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‘Letd’ (Desai, p. 78). 4 14

Among the Modh Banids, who are so named apparently from the mcdlla?val G ujarat cultural cenn
Modhera, and numbered almost 35 thousand in 1891, there are at least six sub-units, at least three(
which, Adalja, Goghva, and Mandaliya are named after towns, all located round about Ahmedabs
(Desai, p. 74). Not only do these units do not inter-marry but even among each, intermarriage is
free but tends to be restricted to certain localised groups. Thus, the Goghva Modhs of Ahmedabs
do not marry with Goghva Modhs of Surat, while the Broach Goghva Modhs do not marry wi
the Kaira Goghva Modhs. Similarly, the Visa Desavals of Ahmedabad do not marry with the Sur
Visa Desavals, the total number of Desaval Modhs being 17,411 (Gazerteer, p. 70). The *Vis
and *Dasa” divisions are so far integrated units that there are a number of charity trusts for e
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Caste. Sub-caste: Fusion or Fission? 107

for that group. The Napits, barbers of Bengal, have been accorded a better status there than their
compeers receive in Northern India and elsewhere. The Madhunapits, who are Napits who have
mn‘l(?d sweetmeat-makers, however, claim even a higher status and have stopped marrying with the
Napits (N. K. Dutt. 11, pp. 128-30).

The Nagar Brahmins of Gujarat, who are considered by many to be one of the foreign tribes
that came into the country with Hunas in the fifth to the seventh century A.D., provide an example
of a set of cases 'Where the so-called sub-castes cannot but be considered to be the result of
separat_lon or f‘iss!cm. According to the Bombay Gazetteer (IX) Gujarat Population (p. 13) they
have six main ‘divisions’ and they totalled 28,250 souls in 1891. The highest among them is
undoubtedly the Vadnagra Nagars, food cooked by whom can be eaten by the rest of the sub-
castes, except perhaps by the Prashnora sub-caste (G. H. Desai, p. 76). Desai has recorded: “The
split in the community (the sub-castes of the Nagar Brahmins] is attributed to Shiva’s wrath
whose temple (Hatkeshwar) was excluded from Vadnagar when the town was built.” Another
tradition, making the first fission give us the Visnagra sub-caste, all the six units being named
after cities or towns of medizval Gujarat, associates it with the founding of the town of Visnagar
by Vishaldev, a Chauhan king of Patna. Vishaldev while distributing dakshina at the sacrifice he
had performed on the foundation of his city offered it to those Nagar Brahmins who were present
there. The Brahmins, however, declined to accept it as it is not proper for a learned high-class
Brahmin to accept such gifts off hand. The king practised a ruse to make them accept the same
which conferred on them certain villages. The Brahmins thereupon settled themselves in their
free villages. These grantees were, however, “ex-communicated by their castemen, who had
remained behind at Vadnagar” and came to be known as Vishdlnagar or Visnagar Brahmins.
Among the Vadnagras. the Visnagras and the Sathodras, which is one of the remaining four
sub-castes, there is a subdivision which is considered to be an additional division or sub-caste
of the Nagar Brahmins. They are described as *“‘those who, unable to have wives from their own
community, married girls from other castes and lived apart”. Till the middle of the 10th century
A.D. there were only Nagars without the further distinctions of sub-castes as a copper plate sent
from Ahmedabad testifies (Ep. [nd. XIX, 241).

The Audich Brahmins as their name shows are northerners and must be considered to have migrated
to Gujarat from the North. In 1891 they numbered, in Guja_arat, just a few thousand more than 200
thousand forming 36 per cent of the total Brahmins of Gujarat. Accordir}g to the Gazetteer (Ibid.,
pp. 2-3) Brahmins of Gujarat totalled. in 1891, 570 thousand and had fifty-three named divisions,
though eighty-four were mentioned of which seventy were n:aceahlf:. _!n thg Census Report of Bombay
for 1911 (p. 240) the number of divisions among the Bmh@ns of(ruujaral 1S rf:corded as ninety-three.
Their main ﬁssion is associated with the reign of the Gujarat King Mulraj (A.D. 961-996). Some
Audich Brahmins were drafted by him to help him carry outa s_acriﬁce. On the completion of the
sacrifice the King offered them inducement to stoP in Fus dormptons. Onlyf one thousz.md Brahmins
are believed to have accepted the offer, the rest to?mmg a roli (band) rtztuscd to reside. But they,
100, were later persuaded to stay on by the offer of tprther benefits. The first settlers naturally came
10 be known as Sahasra and the latter ones as Tolakia. Strangely, however., t.h.c Sahasrlas are looked
Upon as superior in social rank. The Sahasras have among them two subdivisions which are purely

