 

the stress Bl1d s1;.rain o't the neW situatiOn• Whereas, there were 

·others~ accoi'd1ng to Ghury~~ who despite th.e1r loss of land;: went-
. 

on working .t:ts farm labourers an4 ·on the whole were better n fed 

than their congeners who retired to the hUla and forests." Thus 

1n· Ghurye• s integration ap,proacb Hinduization functioned as an . 

inevitable and a positiye l!henpptenon from which the tribes 
. . . 54 

ultimately profited a great deal. The process of Hinduieation 

wbich.:>resu.lted in tbe entrance of tribals back to tb.e low$r 

ech·elons of the Hindu caste•based bi.erarcey, -thus;: justified the 
• f, <,_,, ~ 

slow process of an ongoing 1nt~gl.'at1on of tb.ese segments of the 

Ind.ian' population into a larger Hindu cultural order. Ghurye 

di.etinguished three views on the solution of. the. problem of tha 

tr:tbals (a) No change and ·rev1va.11em, ·(b) Isolationism ·and 

54· "It.ia seen from the description of' the life and conditions 
... of a number of the so-called aboriginal tribes of various -

temperaments, and different reactions toward.s the Hindus, 
that most of them have profited by their contact with the 
Hindus. tt Ghurye, .G. s. ', o,p. c 1 t. 1 P•. 57 •. 



prese~ation an!l (c) Assimilation" Gnu:rzy-e criticised Elwin's 

attitu(i~ towa..rd$ the tribal refom movements as "preserv.ing 

tribal cult\U'es as they are or as they were .• •• Elwin desired to 

see the tribe$ protected in their interests and also stabilized 

in their old tribal cul t11re. Ple · was, according to Ghu.ry~., both 
55 

a no chat,lger a)lo a revivalist. 

Gb.urye also criticised the :British policy tov1ards the 

majority of Indian tribes which was in its essence isolationist 

»; elfitiise$sej \y Jay as "segregating the tr.ibes." H.e particularly 

criticised Hutton who lamented tf;le creation of new wants in the 

tribes that drive the more enterprising people to· seek gainful · 

work outside and the .introduction of money economy as they lead 

to • rapid'' change in value. Hutton in most of his pronounce

men.t$56 o~ t.he :su.bjeet desired that no cban5e ahou.ld be brought 

about by 011tsidera~ .Because in that caee it came about too 

quickly tor it to be ,smoothly adopted. Segregat~on, Hutton 

argued-; would provide that Ol>timum of protection which woul.d 

eliminate this chance of rapid and disoomfortable change,. 

Ghurye criticise(i57 H\ltton' s isolationist attitude.. And again 

recognized that Hu.tton unlike ·Elwin .is by no means a no-changer, 

but who believed that isolation will alone procure the necessary 

conditions of a amooth,not a rapid change* 

·ss~ Gb.urye, G~s,., pp.ci;t., p; 173":.' 
,.":.·,, 

· 56. Ht1tton, J .Ht, "~h.e Connection of Difficul.t Nagas and Other 
Tribes i.n Assam• tt C!fnsus of' India, ( 1921 ) , 1923, Vol. 3, 
PP• xxi-xxvi.. · · · 



In contradist~nction to revivalism and isolat~onism 

Gb.urye opt:s for assimilation and .i.ntes,rat,ion aa a solution to 

the tribal problems allnoat in tune with the atmosphere of Indian 

studies in this phase of nat:Lonalist emphasis on 'integration.'. 

strengthening ties of the tribals with. the non•tribals was 

suggested .for tb.e major problems of these backward area.s. How 

,such integration may be brought about was left a.s a matter of 

·practical administration. Nevertheless, what was belieVEH\ to be 

~portant .ia that the tbeoretical baokground can be provided by 

brie.f .. but integrated account of the social an(lccultural .life of 

the t:ri'bals.•.59 Not only was integration the practical solution 
.•. 

to the tribt;l.l problelll but integration functioned as a tbegretical 

;erepd.se to understand the sooia.l etl.'u.ctu.re of the tr'ibes. 

ln the first place Ub.u:eye justified .substantively that 

it is not necessary to call the tribes aborigines in order to 

get their cla1m for soc:lal treatment reoogni.zeQ.. He wrote: "To 

adjust 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 
60 

undertaken, will. op.lY. ~et loo;.e the. fo:rces of ,disunitl•" Ghu.rye 

~phasised the un;i.ty by identify;ll').g the simi1ar1tl of a large 
. ' ., . . , t . 

nttmbe.r of 1mporta~t problems oi' tribals with that of the non• 

tribals. He :identif:i.ed 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 
Socia~ Sciences in India." Sociolosioal Bulletin, Delhi, 
Journa~ of Indian Socio~ogical Society, 1973, larch. 

·59. Gb.ucye, G.s., ,op.cit. * p., 207. 

60. Ibid., p; 1). 



ou.ltivatiQn is very largely the aam.e for a large section of 

Indian poptUation~ ·whether· aboriginal or non~t;ribal. The large 

sections. who derived their subsistence through agr.1cUl tural 

pursuits were explo.ited 1n trari.OU$ possibl:e wa:;~ by money~lenders, 

absentee la.ndlol:'dSt rack-renters and middlemen. Ghu.rye b,el:Leved 

that all the p.eople who were th~a being exploited were really 

.backward. fl'be ,identlfication of tb.e commonality of the problem 

regarding land which also explaine(i the tribal ~ssues was for the 

f1:rst tUJ.e identified and explained. 

Ghueye • a approach seems to be influ.enoe4 by the broad 

framework: of -econ<;>m.ic nationaliam which culminated in the first 

de.ea~e _Qf this centl,U'y 111. tb.e writings of lndian Nationalists. 61 

At tb.is time, with respect to the peasantry, the national leaders 

continuously, and in the enQ. with some success, agita.ted for 

lowering of .laud revenue and for its pel'lnanent s~ttlement. Many 

of them also :pleaded for safeguards against tenants being rack.,.. 

rented by landlords. G.s. Ghuryet N~K· Bose and DjiN. Maj~(lar 

adopted tb.e nationalist approach towarde .development .and general 

welfare ot the community as a whole of which tribal welfare was . . 
. . .. . 

only an integrated part. 1'he t.ie-u.p of the problems of the tribes 

with. that of the larger sections .of the Ind.ia.n society was 

characteristic of this nationalist approach. Tb.eir pr1inary 

~oncern was with aspects which were related to tbe problem of 

deveiopment and welfare in general and n.ot with particular advance

ment in any .;isolated tribe or even tl'ibes per a-e. They in a way 

61• · See Chandra.,· :Sipan, Ria& 'and· ~Growth of Economic Nationalism 
.1n India, P~H, 1966. · · · 



ref'ttsed to examine different aspects of tribal life in isolation 

from the central _q_ueation of national identity •. Thrqs, it ia not 

a coinc1denc4il that many anthropologists hereafter took: interest 

in the study of oa.ate, religion. vUlage communities~ etc~ This 

cba.nged the- t~ditlional. e·onf'inement of. anthropQlogioal :research. 

in lndia. to study. of tribes gearea. large~y to. needs of adtni~is

.trat1on .• : 

The early a.nd even later writings of N.X. :Bose and 

D.N. Majumdar are attempts which are sitnUar to Gnurye• s u.nder

stahding of. tb.e tribal ·integration into the Hindu fold. In his 

later writings N .• K~. ::s.ose b.a.s emphasised a gr.ea.t (leal~ on the 

~oblems of National.1ntegra.tion, even after lndependence, 

(Jhurye•s own-writings euch as Whither.India.(1974) and §ooial 

Tension! iD India (1966)., etc,, 1 in spite of 'be1ng published much 

later continue to persist with th~ model of integzt$t~on ap.d 

a-ssi.nlilat:Lon o:f Hinduism by the tribes• 

Tb.e approach certainly transcend·ed the weakness in 

most of the earlier tribal studies that described their unite 

of observat1on in .an isolated frame of reference. · Tribes were 

viewed. often as independent units and des.oribed. as self ... contained 

cultures, with.out adequate consideration of their vital links 
-. 

w1tb. other tribes and tb.e Hindu peasantry. What existed waa 

b~iet accounts of the p.rocess of Hin(lui:aatio.n., .In contradis·tinc• 

tlon• N.K. :Bose devoted a separate study, foX' the study _of Hindu 

methods of tribal absorption in 1941. Ghury.e deliberately refused 
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. an J.temise.d des~ription of aspects of tribal culture which 

lilnite4 the scope for understanding their uni,ty. 

· This perspective, essentially different from the 

ea~lier, made them ignore other aspect$ Of contemporary reality • . 
The brillianoe ·Of ttleir grasp· of the' essential problem of tribes 

'a.rose f:rOill the :fact that they focused their attention 'on the 

integratton of tribes to the lari$r Hindu soo.iety.. :aut then 

precisely for that reason .the weakness - the analysis ()f the 

t~ib,E{s internal st;ruotures tendeci to escape their. attention. 

An analysis o.:f the emergillg foro.es of differentiation., .'internal 

stra.titioe;tion, occupational polari~ationf and the emergence of 

the .~glish edUcated tribal elite, within .singl·e tribes was·· never 

cons1d.ered .important• · They d.i{i n~t .l:e.aliz$ . tba.t &VEin within the 

f~a~.ework of theil:' approach tuey could have analysed far more 

scientifically the differentiation in the internal structure of 

the tribes tb.emselves and the oonfl1ota- and contradictions bound 

up in that structure~ This remained tb.e major theoretical weak

ne~ua of the integrationist per$pect1ve in the na.tiona~ist phase 

as well as of the descriptive ethnography J.n the colonialist 

phase~: 
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v 
CON:TEPJlPORARY STUDIES ON THE TRIBES 

. · Studies on the tribes 1n tbe post .. independence period 

have covered larger areas of anthropological investigation and . 
.t.J.Ja'Ye been empirically exhaustive. The research carried on in 

this per1od b.as been extensive thus surpas$ing research in the 
. ' ' 

.~ 

earlier two phases of th·e tribal studies. However • 1 t is 

important to p.ote that the study of transition and change in 

the ;tribes become a.:s strategic in this period as the studY of 
' . 

tribal staticity and insul-ar:t~y was in the colonial period'. 