Zeographical, i.¢.. Sihoras and Sidhpurias namezd after the respective towns. Ten other sub-castes
Or castes are mentioned as having originated with th_c Audlczh Brahmms (Des‘m, p. 4). Among the
registered Charity Trusts listed in the Charity Commissioner's Directory mentioned above not only

Scanned by CamScanner



Scanned by CamScanner



Caste. Sub-caste: Fuslon or Fission? 105

mselves as rulers and aristocrats and do not marry the Kunbis. ... The Marathas of the districts of
poona, 'Sﬂmm' !?olhapur.', Ahmednagar, parts of Khandesh and Sholapur marry among themselves.”

The information provided in the older Gazetreers, the first editions of Districts Ahmednagar, Poona,
Satara and Shf’lﬂ]"l". record two or three other castes than Kunbis or Marathas under the heading
shusbandmen’. Among them Milis figure, who numbered nearly 53 thousand as against Kunbis who
pumbered 397 thousand in 1881 in Poona District. The Gazetteers of Ahmednagar and Poona do
not have a separate heading for Marathas, and that of Satara, though it has a separate section for the
atter, does not number them separately. The Sholapur District Gazetteer treats of Kunbis, without
of course numbering them, under Marathas who numbered 180 thousand in that district. The Census
of 1881 recorded all Marathas under the heading Kunbi.

Inthe Sholapur District Gazetteer we find the following statements about the connection between
Marathas, whose name furnishes the section-heading, and Kunbis who do not receive any separate
treatment: “Kunbis are said to be bastards or akarmashe Marathas the offspring ol a Maratha by a
Maratha woman not his wife.”

In Ahmednagar district the Kunbis, including of course the Marathas, numbered 304 thousand. The

note in its Gazetteer is more ample and explains the relations between the two groups better. We are
informed that among the Marathas there are “two classes™, viz. (1) “God" or sweet, 1.e. legitimate;
and (2) “Kadu" (bitter) or * Akarmashe” (bastards) and that among the former some families of high
social position allow their sons, but not their daughters, to marry into “ordinary Maratha™ families.
Further portion of the note curiously sounds like the injunction of the great lawgivers of old like
Yajnavalkya become operative, reminding one of it and runs: “After four or five generations the
bastard Marathas are allowed to become sweet or legitimate, While the Sholapur account plainly
asserts that the Marathas and Kunbis cat together but do not inter-marry and thus supports Karve's
statement, the Poona account emphasizing the assertion that Marathas and Kunbis inter-marry by
adding that the two groups “do not differ in appearance, religion or customs contradicts her.

" Kunbis were thus considered and treated as a sub-caste of inferior statug by the Marathas seventy-
five years ago. And that sub-caste in part at least was believed to be formed through miscegenation,
;'_l__i’. ;a: Whﬁ' Karve says to the contrary on the basis of selective information, in both the Brahmin
and the Maratha castes sub-castes werce formed through separation or fission or segregation {rom

" Evidently to emphasize her viewpoint Karve has brought in. the ‘evidence’ of an old Marathy
doce t. She says (p. 21, 31): “In Berar and Nagpur the dominant Kunl?i group is called Tirole
Kunbi, They differ from the western Kunbis in many respects . .. and they did not formerly lay claim
’m“  fighters, From among the numerous other castes calling themselves Kunbis only one need be
mﬂm‘ Sy ;m’. i called Mana or Manwa Kunbi. . .. lp an old document a village of the Konkan
m | "ﬂ, i ) is described. In it are mentioned Brahmin, Kunbi and other castes. .
mm o i awfﬂxemm' e t did not feel it necessary 1o mqntion any more caste names since the
Mmmeﬂ only one caste each of Brahminf and Kunbis.