Social anthropol.ogists begil:L, to eoncern with matter.s' of change, 

at tb.e veey time tn the history of tr.ibes when change becomes 
' ' . 

. a. problem. They dO so when rapidly increasi.ng. industrialization 

and urbanization has already threatened the growth.of these 

$ssent1ally t:ribal and agrarian formations. And the process of 

Ul'i.6lven 4evelopm$nt tn !n.,(lian economy posirts · the unqerdevelopment 

of these backward :regions in its most complex form. Such b.i~tori-
, 

cal::relativitJ i~ the theoretical interests of Indian anthropology, 

however, does not eee1ll to preclude continued closeness to ground 

pla?- for policy or~entation. The British followed a state p.olicy 

which waa in its very essence traditionally pluralistic. And 

their orientation towards t~~bal:staticity was as consistent for 

the tribes under their empire af:) the present attitu.de of sooio-
.. 

cultural change is for the tribes under the modern Indian State •. 

In a way, studies in this period are as 'Var1ed as 
- . 

the varied a:rray of .-tribes that are in India. . In another way, 

the theoretica.l_perceptions are as different as the anthropologists 
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the.t ha"V'e studie'd. the tribe·a·. Yet there is one unique umblica.l 

c~ord, ltowever. that binds f.>ulk of the anthropological treatises 

o£ th~s period. lt ,is, the anth.ropological concern with the 
. . . . 

ll:t:f)cesse§. ot; .change .in the tr.:ibes that marks the rationale of 

this last period in the historY: of tribal studies. Any systema

tic c~ltegorization of the wtde. array of·~ tribal studies in thia 

phase to dist1nctive a.tttb.ropological l)e~speoti-vea wUl mean 
. ~ 

identification of the mo4es ot their ef:!qu1ry into the process of 
·~ 

change.. Two substantive ways of viewing ohangeA .in. the tribes 

a;re consistently pursued, such as structural ... :fu.no.tiona1J. and 
62 

cul ttlral a.nalys~s o:f' change. 
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F. G. BaUe;r• e '*Tribe, Caste and N~tion:" togetb.~r witb. 

his other pub~ications on the tribes and peasants in Central 

Orissa rtpr.esent the .;'firuo:t!J,I'al-.:fUti9t1gp.al approach to. the stucy 

of changes in the tr~.'bes~ 13aiJ.E;ly's focus .remained the par.t~oi-. 

pation of Konds 1n the three soo1o-pol1tical aren1:1s: the way 
' 

they . carry on some .of the features of the tribal way ·Of life., 

their increasing participation in the Oriya Caste society t and 

the beginning of their endeav.our' to enter the. large~ democratic 

polity! 
63 

.. ~1let1 a .point of ana~ys~s is the meeting place of 

th.x-ee" (fiff'erent · :fi:tnctional systein:~u · tne tribal system· of· tb.e 
' 

Kon4s, Oriya Soc.ie-ty· based on ca,ste, ... tile. mouem economi9, 
. , . ~ 

political end administrative . sy~te~s. :Bailey finds different . 

rules app~oprie.te to each arena and b.$ aJ.ao diacov~rs situ.at).ons 

through his oaae study technique,· where Konds.find th.emseives 
\1 ' ~ ; • 

troUbled and· unclear as to Which lD.Ode Of behavioUr is appropriate. 

J3aUey emphasises the :fiunQtional differences between 

tribal and Oriya societies in the~r socio-political strugtures. 

Accord1ng, t(). ~1m·'· Tribal land.$. tend to. be vested ill. 9lanst the 

kinsmen of· a.· clan together share a productive territory. This 

land-claP,, ne~;s: i·a siMJ.•d . out as the, :ma'in d+.·:f'.fermg· feature 

between ti"i'be an·d jati. The Ko-n.ds have ·,localized clans. "Member

ship of the elan is, under ·this system. s=t. c_onditi.on· .of holding '.and 

exploiting land· in the clan ter»i·bol.'Y.. A r.~ght to lan(i :ts. not 

I . . 

63. ; ~ee F•G• ~iley,, Tribe,: dast·e: an·a ·N~tion, Bombay, O.xforcl 
University Press., 1§£;<5; P• ··iSS •. Some !onda u.ltinlately 
wan~.e.d, :to t~reach the top by becoming. the member of the ·. · 
Sta.t.e, L.egis.la.tilte As$embly •. 11 . ' . , · 



achieved by subordination to anyone else, bttt. l>y equality as 

,a kinsinan. n 
6 4 

Direct access to land, according to Bailey, ia the 

prime test of tribal organization. The larger the proportion 

of a given grou.p 1n Ind:la that has direct access to land, the 

closer that group is to a tribal kind of organization. Conversely, 

Bailey Qonc.ludes, the larger the proportion of those in a group 
• whose. right to lane.\ 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 1ncorpo:tfating 

-new groupst whether migrants or allies. The tribal Konda incor

porated new .groups haltingly, occasionally by making them into 

fictive k1nsmen·; they could cooperate effectively with asnates 

and a:f:f'.ines but could not readilY deal wt.th non•kinsmen. The 

· Oriya villagers had no such ditticultiea; they could have 

econom.ic, political, ev,en religious collaboration with. others 

without distur'bing the kinship spheres of their jatis. 

Thus, the changes in the tribal organization antici

pated by the impact of Oriya caste society are from a 'segmentary• 

to an •organic• social Qrga.nization. Tribal societies were .Jl'lore 

segmentary. Tribes men -viewed component groups of their society 

as more autonoJUOus, v,iewing each group as similar in function 

64. See F.G. Bailey, Ibid., 1961, pp.11-12. 



-42-

and status to any other segment of the tribal society. Caste 

societies tended to be more "organic" where each caste is pa:ct 

of an organic whole: 1ts members provide 11&<l&ssaey, specialized 
•' 

functions for tbe whole. Each Ut:Lit is not taken to be autonomous 

or nec-essarily equal to any o~h$r. The ob.anges from a "segmentaryu 

to an "organic••· social o.t'ganization occur -til the Kond tribes 

in a dual :proces$• Firstly, the shift to the traditional caste 

standards and se,condly the adding changes towards modern; 

especially political organization like the larger state 

machineries. 

:SaUey draws our attention to the t.ribal asaociati,on, 
6!) 

':S:ui Samaj t which attempts to do f9r all the Konda what th.e 

Oriya. caste associat~ona were trying to perform• lt refortns th.e 

Kond customs and paves the way ,for tb.e polit.:i.cal weight of the 

Konds in tb.e state politic,s. 

The ~tl.ltural a;pppoa~p. which may be represented by the 

stUdies by M~rtin Oranst Stt:rjit Sinha·, Vidyarthi and. others 

emphasise$ on the cultural spheres of distinction between tribes 

and the Hindu caste organizations and thereby the evaluat.ion of 

the cultural oban.gea in the t.:cibea. The changes Qrans noted, 

particula.rl.y among Sa.nta.l indu~tri~l workers in Jamsneapu.r was 

.fundamentally an increased empha~is on work' study and rank 
..•. 

· attainment and a. eoncomitant disoou.rae;ement of 'pleasure•. Th.e 

Santal·s were taking on the attit\1des and values of contemporary 
' 

I~dian ci.""?ilization even ~s they wer~ vigoriously rejecting the 

· traditional symbols of Hinduism. 

65. 'Ku:J;.' 1s the language in Kond ·tribes. 
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66 
~~j it Sinha, in his series of wr.i t~ngs . . describes 

how most of the Bhlimij tribal$ had gone far, towards becoming 

Kehatriya.~ and had convinced tbem!?elves tnat they were Kashtriyas. 

Though tb.e:l.r l.ea.dere, realized tha~ the traditional :Kshatriya way 

was no longer the .beet mean~ of social advance, so some decided 

that there was .mo~ to be gained 1f :Bhu.mij declared thems,elVEHi 

to be tribE,u~men ~fundamentally al:tering the nature of tb.e1r 
' . ' . . I . . . ~ 

earlier tribal identity. ~heir new political ways nevertheless 

have a good deal .in common w.i.th the programme of ritual reform 

li'ke tbe Santala. .Both assume a desire to rise higller in a 

w.ider society than just that of their particular tribes. Tney 

require moderation., discipline, postponement of immediate grati

fication.· TJ:te ~atione.list dispensation demana.a· quite a.s much 

discipline ae dO the caste standardat but t.his discipline .is 

directed more to acquiring 'education than to regulating diet 

a.nd to dev$loping political. roles rather than to separating .- . 

s_-~e Suraj_· it Sinha, •The .m_ edia_- a_ n~ Nature of Hindn Bhu.mij 
Intera.ct:1.ons', J ournJ3.l ,of tb.e! A§:La,tic Society, 1957, 23( 1) ,. 
"Changes :in the ~yc!e of ]\estavii!a in !Fiumij Villagen, 
~,ou.rna.l of Soo_ial Research, 1958, 1 ( 1} , • Agricu.l tural. 

rafts and \~eeily Market, South lfunbhwn', -9 pu.rnal of 
A'Qtllro;eolo,:~.cal Sui."Yel_ of .India, Calcutta,. 1 91>1 , -1 0( 1), · 
and aiSo V ~ritie-Oaate and Tri'be-Peasant Continuum in Central 
India', Man in India_, 1965, 45( 1). -
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The -l3humij, :according to Sinha, want to. be classified 

as a tribe 'but do not ailn to rev-ert . to a previous state of 

tribal isolati!)n and culttli'al separation. They begin to push 

~ealoualy ·ahead toward secular gain and W.ider soc:le.l adVai\Ce"" 

ment. These goals were introduced-through the Bhu.m.ij Rajas 

and were later reinforced by sectarian gurus. The holy men • 

w.ho tnought the3' were lifting the imnlortal souls of their 

follovver.$ 1 ~lao sharpened their mate:p1al ambitions by opening 

a wider world !or them. These a.mb1tioas were further heightened 

among those who received some modern, education, who a-re u.rging 

the tactical shift to tribal classification within the .. same 

stra tegu of cultural . niObili ty. 

~he ou.ltu.ral. approach in its tb.eo:r:etic.al orientation 

has a relatively narrow :focus. It d~als with .selective cultural 

categories and the proc·e~ses of oha~e in them. .It emphasises 

upon the pr11lle.cy of cultural forms a~d their 1mpe.ct on the other 

dependent social imperative. 

The cuJ.tu.ral;tsts have been concerned with what may be 

termed aa a •trib~l character•, the values, and attitude patterns. 

And on this build U:p typ·ological oon£1tructions suc:h as tribe .. 

jat~ cqnt,in~um, e.tc .• , wll:i.oh focussing upon. the formal. aspects 

,of t~ibal. culture re.du.ces aU. tr;tba.l societies to a co11llnon 

denominatQr and treat$ them as. if ·they all had the same struc-

tural dynamic.s and potenti~lity of .internal change41 . The concept 
I 

of cul:tural .change in the tribes may be criticised for its 
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.obvious ::Lack of f.ocus and specificity. Despite the fact that. the 

multip.licity of de~initiv~ traits l~e in the variety of causal 

cultural relationships suggested 1th$ inevitabl~ weakness 11es in 

· their lack of euggeat·ion as to whicP. traits would be considered 

as causes • whtch as .effects and und~r what circumstances and 

b.is~orical situa.tions• T:ribal cUlture is viewed aa a •web~ 

or a network independent of tbe social organizations and 

historical s.ituations; without ever· posing the question of 

predom~nce of definite cultural traits and. th.e.ir inter

d·ependent connotations with other traits in the .sam.e cUlture. 

" 
Tb.Eh.-cu.l tUl'alista' emphas~s on fusion of the traits 

of a oa.st.e witP. that of tribal culture explains oausatJ,.on 
. ' 

through external contacts which lead to the diffusion of new 

roles and values in tP,:e tribes. Change here )mplies heterogenetic 

change., Tb,-e cont~ibu.tion of ,intra-cUltural elements to change 
I 

remain~ out s.ide the~L.r theor.etioal 9ptics. Even the tribal. 

sopieties whicb have b$en influen:cing each ot.ber for hundreds of 

years and ou.t of .s\lOh inte~aotio'lls any possibility of conflict 
I 

or contrad:lotion leading to chan~e is virtually treated as non

·existent by the::·auitural anthropologist.s on Indian tribes; 

On ·the other ha.n<l, .the functionalist analysis of._ social 
' . . . ' . . . . . ' . . 

change in the tribe.s, ia founded ~n a.· deep-see·ted inability to 

distingttish ~etweG'll .the visible field of ritual' or non.-r1tu.a.l 

eocial interactions and the innel' struotu.re of the fol'ID.ation, 

:between antagonisms on the surface :of the social f:.ieid (Bailey• s 
' 

competition a1llOllg actors for power) and the historical contra-
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dictions bound up in that stt'u.cture .itse~f. Thus ·studies on 

tribes expelled history apriort, and tb.e .justificat:ton offered 

was th·at the only altemative to oultu~alists was ind:u.ctive 

functional studies. The use of conflict model is ,implic:tt in 

BaUey•··;3 treatise of socio•pe>litical change a.mong the Kanda of 

Orissa., Here oonfliot become . .s the normal process of society. 
' ' ' 

Politics becomes the competition for command over resources. 
' ' . . .. 

The primary focus of analysis. lies on conflict (:lnd not on the. 

procf)sses of hi~torical chang&. And again, according to :BaUey t 
~ ' 

not all. confl:Lots effect societaJ. change because many conflicts 

are 'scaled off~ though few Uti.ght de-velop into contradictions 

and be puslled further to effect changes. :But with :Bai1ey 

•structure• is defined to exclude contrad1ctions,67 ju.st ae the 

cttlturalists def.ined tribal culture as having.no germs of 
I 

orthogenet.:tc changes in th.ei,r own realms. Hence both have linti ted 

theoretical power to eJtpla.in obange• In making a functional 

analysis the elements of socia.~ contexts.abstracted are-those of 
' 

,coherence and .gontU!uity. The, relationship between the different 

roles are part ot one structu~ on.J.y in so far a.s they either· 

reinforce one another or at least dQ not in the end contradict 
' 

one al'lother. Such a •structur~• of the functionalists contains 

rules fox- tbe reselut~on ot. conflict. Often enough • conflict 

plays an important and crucial part in maintainin,.g 'the stz:U:.9:Y~re. 

Bailey cit·ea the Gxample of ea~te and tribal ,t?ounc:P.s Qr 

67• uA Structure aa I am using the word cannot be self-destroying. 
See F. G. Miley, op. cit.~, ll• 152. 
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associations which meet to settle conflio~s between lineages. 

So confli~ in one group ia:y l>'ring into force .the maintenance 
. ~ ' 

of st1;1btlity ~n a larger grot;t.p• 

Yet Bailey's unit of a.naly.sia remains to be tb.a actor. 

Soc!.e,ty remains an, ar~na; i• ~·, a mere aggregation of indiv,idual 

actors. All members of society ar~ actors Who are ultinlat-ely 

power aeek:tng at1d trying t.o acquire conunan_d over resources and 
; 

other men• Thus. logically f,ollow confl19ts, disputes and 

competitions which underlie. the functionalist's entire analysis• 

:Bailey gives U$ ~ple e~ples of conflicts among Kond clana, 

between. Konda and Oriyas and ~ndividu.al lineages, etc. . :But the 

hiato:;rical aign~:fica.nce of tne'~e QOnf'lictua.l situations remains 

to ·be examined. 

In both,. the funo·tionalists (F~9'• .Bailey. et al) as 

well as cul tural:tsts (Martin Orans ~t a.l) , the idea tna:t 

structures o:r cultu:res may be c·apable of ip.temal tran.sformations 

:i,.sLu.ntb+able·. · Chat~.g·ea indu.ced by a compulsion looated in 

thei;ro c:nm realm, or that the stuey of transition from one 

struoture to another might be a legitimate theoretical pursuit 

is ttn1s unthinkable ~rom such. theorizations_. Yet, the 

fu.nctio:nal/oulttll'al· syndrome of (:analysis of change, howey ex-, 

remains the anth~opological canopy over the entireperiod since 
independence wb.ich has often eno~h restricted the vis.lon and 

perception of anthropologists· ~n ,India. . Seldoin _have. anthropo.;.. .. 

logists transcended the l.imi tat.i.o.ns _imposed bY this syndrome of 

analysis of change. The functionalist approach may be best 

viewed as an impact of the British functionalist anthropology 



The cu). tural ·approach, howe"Ter, ·may. be viewed as the influence 

of the tradition o:f the Americ~n cultural anthropology on tbe 
' . . 

Indian:anthropol.ogidts, w~o are yet. to escape th.e Anglo-A.merica,n 

anthropologi~al tneoriz:a~iot;s ;~nd turn towards otbter tradit1on~ · 

of ant~ropolQgieal thinking. 

G1;ten tb.e lilnited acope o.f the p:reserit paper, the 
. ' 

foll.owing: over~s1mp11fiell paradigm. may be coriat.ru.oted to 

identity the pero.ep1:;~on; problemat~c, theoretical per$J>ective· 

a.nd the imp:licitly underlying policy orientation of tb.e three 
' 

tnajor ph.ase.s in the bistory of tribal studies; l3ritish ethnography, 

earl¥ social antt+ropology and the :current phase of antb.ropological 

studies that we have already discussed~.· 

. ' 



" .. 
Phases of ~ribal. studies : 

'1•· :Sr.itish Ethno~raphy -
1'770' S - 1920T S 

2. Ear~ Soc·1al Anthro
pology 
1920's- 1940-'·s 

l• The Cu.rrent Phase 
of Tribal Studies: 
1950 onwa:rds 

'Tx-i;bes• aa 
.aborigines 

*Tribes• as 
backward Hindus 

'Tri.bes• as. 
G.itizena of 
-l.arger pol.i:ty 

: 
: Prob~ematic 
: 

. t 

Insularity ;!ltl:d; 
s.ta tic i ty ·o:t 
Tribal animiSm 

Assimilation 
and 

Hindu.:1zation 

T'ribe/Caste/ 
Na.tion 
Detri.bali• 
zation 

1 Theoretical 
: PerS]pective .. ·• 

Atomistic 

Itttegration
ist 

. 
Inter-.; 
actionist 
- - . ~ 

:. 
: Pol;toy 
: Orientation. . .. 
uTrad1t~ona1 
PJ.u:ral.istio" 

"·Traditional. 
monist.:ic" 

"Modern 
Pluralistic" 
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:rne paradi~ on pag~ 49. is intended to be 

notn1ttg more tha~ merely a summary of our analysis 

of the variou,s phases thro~h wtU.c.h studies on Indian 

tribes nave been :Car.ri~d on. As we mov$ frOJ:n ~ritish · 
i 

ethnography to tht3 contemporary ."tribal studies, the 
~ . ' 

perception may be viewed as having cb.anged 1n a • 

<11.reot1on of line.a:t" theoretical onange from en.c~clopedic 

ethnography to ~ntensi ve1 .mic~o-l~ve~ field study. 