| Provinces and Berar Tirole Kunbis according to R, V. Russell (Tribex and Castes
,C.P, 11, 19) claim 10 be Rajputs. Karve's mfempt must be counidereq 10 be either wrong or
esoteric information not amenable 10 vcnl"ncanon. As for her assertion of their difference
the Western Kunbis it has 1o be pointcd out that in 1880 w-hen the District Ga:erre_ar of Khandesh
. 68 mpnbluh:d at least “eight classes” were racogm_ued among the Iug'nl. e non-Ciajar,
Kunbis, One of them is Tirole (named in the Gazetteer as Tilole which according to Russell i an
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ceader in the context. The actuality of the situation, however, asserts itself and makes Karve
perself name the caste later as “the Mahyandin Shukla Yajurvedi Brahmins” (p. 46)-
However, her way of naming does violence to the current practice and notions prevalentin the

society at large and the Deshasth Brahmin caste itself. The Census Report on the Bombay Pres idency,
1911 (p- 245) reco

rds the caste as Deshasth and informs the reader that it has two main divisions, 1.€.
Rigvedis and Yajurvedis, which eat together but do not inter-

(amed *Atharvans’, evidently followers of the Atharvaveda, “though rather localised”. 11 g0¢€s OF )
assure us that the Rigvedis are “subdivided into™: (a) Smartas and Madhvas or Vaishnavas. According
{othe same source of information, the Madhvas or Vaishnavas have eighteen “subdivisions which eat

together but only three of them, named Satyabodhas, Rajendratirthas and Raghavendras, inter-marry.

The Yajurvedis, the same authority vouchsafes, are “split up into” those that follow the Black Yajus
and those that follow the White, which do not inter-marry. The older sources of information, the
District Gaz

etteers of Bombay published in 1884, testify to the COrrectness of the Census Report
details and even add more. Thus we find in the District Gazetteer of Ahmednagar (p. 50), after the
statement that the Deshasths have two divisions, i.e. Rigvedis and Yajurvedis, the further information
{hat among the Yajurvedis there is “a further division called Kanvas™: what a complex labyrinth in
actuality and how grossly incorrect an over-simplification presented by Karve! Lokamanya Tilak

advocating in 1881 intermarriage among Brahmin groups mentions, Deshasth, Konkanasth and

Karhade, as the “upajatis” or “potashakhas” which should freely inter-marry (Lokamanya Tilakanche
Kesaritil Lekha, IV, pp. 1, 211, 553).

Karve expatiating on the nature of her Madhyandina caste has done a sort of casual injustice to E.

Thurston. the compiler of the seven volumes named Castes and Tribes of Southern India—she has
not mentioned the book much less specified the page—and maligned “the southern Brahmins™. She
says (p. 25): “Thurston remarks that in the south these Brahmins are supposed to attain Brahminhood
only after mid-day. Madhyandina means ‘of the mid-day; it is also the name of a person, a pupil of
Yajnavalkya, the founder of Shukla Yajurveda and followers of Madhyandina are known by his name.
Apparently the name was misunderstood or deliberately misinterpreted by the southern Brahmins.™

Thurston (I, pp. 344-47) has devoted some pages to deal with one of the twelve subdivisions of
Smarta Brahmins known in Tamilnad and the south as Prathamasaki. Prathamasakis being followers
of the White Yajurveda are called Shukla Yajurvedis and are further “sometimes called Katyayana,
Vajusaneya [Vajasaneya] and Madyandanas [Madhyandinas]. The last two names occur among their
Pravara Gotra Rishis. The Prathamasakis are found among all the linguistic groups [Kannada, Tamil,
and Telugu]. Among Smarthas, Andhras and Vaishnavas, they are regarded as inferior. Carnataka
Prathamasakis are, on the other hand, not considered inferior by the other sections of Carnatakas.* In

the Tanjore district, the Prathamasakis are said to be known as Madyana [Madhyanha) Paraiyans.”

Thurston then records the two slightly varying versions of the traditional Puranic account explaining

the origin of the name of these Brahmins and their Vedic ‘Shakha’. It is about the doctrinal differ-
ence that originated between Vaishampayana, the promulgator of the Yajurveda and the preceptor
of Yajnavalkya among others, and his pupil Yajnavalkya.

The difference relates to the penance, that Vaishampayana had to undergo to expatiate the sin
‘ which he had incurred in killing his sister's child by accidental trampling over it. The difference

marry. It also registers a third division,

* This identity is not quite correct. M. N. Srinivas (Marriage and Family in Mysore, p 29) says about them: “For an
unknown reason they are looked down upon by the other Brahmans™. Italics mine.
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M hmin cluster, and h
in the Brahmin Clustc '.i Cr Assertj,,