Sinlilarly the problematic tta~ been. shifti~ from ethnico-
- . 

cultural to a s.ocio-political co~text.. The theoretical 

perspee.tive from: emp:i.rical to an .analytl,cal stqey o:f tribe$, 

tP.e policy orientati·on with th.e ~ritish remaining 

•traditional pluralistic', with the Nationalists a 

•tradit~onal monisti·o' and the poat-independenoe attitude . . 

of t!llodern plu.ra:J.iem' towards thei tribes. 
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VI 

~OWARDS A FRAMEWORK FOR ANALYSIS: THE 
INTEGRA~IONIST APPJiOAOH.IN ANTHROPQLO(}Y' 

-.. • , ' • ~ I 

Havin• identified the lead~ng theoretical orientatiC?nS 

of tribal studi~s .in India, the question to be posed ist wiU an 

integration of these solve tb.e probletn? In other We>rds, will an 
68 

• integrated paradigm' help to establish oontac·t with the reality 

of the tribes. As a viable alternative to the existing paradigms 

in anthropology the·" integr~ted :paradigmu is already:. suggested 

by aome anthropologiQts. Maurice G.odelie:r• s Rationalitz and 
at -. _,_, .- -

.. ;rrati,onali tz in !conom.i2! ( 197~), ho~ever-,· represents an attempt 
. - .. - . ,. -. . . - . . ._.. . 

to integrate various theories of functionalism· {Rad¢liffe•l3rown 

et al), structuralism (Levi•strauss et al) and marxism (Marx et. · al) 
I 

around the theme of •rationality• and 'irX'ationality• in economic 

anthropology. Godelier outlines the.convergence of these three 

theoretical frameworks in ·the following way: 

·68.. The integrationist approach as a tb.eoretical current hal! been 
already ex;tst:ing in Social Science$• !:be most prominent 
e~ples. are the writings of the :Frankfurt School {Theoder 
Adorno;. Horkheimer et a~) attempting to integrate Freud and 
Marx •.. w.F. Werth~inl's Evolftion_a.nd ~evolutian' Pel~oa.n~ 
~ 974 attempts to l.nt.egraie unc:CJ.onaiJ.em and · 1alect1c 
theories around the theme of •evolution and 'revolution•· 
to construct a • dynamic model of society•, Berger and Lu.ckmann 1 s 
Social Construction of Reality, Penguin {1966) attempts to 
integrate Weber and Durkheim around tbe theme of society as 
'Subjective' and iQbjective • reality, Yogendra Singh t a 
Mo ernization of Indian Tradi ti n ,, Da~Q.i, Thompson Press, 1973 
re·presen .s ye, ·- ano . er exarnp e o integrationist approach • 
at the realm of C()ncepts fo:r the study of social change in· 
.India. Fo~ tbe purposes of this paper we shall be concerned 
on4t with Maurica,Godelier 1 who is representative of integra ... 
tionist approach, in anthropQlogy. !l'h.e critique of Godelier 
is undertaken with the intention,of demonstrating the impossi
~i~~li or the liab~lj.tiee o"f ~n 'integrated para~igm. ' · · 

'·. ~ . ; \ ;, ,._~·-· :)-,' 
' :'-c ~ 



-52-

There is first the-methodological principle 
that ·social relations must b.e analysed· as 
fortning • systems •; Then there· is the principle 
tb.a.t inne.r.loaio: of these systems mu.st. be analysed 
before _their origin is, analy-sed •. We see at once . 
that; .~as rega~ds these two principles, m~rxism. is 6g 
not opposed to structurali$Dl or to functl.onalism. · 
{emphasis original) 

I 

Beginning with these two principles Godelier develops 

his critique ,of functiona.liSJn - 'thereby stating b.is position 
. . ~ . . ~ . ' -

, on the methodology of Anthropology. Godelier c:riticises 
t. 

functional1$lll both from the stand point of at·ruoturalism and 

·historical mate~ialism,, in that what is common to these two major 
' . -

theoretica.J. frameworks remain alien to functionalist analysis. 

Thu.s·Godelier writes: 

What both structuralists and Marxists reject is .: 
the empiricist definition of what oonstitll.tes a 
social structure. For· Radcl'iffe ·nrown and Nadel, 
a soc~l structure is an aspeot of reality itself: 
it is order; the ordering of the visible relations . 
between m.en; an ordering that explains the logic Ofo 
the comple.rnentariness of these visible relations. 
(emphasis, mine) : · 

For Godel.ier structure is not a. real1tz that is direcrtly' visibl§ 

and eo observable• but a level of reality that exists beyond 

thi.s visible rel.ations between men, and the functioning of which 

_const;i.1rutes the ~d~rizing logic of the system. 

In the light of Godel.ier' s integrationist approach, 

the a.nthropologist•·s. order of investigation which he opts for, 

may further be elaborated in the following steps: 

; ... 

"'69. Maurice Godelier, ~tiop.a.lity; and Irrationalit£ in Economics, 
1972 , NLJ3. , PP• xxi. . . . 

70• Ibid. , P• xix. 



(i) 

.( ii) 

(;iii} 

-- ·', ~ --

... 
What the ~~~~e]l~~--.. ~~~ t~~- ~¥.~~en.t __ l:lr~.-~ ........ , _ .. 

What thEf ·relat ionshj:;p· betwee.n. ~the- el~ments"' is .. 
at a. time •t• - synchronic study of structuree~? 

- '' . ' - ·- ' .................... , ................ ~I ... ' ... • .. ~ ..... ·- '··· .. ...... •.. • .. ' ... • - .... -
~ ·• I 

How· tne··rela'tlonsnip'Ef are·· formed and evolved -
diachronic study of structures? 

~XJI~nd ~n orde: __ t~EJ.~_ ~<t__ ~a~--~xp~~~ an~-~~~1. w_~t~_-_t~~: .~ar.g~~~ ... 
nwnber of liv_ing economic and socia~ systems. which .still retain, 
.. ' · .... · ·.·· ·· · ""- c·'·' ·:-·· ... ~ ...... ..,. ..... ~ • ....... "~ ··· ......... •· - ·· .-. :J-; . ;· ·:~."":""''· ..,. ·-- .......... · ..... ~· .. --- ~--r~·· "- ., . . . 
despite the varying extent of the transformation in. them: · 

• •• •.,,,.,,. Olo-•·'"" ..,..,,,. -·'<-l••• ... .,_, .... ~,,.,·.~,.,, ·,,,..,._ ,o,..!,':' • ·•,','', t'' .-•; ";' .._-:-·~~~- .. ...-·:,.·;~ '~ • ,· ,"" ···, ' .. ~ .... •· '; -,·· ," ·,-·" •' :·· -• .... ".:··,· ·: ·, .. • ••·' 

These eeonomiq and social formations .• for Godelier, include the 
··-·-···'-"··--··-~"'''"0•0'''" ""' .. _,.., ..... ~···~ ...... _ ... ,,._ M_.,.,rop• ... - .. ~--,.~-- ~ ....... '""'" ............ •·..-~··'""'''- ,_ 

p~~:-:~~~~~~~ist .t ~~pi~~~:i~~ ~~~ p~~~-=-~~:pit~~?:~~ _ ~~~¥.~~e~'?ni?D.l~~-- __ 

t'orm~t~ot.l~·- . -~~ _ ~s. _Ma~xi~~ ~~~ ~ E:~?~?~~c __ ~11~~~?P.O,lO@':, _ ~c_c?~~_ing 

to Godel:i.er whiob. have the theo.t'etical potential for the scient:i-
- .._., •• ""'-' 'v '•" '• ~ •• "''•• ,. .. ; ••· _. ,,,,,_,.~, • ~""'''>' _, ...._ •.,-' ••' ,.,. ·-- ~·· ' "' ~·· ••• '""·~•••'"'' -'-• •''',; ~ • • ··~·"' • '• • •• •'• •• 

fie enquiries ·into the various .social .formationsf · He first of all 
•· • ~ •. - ··- ~ ....... ' . - ~- -- ' ... ,# • • . ... . •. ~ • .. • .• - - ... . -- .. -· ' .., ..... ·, ~ .... .... .. ,-,. ....... ..., ... - ·-··· ·,_,.. . .... .••• ' .•• ..•. .. •. . • • .. -- .• 

attempts at, the definition of economic system of at:J.Y society • 
• ' .. .,. ·-- '· •• .•• • • - ••• - ............... -· . - ~ •. ~ . ... _. - .. • ..... .. ........... -. •• ... •• • ... - , • .,;. ..... • .•• ~ • - ... '. .. • • ' •' 4 ·• ~· ..... .. • <• •' 

In that he synthesise~ l;)oth • fovma.liets • ,(Burl~ng, I,e CJ.air, etc. , 
'•·,... •""''·' _,,,.·_.~ ... ~ ... ,..,,,. _, .. ,, """"·'-"" ,.,\,,"~w<-•' .... ~""'! - •·• •'•'/~ "'•'·•• • '"'"'··••H'~""~ ""'"!' ........ •'-"'·'•"•••'""'•~ 

'who ·see economics as ·that as~ect of. all~a~tivities ~hich relates . . . ' 
"~•-"••"•·' ~--~"'~'·•~ ··- w~~·~---·''·'"<""',.,._,., .• ,,,0 

to the al.location of scarce means to alternative ends) and 
: ' ' ~ 

·f substantivists• (Polany.i, Dalton, etc., who see econom.ios as 
-·-..r.- ~ ..•. -· •. ' ~ ...... •, .. " -. '•' ,... •. ~-- "~- ·~- ..... _, '·-"'i·• ... •• .. ~. ¥0. •> ~ ~ ........... ,.. ,./' .,.; '•' ~. ~- • • •••••• ~. -~ •. ••• • .. ' 

,, 

concrete activities, not explicable in term of th·e principles of 
-----········· •'"''-".--·-····-- ... t ~-----·.., ••• ~--··· --- .... -· ........... - ..... ~ --······-···· ... ,,._,_,~ 

:market society) definitions of fCOnomics. GodeJ.iel .. writes: 

Tli.e· aconomic-form·s botn·a.-·domam· of· activities· of' .. · a .,. 
JiarticUJ:ar sort· ( r<Hluc'tion ,-- distr:ibtitiortj eonsump~i·or:f · -()r mate:ria!-- g·oc.>dsJ-·atJd. a -- a.rt1ou.ur-·as· eat· of all- ·numan 
activ"itiea··tnat" doff' t strlctly· ne!ong ~0 tfi·is "domain, 
·but ·tfie. -~un:cft'i<>n·er ·o:r ·which .. involve· the ·e:xehan.ge an·d· 
u.se· of· material· means~· The""'~conom!o tnUEf'appea:rs as a 
particii!a.r · fie1d· of siJcia1 relation!( which is b·otn 
eJt:ternal to the" ·other eJ.emen:taf or· social"' life ·and also· 
:internal to them, that· is, as a"pa:rt pf·a whole that is 
at once external. and internal to the other parts, a 
part ·of an organic whole. '/1 {emphasis mine)· 
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The rattonali ty and irrationality in the economic 

strv.cture according tQ_ Godelier cannot be tackled from the 

angle of an apriori idea about rationality. A speculative 

definition of what is rational cannot explain the economic 

structure. Godelier .attacks the claim that all categories of 

"bourgeois economics" are applicable. to all societies, attributing 

to all societies and epocb.s a "bourge.ois rationalen. He treats the 

. appearance and disappearance of social and economic systems in 

history as being governed by a necessity "wholly internal to the .--#"---
c onc.rete structure of soc ia.l 1 if e." Furthermore 1 there is no 

rationality • in itself' nor any absolute rationality. What is 

rational to•day tnj,ght be i.rrational tomorrow. Wnat is rational. 

in one society may be irrational in another. Finally there is 

no exclusive economic rationality.72 Godelier emphasises tb.e need 

t.c) a.n'alyse the basis of the 'economic structure • and the basic 
- --

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

Godelier relativises the concept ·of rationality. In 

his synthesis of functional anthropology Marx•s historical 

materialism and Levi-strauss' structuralism. he distinguishes 

between the rationality of the economic behaviour of indiViduals 

and rationality of the behaviour of the system as a whole •. 

The rationality of ind-ividual's economic behaviour does not 

necessarily lead to a rationality of the functioning of the 

totality of the system, rather individual rationality migb.t 

heighten the irrationality of the societal totality. Similarly, 

he distinguishes bet~;Veen the intentional/unintentional rationality 



of individual behaviour as w~ll as the functioning of the total 
I , 

system.. A, conscious rational econcnnic behaviour might just 

heighten an irl'ationality un~onsciously even at the individual 

level. In other words • int,erltiona.l rationality may :not alway~ 
1-"" 

lead "to a rationality in the ;economic behav:toW:s.. This Gode:lier 
, I 

I 

draws fro~ Levi-Straussian s~J?UCttlraliSia Which dist?-nguisb.es the 

conscious/\Ulconsc,ious levels 1ot human ''ration~l1t:V1' •. Reflecting 
·~ . I ' 

upon the relevance ,of Marxia~ political economy to Economic 
• . , I 

Anthropology Godel:i,.er distinguishes the rationality of a gi'Ven 
• • ' I ---~ 

system. and its 'historical irrationality in comparison to higher 
i ' 

mode of produc~ion. Capital~sm which is rational in comparison 
I, 

to the preceding feudal mode lof p.roduct1Qn tu~s to be irrational 
I 

with reference ·to the Sooial11st mode of p.rod.uQtiCth 'lll.e rele.tivi- . 
. • I , 

zat1on of the notion of ~at:tohality is.- tbu.s done at various 
I 

moments such as: &ndividu.a.J.t:apcJeta;:L rationality; intentional/ 
··. . . .. . .... :" . : ... . . . 

I .. . l 

ma.:tntent.ional rat1.onal1ty:, coht$!11pora.rl(b.isto~ieal rationality. · 

With. specific referbnce to Oodelier•s integrationist 
: . 

approach we could pose the following que?r~ions~ 
: ' 
I 

(a) Does the product of' such synthesis resu~t in a 
~ '1 

qoheren:t. para.diS!R or a mixed bag ~ a fragmentary 
' ' i ' . 

to:tali.ty of meoh.ani~ally mixed concepts ? 

(l,)} If a paradigtn emerges, does it necessaril31 lead to 
I 

a J8X'S;dismatio revolution 1n Social Anthropology in 
I 

orde . .r to overcome tl?,e tlrisis in fu.nctionalism? 

(c), What is the -theoretical and historical validity .of 

the definiti.ons gen~ra.ted? 



(d)· What are the ~xplanatorY.and expf.orator;y; powers 

of the c.oncepts generated by the synthesis? 
. " . " 

(e) What is the process of fibs~raetion of qoncept§ and 
' structu.res in the theo.retical. space? 

(f) What is the unity and disJHlitz between history and 

structure? 

These questions may not be posed in their pure, 

abstract and isolated form• In their totality they seem to 

he:ve greater relevance and importance fo.r a theoretical evaluation, 
73 

Talal Asad in his critique of Godelier rejects the •mechanically 
I 

combined elements of 'substantivists~ and ~fo~lista~ into the 

definition of economics. He poses tb.e following questions: 

(a) What is the purpose;of constructing a synthetic 

defin:i.tion of economics? 

(b) Is it not important to Jlenetrate the ideological 

.roots of Economic Anthropology before synthesising 

defini tiona? 

(c) Or to uncover a pro)llematic ~;hiah is obscured by the 

ex;i.sting theoretical practice of economic- anthropology? 

Godelier• s synthetic definition of what ia economic is 

ba.sed on an integration of tb.e formalist and .subatantiviat 

definition of what is economic. This theoretically constituted 

definition may. not be relevant to the study of t.ribal formations. 

73. A.aad, Talal: "The Concept of Rationality in Economic 
Anthroplogy", Economy and Society, London 9 Vol. 3, 1974, 
P• 211. 
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Engels in his Ori~i;,n,of tse. l'axnil:y, :P.f~Vat?., Pro;perty, and the 

~tate4 emphasised n?t ·only the pr~duction of material means of 

subsistence but a~so tb.e reproduction of human being~74 In 
- v '. ,. ' • 

contradistinction to. Enge.l'is defin1tion of econolD.ica, Godelier' s . . . . ' . . 

•· 

outline of economic atl'Ucture seems to be a product of history • 
• - - -~ ... .• • • . •• ' ·- 1-_ • - • 

This definition m.a.y be compatible to the formations mostly 

. dominated by material.. production fo.r an external market or 

primarily for exchange where •a partiou.la,r aspect of all human 

activities ••• the function of which involves the exchange and 

use of Ulaterial means' (Godel:i.er) 1 . but not the •agricultural 

sel.f-sustaining formations • (MeUl.at:usoux). 

In Godelier. the mtesa.tiop. of the.oretioal fran1eworks 

remains the problema.tic and the objective. content of analysis 

remains, the abstraction, iOCrLetu.· in .. s;enexoal. The society in 

s;enera.+, in Godelier, is .the totality Of ~re-oapitalist 1 capital• 

ist, and post;...oapitalist structure a to which Godelier ·attempts 
. . 

to apply his synthetic definitio~ of economic structure. 

74• Enge1 writes, "According to the materia~:i.stic conception 
the determining factor in history is, in the last resort t . 

tb.e roduotion and re:prod.uotion o;f .:Lmme,dia.te· life. :But this 
itse 1' is o! two folaoharac\er. tfn if:ie one fiana, the 
production of· the means of ~ubsistence, of food, clothing 
and shelter and tb.e tools r.equ.iaite thereo.f: on the other, 
the production of human beings themselves, the propagation 
of the species •••• The less the development of labou.r, and 
more limited its volume.o£ production and, therefore, the 
wealth of society, the more· preponderatingly does the _social 
order a ear to be domina. ted b ties of sex". 'Selected 
or s, ar" arxand rederic · es, oscow. i913, P• 191. 

!n a similar vein Cil.aude Meillassou.x observes the logic· of 
"reproducti·on of life as a pre-oonditi·on to production", 
"From Re:production to Production", ;soon~ and Society, 
London; Voltt I., p. 101. · 



-58-· 

Go.delier poses the question " ••••• how .are .we. to conceive ·the 
' ' . . ' - .. ·-·. . 

re,J.at1ons between ~h~. determit_J.it_lg stru~ture · (economic). and the 

dominant one (kinship. religion,. etc.),. and what ;det~;t:zninine; 
- ~ . .• , ... "' . . • I . ~ 

;e,ower iS: econom.ic re;tat~ons is .it that dictates that' there shall 

be dominance by kinshi:p-rela tiona or by politiQo~.religious · . . 

relations?1175 Thus Godel.ier gives apri~ri importance to the 
~ - • J 

*determining power of econom.:to• (as he defines :it) to all epochs 

of soci·ety• Since his lini1tation· of eoon.omic is within the 

problematic ,o:f substantiviats/formalists, his economic structure 

might 'be in ~urn_ de~ermin~.d by .t~.~ fg:rm pf! ,tepripduction ·.o.f 

-~JgAa.!}.·,n.e,ine,rs •. No~ onl;y _does_ the ob~ect of analysis becomes 

the analysis o;t an abstraction of society in general but also . ' . . . ' ~ . .. . 
(- .. '; :. . ' . 

the notions of hl.storioal time i.s the &~n!3ra:tiz~d tlp:!e. Marx: 
. . 

had .eritic1aed this "generalizing framework", whose basis of 
. ' . . . .. . .. , ' . . ' ··~ . 

everything remains "the 1mmorlal. .discovery that in al.l condi• - " . . . 

t iOnS men lilUSt eat f dx.inkt etC:.'! 
76 

I / 
I 

Theoioetically society does ~ot exist in general but 

only in the p~rtic~far socio-economic formations whose inner 

laws of mot.ion coul.d be revealed~ Since Godel.ier' s object of. 
' 

analysis b-ecomes. society in general rat.ionality gets r~lati-

vised and turns to somewhat Weberian definition of "Substantive 

.rationalityn which can on~y p~ grapsed relative to an autonomous 
I 

fsy stem of cul tur$1 . values• 

75. Godeliert lda,urice, on. cit., P• ix. 

76. Marx, n_Randgl.assen Zu .Adolf 'Viagners• . Le.lbuch der polit·i
$Chen 0 'Konomie'1-, Werke Vol. · 19, P• 375.. Quoted by 
Co~letti.; Lucio. From ltousseau to Lenin,- New York, MR. 
1972, P• 25. 
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Consi.dering Gcdalier's e~eriment at integration. 

two methodologic~l dl~aw~~cks. o~ 1n~~~ra.tion become clear. 
. . 