Dr. Karve's mention of Saraswats as one Erou?l gl;‘]:i::‘i[::;. furnishes the llm‘sl telling suh;l;nuiulu;
that their language is Konkani, and that they l“.ulfnown mostlyto the people of the €aste while gy,
of my statement that “sub-caste” IS8 grouping Chitripur Saraswats. to whom Karve's L‘hilrilclcrixalmn
the e}uup'mg known to the society at 1 The Chi ch a separate group. They are all Shaiviteg, They
of SEraswats wholly applies, consider lhem“lv_es 3 to be a sister language of Marathi. They Moty
S AR T N mén yd-Saraswals, with the possible exception of g,
abjure fish in their food. The six sub-castes of Gau lves, for long, considered to be one caste, They
of them, the Kaudaldeshkars, were and have m:::j;lhc t.wemieth century. In short they, considere
started a movement for ﬁm‘t;ln mmth: g‘;‘: ::‘;'?v ¢ or six sub-castes of Brahmips. the ‘('hilpﬁ\fans, the
together., are on s _wuh ¢ othel he Devrukhis, etc. These latter sections of Brahminsg hay,
Deshasthis, the Karhadas, the lfnlsht’:s. 3 : ¢ of them allcmplcd Or expressed
been fusing together mostly during the last sixty years, ‘h°“5_h S B i ] *
their desire to do so much earlier. Their endeavour is concretised in sth institutions as the Bl‘ahm!n
Sabha of Bombay, while that of the former group, the Gaud Saraswats, in the QS Baresvat Bralngs
&%?ﬁﬁfuﬁ:ﬁ:m Gaud Siraswat Brahmins at least two, Bardeshkar and Sashtikar, ar
Vaishnavites, being the followers of the Madhva school of Dualistic Vedanta, and acknowledge the
religious authority of the pontiff of the monastic centre of that school. The home language of the
sub-castes of Gaud Saraswat Brahmins is what is known as Milwani or Kudali speech. It is quit
clearly a dialect of Marathi and not a sister language of it. At least during almost two centuries past
the educated section of the caste has taken its education through standard Marathi. And whether the
members of these sub-castes use Marathi as their home-tongue or not they almost invariably look
upon Marathi as their language. In the Goa territory it is largely the members of these sub-castes th
sponsored Marathi for their primary education for almost a hundred years and formed the spearhea
of the movement to merge Goa termtory with Maharashtra.

Karve mentions in her list of major groups forming the Brahmin cluster. Deshasth Rigved
(pp- 22-23) whom she refers to later (p. 25) as Rig , Desha g

: : : vedi Deshasth, and Madhyandina. In th
ﬂc‘v‘l';r;sts ‘heD'th: nl onedr _.bo“' lw Rigvedi Brahmins figure in two Trusts?
(0. 63) w:m :;'z “M 3 :ﬂhm by itself is not found. Instead there is at least 0%
1631} kb cend ..Mm"""m ‘f‘d“a m‘“m, (Deshasth Shukla Yajurvedi)” and two (871 11
Karve, whether intentionally or not. is advay The slight difference in nomenclature made b
asit e} "Deshasth Rigveds Brlhm: van 10 her theory, removing a hurdle for i
is non-Rigvedi. It may be Yajurvedi or Shuk! gl SIS another group of Deshasth Brahmins Whie
The naming of the group ISMidhymdm-_m&‘M'w;m Krishna Yajurvedi or gamaved
Brahmin. If on the other hand, the groups, the so. .ﬂ;e.-ifﬁlmﬁo-n of the group with the Deshas!
known in the society at large they would have to be sl'b"""'sms. are listed as they are commoqli
Yajurvedi or Deshasth Shukla Yajurvedi. Thisiws __I:;mﬁ‘as Deshasth Rigvedi and Desh®*
away the manifest division of the D "&3' * haming would require Karve to explt”
I . ms‘ns‘hBthmmm 2 > q &

¥ Naming the sub-caste as Madhyandin eng tes . Which is rather difficult ¥

Karve 10 put herself right with

i ] or W
. "“ﬁ?;:*hwe. aceess to later data in any 0"
“Cive any reply!
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Cante, Subscaste: Fusion or Jissian 99

ndia, were there before the Aryans came and persisted up 1o the present”, and i

e statement “no
iribal society 1n the world has as many cells within it as the Indian society”. (p. 6%)

{n support of her assertion that she got the impression from my book that the so-called sub-castes
sgrose out of castes™, she quotes the following passage as one that “'suggests that sub-castes arose oul
of castes™. A close study of the names of the various minor units, the so-called sub-castes, within
the major group reveals the fact that the bases of distinction leading to the exclusive marking off ot
these groups were territorial, ete.” (Italics mine).