These drawback~ offer c.dnsiderab.l.e· resistance in the con:Jtruction . . ".. ._.,• 

of an i!lte·grative framework, not only in social anthropology 
.. 

but also· in sociology. Firstly, ~an. we disenaase a parti~ular 

concept from a theoretical framework and integrate i·t ~'lto a 
. . ... . - . . 

different theoretical totality, without changing the meaning of 
' ' . 

the ·Original· concept? Secondly'· can the aiial or)secondary 

character of '·the concept which is specific 'to its position· in 
' . . 

tb.e theoretical space be retained in the process· of integration? 

The f;Lrst· question is the logical outcome of the :fa·ct that the 
' I 

meaning of a concept emerges only in its strU:ctural relation to 

the other'concepts 1n the theoretical framework· as well as its 

·relationship w;l.th the concrete reality :from which. it is derived. 

The relationship of a concept to, tb.e·reality from Which it is 

accentuated cannot be considered'~n isolation; it only exists 

ln the theoretical and ideological framework in which it is used; ' 
. . 

its problema.tic. 77 The second ~uestion is again a reinforcement 

of this principle of the logical relation of the concept to·the 

theoretical totality. Its position determines the axial or 

.:Problematic is used in th~ Althusserian sense, see, 
A1 thusser, Louis, • For Marx • , Penguin, 1969. 

-Yet at a different lave~, a similar methodological 
rigour ia reinforced.by structural linguistics. u •••• 

the· idea that positip.a of a lingu·istic s:lgn or the· inver-· 
sion of ·a ~ingu.isti<? fo;rm · ~ci!u.a1ly Qhang~s the meaning ••• 
Meaning has become a quest =ton of ,_;total fJ.ald, of conte-xt,. •• 
Everything depends on where a .sign is 1!ound, on whether or 

·not it'is inverted on what has been excluded in order that 
it should ba there at all, and its relation-to all other, 

· si~s in a given. context• tt See introduction by Roger C. 
:Pooe to Levi-strauss, ~otemism, Pelican, 1969, P• 13. 
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. secondary charaater of the concept t in relation to others. 

This makes the proqess of integration complex and offers a 
~ . - . ' ' 

considerable resistance to the construction of an "integrative 

paradigm." 

However, the significance of Godelier•s attempt at 

an nintegrationist paradigm" in the field of anthropology remain 
i 'I}} 

the following: 

(a) An identification oftaertain aonunonal~ty. of elements 

in the various theoretical para:digms becomes clear. Godelier 

identifies the priority of the study of • systems' over individual 

units and the logic of the strupture over itS? evolution and 

genesis. 

(b) In b.is attempt to bring out some methodol.ogical 

principles for critical use Of 'the categories of economic 

anthropology, Godelier only suc¢eeds in relativising the concept 
- -

of ~at1otiality &Ltl.d constructing a. taxonomic clas.sification of 
. . ~·· . . . 

individual/societal. #,ntentional/unintentional, contemporary/ 
"' 

historical rat.:i.onalities and irrational:i.ties.-

(c) In h.is critique of functi.onalist ·anthropology Godelier 

·has not s~cceeded itl constructing an alternative theoretical 

:framework to overcome the crisis of functionalism. 

(d) Godelier•s unsuccessful attempt at integration 

reinforces the logical inadequacy of integrationist approach, 

whose m.otiv.e force remains integration ( 1. e. to identify common 

denominators of various theories), to offer an ef:'fective 

solution to the crisis in existing paradigms. In other words, 
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it is not possible to undertake any critical appraisal of 
~ ... ~ . . ' . . . . "\ . . - -

anthropological studies with the determined principle of 
. .. .. ~ .. . . . 

1ntegrating them into an unified single "integrationist 

paradi8ilJ.• "78 Never~~~l~s~, all attempts at integration grasp 
. I ' . 

tile acute theoretical stagnation of present day paradigms with - - . -

respect to changing socio-historical formations and force upon 

us the need for theoretical .ruptures from the past traditions 

and conventions of anthropology. 

Thus, an attempt ~t integrating the various theoretical 

curr~nts in !ndian_"anthropology; already diSCUSSed Will not 
'. . 

enable us to. overcome the limitations of each of.these currents. 

In different histortcal conjunctures Indian anthropolo

gist-a have exagg~rated_ partial aspects which camouflaged the 

~H~:>~~~_ia~ly und~~?-~~~g~ ~~~i_c_ proces.ses in th·e tribes. Th.e 

process of disruption of th.e tribal insularity started during the 

British rule but colonial ethnography had exaggerated the tribal 
' 

insularity and statioity~ Just as they had emphasized the 

homogeneity in the tribes when the.foroes of polarization and 

differentiation were already released by colonialism. The 
-~ 

nationalists emphasised the integration of the tribes to tb.e 

.singie unified uHindu· 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 change in tb.e 

tribes coincides. with the period of economic stagnation and 

78, 'rKnowledge of human reality is not attained by uniting the 
J2Brtial; and disto.r;tiRS conclusions of a factual or psycholo
gistic sociology wit those of a political or simply 
positivistic history. Concrete knowledge is not a sum but 
a s:ynt!lesis of justified abstractions. If the abstractions 
are· not ju"stified, their syr+thesis is .impossible. n See 
Lucien Go~dmann, The Human Sciences and Philosophy, London, 
Jonathan Cape, 197), p.2j. · 



:restricted growth or even undeJ;"development in the tri'bal 

formations. Very few anthropologists transcended the limita

tions imposed by the very mode of their exaggeration itself. It 

is by far difficult even for'Social Scientists• to transcend the 

dominant .ideological etnos of a particular time which conditione 

their perception .of reality; 

However, in the study of prim.itive formations; 
. . 

anthropology ;i.rJ.·general and Indian anthropo,logy ;in particular, 

has never turned ~nto the relevance of historical material.ism,. 

the scienQe of social development set out by Lewis Morgan. That 

the fundatnental. concepts of historical materialism be themselves 

transformed 1~ such a way as to produce empirical studies as 

in a new and ~pacific field -· that of tb.e tribes has thus 

rem~ined alie~ to anth:ropolog,ists. 

i'he anthropologists· have often idealized the 'tribes'; 

turning to other soc ;i.al realities only lately~ one may also add, 

that marxists;bave equally, or even more ideaJ.ized the 'modern 

working class~9 neglecting the so .... oalled tri~als and tb.;ir 
~ .. , .. 

79• .Marx in his own writings concentrated· on the study of 
Capitalism·• and he dealt with the rest of history in varying 
degree ofCdetailt but mainly insofar as it bore on the 
origins arid 'develop~:Pb.t of Capitalism. Yet, with respect to 
the tribeS' in the o~riental history his views definitely 
changed bi late 1850's. ·By 1848, however. it is' probable 

·that he knew ''no more about oriental history than l,.s contained 
in Hegel • a Lectures. on. the PhUosopb.y: of Histoe:z (which is 

not illwn~ating) and su'cli other information as Ul;i.ght be 
familiar to Germans educated in tb.at period. Exile in 
England, the political. developments of th.e 18SO•s and above 
all Mar:x*s economic studies, rapidly transformed n:i.s know
lettge .,.n. See introduction by Eric Hobsbawm to Karl Marx: 
Pr.e:-Ca¥italist Economic Formations, London, Lawrence and 
tVisfia~ .. , 1§69. Some ol Marx's tailer reflect.ions,Formen; 
in the form of notes of 1857-58 , now for the first time 
translated into hnglish by Jack 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 tribes from the point of view of 
historical materialism as against orthodox marxism. 



potential si.gnificance. The ·collapse of the earlier mode of 

t_!'ibal ___o_rga_njzation resulting from the deep penetrating frontier 

Qf Capitalism which blurred or obliterated the difference 

between the tradit:i.onal notion of tribals and ~on-tribalst is 

l (/we;tl \<r!OW!l.•: Y~t in what. sp~ci~ic ways is.tb.1.~ c~an~e taking 

placet What are. the distinct ec:eP..omi<r ·rhytb.ms and movements 
"' • ..... oO .,. ' ' '! ~ < - • .~ ' <• ' - < ' .. "' •• > ' • '0 ' - 0 • • 'M, ' - '•• • .. • ' ¥ 

by which the subOl''dination of these tribes to. the capitalistic - . .. . . ... . . ~ . - ' ' 

production is_takine; placet Vihat is the historico-political 

signif!l.'canoe of this soc.ia1 ·process are quest ions which have 
' never been investigated. ·Most of the marxist 'Critiques' of 

anthropol.ogy have remained mere theoretical or historical 
' 

exegeses• without ever confronting social reality itself. In 

·the ooncludirtg chapter we undertake a brief discussion towards 
' ' 

the relevance of historical materialism to understand the 

dynamic.s of changes in the tribal formations. 
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VII 

H:{:STORJ:CAL:MATERIALISM AND·ANTHROPOLOGY 
'i 

Emmanuel Terray80 ,· transcending even the .limits of 

Engel • s appreciation 51 
, emphasises the e·l,ements of historical 

materialism in Morgan's 'Ancient Society•. 82 Engel's limita

tions as seem to have be~n' imposed on him t in retrospect t .b:Y 

the cultural $tmosphere of Darwinism and so~ial ethnological 

discoveries of the period he shared with Morgan.. Despite the 

fact that Engels had written this in 1884; after Marx's death, 

his famous "Origin of Family, Private P.:rope:rty and the Statett; 

remains, .if not a valid treatise on primitive formations, at 

least an authentic interpretation of Morgan•s Ancient Society. 

Engels thus commented on Mqrgan: "The rediscovery of the origi-
• I 

nal mother-right gens as the stage preliminary to the :father

l"ight gens of the civilized peoples of primitive society as 

So;. Terray, B'mmanuel, r;Iarxism and Primitive.Societies, New 
Yo,rk; Iv!onthly Review, t972. . . . . . . . · 

&t. Engels• Frederi~kJ. •origin of' Family •. Private Property 
and the State .(t8t54) •, ;Karl Marx and Frederick Engels 
Sel~cteg, Wor!t,e, Moscow,, 1973• 

82. morgan, Lewis, Ancient So~ietz (1877), Cambridge, Mass; 
Belenfip, 1963. 

83. Engel'.s limitations are cl~ar from the importance he gave 
to philosophical-cosmological developments, the philosophy 
of ·'nature•, in other words, the extension of 'historical 
materialism' to • dialeC'tical materialism'; as is well 
known the latte.r term owes its origin to Engels himself. 
The conception of nlaws of the evolution of human history" 
so essential to Engels la~er culminated in orthodox Marxism. 
See Lucio, Colletti, From Rousseau to Lenin Ch. on :Bernstein 
and Second International, tonaon, New Left Books, 1972. 
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Darwin•·s theory of evolut.i.on,._has for biology and a.s Marx's 

theory Qf. surplus value :for. political economy.nS4 

.' ~:, Terray identifies the elements of hi.storical 

materialist conception of primitive formations in Morgan. 

And distinguishes this rational kernel 1~ ancient society from 

the Da;tswinian evolutionary shell, wl:lich.more or less mystifies 

the rational kernel.· Terray writes, "~ ••• It was not Morgan's 

purpose.to describe the different stages of h~e.n social 

evolution, or to write a tiistory of humanity, but to construct 
•< • i ~ 

a theorz of that hifj]or:y, tlfat is a system of concepts t'o make 

tt po~sible to think it out sc1entificaliy." 85. (emphasis min~) 
In spite of what Morgan's immediate preoccupations and theol>e

tical aims have been, Ancient t3oc~£ll needs a. "symptomatic" 

reading86 because of the _classical nature of the work. 87 

84. Engels, Frederick, op.ci;t,, p. 201. 

8~. Terray ~ Enu.nam.:u~l, O;Q•.cil• ,, p~ 24. 

8e. See .Louis Althusser,: Fof ~1arx, Penguin, 1975 Glossary for 
the use of the concept "Symptomatic•. 

87. The progress of scientific theory and the nature of tbe 
relevance of classics has been often realized by many 

·sociologists. "These (classics) too are subject to 
revision. ~heir permanently enigmatic quality is a 
challenge and invitatiop.· 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 their conti
nuing indispensability." See Edward Shil.a, ·'The Calling 
of Sociology•: Epilogue to Talcott Parsons, et al (Eds.) 
Theories Qf Societ : foundations of modern aooiolo ical 
,·eory, ew or, e ree resa.1 ,p.1.· • ora 
clear View towards the position of cla.ssics in the 
contemporary theory construct ion. 
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The basis of Morgan's classification of human 

history .from 1.savagery' to 'civilization' tP,rough ~barbarism' remains 

the ~art of s~bsistence•. 88 Inventions and discoveries of the 

tools of production mark the beginning and end of each nethnic 

period..'' 89 Tb.e ·motive force. of change comes· from the sphere of 

the •art of subsistence•, whic~ has a. determinant role. Tb.us 

the epochs h~ve been distinguished by t.he inventions of fir3 

and fish-eating• the bow and the arrow, pottery, the dome.etica

tion of animals, metallurgy and t.he alphabet. Corresponding to 
' each of these "arts of subsistencen there emerge definite forms 

of social institutions -forma of family, forms of property, 

forms of government - which :form in their totality an ethnic 

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

88. 

go. 

Each of these periods has a distinct cv.ltu.re and· 
~xhi,b:its a. mode .of· life .more or less special and 
pec\lliar to its.elf. This specialization of ethnical 
periods renders it poeaibJ.e to treat a particular 
society according to its conditions of relative 
advancement t and t.o ... make· it· a .subject of independent 
study and discussion. 90 · . 

' 
"Mankin.d are the only beings who may be said to have gained 
an absolute control over th.e p.roduction of food, which at 
the outset they did not·poasess above other animals •••• lt 
is accordingly probable that the great epochs of hwnan 
progress have been identified more or lees ·directly, with 
the entanglement of the sources of subsistence." Lewis 

·· Morgan, op.cit.; P• 19 •. 

"It is probable that the successive arts of.subsistence 
wh.ich arose at long intervals will ultimately form the 
great in~terest they must have exercised upon ~the condition 
of mankind, afford the most satisfactory bases for the 
div~aions, (into ethnic periods) •••• " Lewis Morgan, 
op. o_u., P• 9. 

Ibid. t p.. 1.3. 
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T~u;ts Morga~ dis~in~u~s~.e_s t~e _ follo~ing important 
I 

~ethnic pe.r;i.ods 1 which are important though not _as universal 

evo2utionary phases but as analytically di13tinguished forms of 

soc iei; ies: 

Ethnic period 
• •. 
: Art of SUbsistence 

1. SAVAGERY: 

Lower stage 

; 

fV!iddle stage 

Uppar.stage 

Natural subsistence upon fru.its 
antl roots on a· restricted habitat~ 

Acquisition of fish subsistence 
and a knowledge of the use of fire. 

Invention of bow and arrow. 

2. :BARBARISM: 

Lower stage 

Middle stage 

Upper stage 

Invention of Art of Potteit!y . 

Domestication .of animals, cultivation 
of maize and plants by irrigation 
vvo±tl:l the use of adobe brick and stone .. 

Invention of the process of smelting 
iron ore with use of iron tools,· etc. 

], CIVILIZATION Invention of phonemic alphabet, 
use of writing. ' 

In I~organ' s theoretical optics there is no universal 

path of transition· from one ethnic-period to another but ~nigue 
I 

wa;z,s .·of trpnsition and change. Morgan admits of deterioration 

and regression runn:i.ng counte:r to the flovv. of progress. 91 There 

g1. n!Jfi'e destruction. of the etilnic bond' and iif'e of part .. icu.lar • 
tribes·,· .fo~l.owed by their decadence, must have arrftsted for 
a time, in many instance and in all periods, the upward flow 
of human pr<;~gress •••• Cases 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 
mankind. n Lewis Morgan, op.cit., p:p. 39-58. 



-68-

are also instances of stagnation and fixed states of societies • 
..- ~ . ~ . 

FUI~thermore, Morgan appr?:V~d' o~ the co-existence of two ethnic 

fo!'ms in e. given formation. He appl:l.ed it to the transition of 
. . . 

government and of family" T~e two forms are art ioula ted by tb.e . . . 

dominance of one over the other. Thus .in Morgan's view the 

fact that a particular peopl~ b.ad passed from one condition to 

another at a p9:rticular time could be explained by various, and 

often accidental circumstances and their analysis was important. 

lt is important that the. conceptions of history in Morgan is not 

an unilinear time series.92 

These aspects of Morgan's analysis of ancient societies 

underline a historical materialistic conception of human societies. 

Terray eqtw.tes the notion of "art of subsistence .. with Ma.rx• s 

conception of "means of production'' and the outline of "ethnic 

period,. with that of the conception: of a nmode of production''. 

Marx's not.ion of a mode of production represents a u.nion of the 

material technological process and its socia~ fonnst i.e., the 

92. Just a.s Ma.:t"'x' s conception of the stages of evo.lution are 
not strictly chronological but analytical - so also is 
Morgan's notion of historical time• The following 
paragraph makes thie clear: · 

. I 

"Each of these (ethnic) periods has a distinct culture 
and eXhibits a mode of life more or les-s special and 
peculiar to itself. It does not affect the result that 
different 1;ribes and nations on the same continent and 
even of the same linguistic family, are in different 
conditions at the same t;Une. Since for our purpose the 
oondttion of eoch is the.materialfact, and time beine; 
iiiiiiia erie.!." tewis Morgan, ,op'.cft., P• 12. (empnasis mine) 
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totality of society• s production relations among people. The 

concrete activit-aes of peop~e in tne material•teob.nioal 
~ .. - -

production process presuppose ooncrete production relations . . . 

among them. Historical materialism !J.tlderstands 'a mode of 

production as a specific syst~m o~ productive foropf£3 and 

production relations among people.~~ It distinguishes by means 

of abstraction, \two diffe;ent aspe6ts of any formation, the 

technical and the socio ·-economic, the material-technical and 

its social form, the material productive forces and the produc-
-

tion relations" Thus a study of production re.lations always 

~resupposes their unbreakable connection with the material

technical process of production, and in·its research assumes a 

concrete stage and process of change of the material-pr(lductive 

forces. Mar%• s ana Engel's admiration of Morgan was based on 

the t'act that Morgan had analysed the ancient societies on the 

· basis of the ever 'Changing ~"arts of subsistence" and the social 

forms thereof. 
94 

To Morgan just as to Marx each. social inetitu.tion 

represented. an active princ.iple. It is never stationary, but 

advances from a lower to a higher form as society advances from 
I 

a lower to a higher condition, and finally passes ou.t of one form 

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

94!o 

See Karlt Marx, Grundrisse, introduction to the critique 
of political economy, r;eiican, 1973; A Con;tribution to 

.the,Oritigue.of Politica;t §conom;x;, Moscow, 1§7tl. 

See Lewis Morgan, on the Institution of FamilY, op. cit., 
p~ 444. 
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a:nalysie of social phenomena in order to grasp the dynamics of 

cb.a:nge would bee;in with the invest~gatt.on of "arts of sU:bsistencett/ 

means of production and· relat~onshtps of production and the 

social organization of labour. The distinguishing aspect of 

h1stortcal. material1$Dl re.main.s. an .:tdent1f1cation of· the gore 

_g.1meneioQ in e. social formation. An investigation into the 

$.o.c~al organ:J.zation of prodtlction. remains the most ~portent 

empirical investi.gation~ Marx had already outlined the historical 

roots of all varied forms of simple commodity production, which 

is the pat,riarchal-subsistenoe· mode of production based on small 
95 

scale p.arcellized property and the exploitation of fam:i.ly labour. 

The patriarchal enterprise continue.s to dontinate ·this form of 

production• The producers regard the expenditure of labour, , 

as the indispensable pre.;.requisite f.or ttle labour-product, which 

ts the thing tJ:>,at interests them above all •. 
' 

Th\l.St MeUlassou.x tn his study of the tribee practising 

shifting cultivat1on observes the concern for rep~oduction of 
... 

human. be~ngs• atx-onslY' $1ltrenched n.otiot1s of aen1orj.ty and of 

anteriority1 respect for age, cult of the anQestora and. :fecundj;ty 

c\ll t ·~· etc. 96 Indeed, an analysis centred around production and 
. ' ' 

not di.$tri'bution will reveal the inn:er mechanisms of a social-

formation. To Marx, as a· pure form• simple commo.dity production 

.96·· See Clall.de Meillassouxt ··From Reproduction to Production", 
Ficonom.v and Society, London, Vol. I, P• 93• uconcern for 
reproduct!on Seoomes paramount, not only reproduction.of 
subsistence but also reproduction of the ~rodugtive unit 
it"SJelf allowing the prodtlcers to benefit l.n the luture !rom 
their past labour ••• Now the reproduction of the unit is 
biologically and structurally assured through the control 
of women considered as the physiological agent of the 
.,...,....,..,...,.;;h;n+-4..,.,.. ,..p +ho .,.,..,..nnn.-.,cn-.c:~_ft (Qmnhe~a.ia minA) 
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i.a a tom of economy of a purety subordinate and t,ransitional 

chaztacter ~ which the following characteristics are distinct: 

( 1} ThE! lab·o\U' prooe.;;s pl'eserves its patriarchal character 

with pJ:>edominance of the self.,..su.ff:ioient peasant family-labour 

farm as the basic enterprise of prod.uot:ion. 

(ii)' *rile producing households preserve not only their self

su:f'fictenoy, transfor.ming oniy their surplus into · commodi t·ies but 

their independence as the basic agents .of ·th.e productive process, 

chlefly·expressed in th.e3.r freedom to allocate labour-tilne between 

cor.nmeroial production and immediate consumption, and between the 
• . • . I . , . 

different types of ooml1lodity pz-oduct;ton. 

(ii~) Th-e $ystem of accounting remains e specifioa:Lly patriar

chal; subsistence-based :tnterprata.tion of ·~oats• and 'profits•, 

icn tb.a.t subSit;;tenoe remains the goal of produetion 1 even in tb.ese 

limitin.g oa.see where the whole of ho~sehold .labou.r time is absorbed 

in commercial production. 

( iv) As tb.e coefficient of marketed output rises and the 
; 

monetary components of the labou.r income expand., the volume of 

sales will tend to vary inversely with tb.e movement of prices. 

(v) Flu.ctu.ations of the J;llarket 1ntrodu.oe a process of 

differentiation among s1mple_g_ommod1ty producers, wh.ich in the 

firat instance remain a differentiation of wealth, i. Eh, preserving 

its historical content as a differentiation of .~1mple copynodit;v; 

l!rodu.cers• 



Marx, in his Grundri'sse, ~iscueaes the Sllbord:lnat1on 

of tb.e simple commodity mode of production to the power of 

oap,.talist frontiers which converts this mode lnto the embroyonio 

ba.aia of specifically oapital.i!Slt produqt1on,t but a capitalist 

proQ,uction which r.etains the determinate organization .of labou);' 
' 

speoi,tic to •pre-capitalist' enterpri$e• ·a:e describes this in the 

.foll:owing way: 

This exchange of .equ.:t.valents proceeds; :tt ta 
only the surface layer of a p:voduction wh:Leh 
:rests on the appropriation of aJ.ien labour 

. without exqb.a~e,· rest~ on capital as its 
foundation, an , when 1t is_regarded in 
is.ola.tton from capital, as it appear$ on the 
sur_face, as an inde~eng~nt system, tb.en_ it. is 
.a me.re illusion, bu. a neces·sary i\llu.sion. 97 

• ' . - . • J_- l ..... 

Indian scholars b.ave never investigated the subju.gation 

of the simple commodity fo.rm. of p.roQ.uct ion· to tn.e all engulfing 

capitalist econom~o o~der. To indieate only briefly.and entirely 

l;>y way of hypothesis, the following questions sha.l1 specify the 

nature of the investiga'tion; keeping in accordance with the 

tneoretic$,l foundations of h.i.storioal materialisnl• 

( 1) Wllo ia workH;g wi tb. whom and for whom? 

(11) · What are the circuits ·of ,tp.e products of labQur? and 

where does 1t llltirnately g"O? 

(iii) Who controls the mean£:! of production. an~ product.? 

(Control over means .of production also· means th~ control. 

over the means of pbysiolog.ical reproduction use<i to re:Prod~ce the 

li'fe of the human producer, 1. e. , women and subl;listenoe) 
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( lv) What a.re the compulsions· to produce surplus-pl .. oduct? 

(v) · How does the production system E.;~!PrOdU£$ itsel.f? 

{vj.}· Wb,at i~l the relationship between the patriarchal 

suff-iciency of these small ·enterprises. and the capitalistic· 

econOJn;i.C Orde~? 

(Vii) What are the mechanisms of do.tnj.nl:lnce of capital over 

the quasi-independent siiaple commodity form of production? 

(viii) What a~~ the various coercive forms of ;earnloitation, 

the ,relat:i.Qns ag VtOdU6tion wh;ich tie the enterp4'ise of .s.mal.l 

conunoQ.ity producers to the wider economia system mediated by 

merchant capital or tndustria~ capital? 
.. 

( ix) How does the fluctttation.s ot tbe ntarket .affeat the 

·sifnple commodity produ.cers'? 

(x) ln what ways does the differentiation of the simple . 

commodity producers te.kes'place1' 

. 98 
Hiatorioal mater~lism, · tnuth p:r~videa both a conti-

nu.ation of and a sharp break with tb.e earlier· traditions of tribal 

stu.dioe in India" The analysie of conflicts and contradictions in 

th,e political. arena and the emerging cUltural t~aits according to 

wh;i.ch social chang~s have been analysed ~emains oonunon to the 

contemporary anthropologist$ and b.iatoriaaJ. materialism• But 

unlike Baile¥' s P,Olitical determinism and Martin Oran• s cultural 

dete;;ominia:tn the:r:e is a need to focus attention and theoretical 

98.. u Fa.r from being exb.au.sta~d marxism :i.s still very young, almost 
in its infancy, it has scarcely begun to develop. n · See 
Jean-Paul Sartre, Search of a Metb.od, New York; Alfred 
Knopf • 1963 t Pi 30. · ·. · · 
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interest primarily tn tb.e relat_ipJ!§ of. g,ooial, Eroduc_tion. and 

are marked by these auper-struct~al StU";face pb.enomena. The 

negligence of tb.$ analysis of prodaction relatione·, wha.ch .is 

often left out for economists to taakle, reinfol;'ces the need 

to penetrate. beneath the surfac~ appearance of things and lay 

bare for analyeis the hidden sttu¢ture. It .ta 1n tt:lis respect 

that a break with earlier anthropological t.rad1tions and· most 

ilnportant contributions to the studies of tribes mey be made~· 

The analysis of tb.ese simple commodity producere,-

often presented to us as tb.e1 tra.bea•, ever since the early llritieh 

ethnographers, froxn the perspective of historical materialism, 

shall reveal. significant sights into their contemporary soc:ial 

·organization. Furthermore, suQh analysis can lay down the basis 

.for policy planning by tile state or even help formulate the 

strategic role these aoca.lled, ';primit.ivet people would play :1-n 

the making; of history. As of now,there is a cQmplete paucity 

of such stU.Qies. Henee any attempt at empirieal studies might 

possibly mean refo~ulations in the exist~ng theoretical cons

tructs of the marxist paradi~ .in the light o;f contempora17 
. 99 

sociolog1oal facts• We hereby propose· to undertake an e.tnpir1 .. 

cal study of a 1iribal complelt to be selected dur:Lng th'e course of 

our Ph• D. programme .. 

99. "Scierttif.ic research requires freedom and independence from 
aU external interference -• Similarly, it demands of the 
researc4er '· not that he ·ron. ounce all :Ldeo.logy, but that he 
make_every possible effor-t to subordinate ideology to the 
reality o:f the facts he is studying in his work." See 
Lucien Goldmann, .9J?•C,?.t. , P• :25· 
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