This passage in the second chapter of my book occurs after the enumeration of the nomencla-
wre of the major groups called castes. As the chapter is devoted to an analysis of “the nature of

caste groups”, the passage under quotation introduces the enumeration of the nomenclature of the

so-called sub-castes. It abstracts the bases which provide the names of the sub-castes. Whether the
expression 1ta

. licized by Karve means rigidly what she has taken it to mean must be decided by the
expressions used in the illustrations following the passage seriatum. And | submit that the contexi

does not uphold Karve's interpretation, though about many of these [ am prepared to emphasize that
they are differentiational separations from their main bodies or units

Thus illustrating the principle of ethnic or other mixture | observe:
ity of caste, 1t appears that many of the occupational and tribal castes, cither permitted or connived
4t the infusion of members of other castes™. “Sub-castes that bear the name of some ancient city or

Jocality are to be met with in the majority of the castes” is a mere statement of fact without the further
implication as to cither fissio

n of the local caste or accretion from another region.
Lokamanya B. G. Tilak, so late as 1918, spoke of various Maratha castes as either “upajatis™ or
“potashakhas™, i.c. sub-divisions, of one Maratha caste (see Lokamanya Tilakanche Kesaritil Lekha,
pt. IV, p. 553).

Sub-castes, howsoever formed, are shown to be real castes by me. However, | have emphasized at

the same time the distinct functions of the so-called sub-caste and the caste for the individual, and the

different apperception of them by other groups in the society. And it is this feature of my treatment

that Jed A. C. Mayer, on his having discovered the truth of it for himself in his area of fieldwork, 1o
approve of it. He has dealt with the sub-castes and their functions in the village of his study at fair
length (pp. 5-9; 151-161; 271-72) as the principal aspect of the “internal structure of the caste”.

Karve in her criticism has mentioned me almost wholly to the exclusion of other well-known
writers on the subject of caste. The critical portion of the quotation from her book made above, to
give an idea of her views on casle, would naturally be taken to apply to my book, whether it was
intended by her or not, especially as she has not specified any author in that eriticism. So in regard
10 that feature which is not a part of her criticism but is offered as a contribution would be judged
10 be her own fresh contribution not contained in my work. | therefore shall quote here one or more
passages which will make it clear that her criticism cannot apply to my work and also that her con-
tribution is not new to me or to my work,

In the first chapter of my book there is the following passage: “Of the features of caste soci-
ety dealt with so far three pertain to the caste as a whole; for the status in the hierarchy of any
sub-caste depends upon the status of the caste, from which follow the various civil and religious
Tights and disabilities, and the wraditional occupation is determined by the nature of the casie.
The other three features, which are very material in the consideration of a group from the point
#fview of an effective social life, viz. those that regulate communal life and preseribe rules as
Tegards feeling, social intercourse and endogamy, belong to the sub-caste.” Then here is another:

“In spite of the so-called rigid-
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Aﬁcr_ dc.scnbmg types of lribcs m the chapter on Social Types. Risley details types of castes
disnngmshlpg SENCIELYpes Wh‘Ch are: (i) Tribal castes; (ii) Functional castes—(occupational castes
ofofher' writers); (iii) SeCIan:.m castes; (iv) Castes formed by crnsqinn"{vl) Castes of the national
types (vi) Castes formed by migration: (vii) Castes formed by chanu‘quf custom. In the fifth group
of castes he draws upon castes with territorial names: byt in view of the fact that the territorial prin-
ciple or even the political principle of A. M. T. Jackson is seen operative in the nomenclature of
the so-called sub-castes 10 -anexceedingly large extent. Risley has to bring in the concept and fact
of sub-caste. though he is concerned with distinguishing typés of castes and not the so-called sub-
castes. He says that people of some caste mj grating to other regions than the one where their caste
ople in laljge_numbers have been living, fairly soon found it necessary to effect marital alliance
among the limited number in the new habitat and “in course of time Ih'é emigrants . . . become a

sub-caste usually distinguished by a territorial name. such as Jaunpuria, Tirhutia, Barendra and the
like". Under the seventh group, too, Risley mentions the locality-based names alongside of names
indicating the particular realm of social custom in which a change is effected. Thus he instances the
Awadhiya Kurmis and the Kanaujia Kurmis as sub-castes of the great Kurmi caste (People of India,
ed. 1915, pp. 75-94). Treating of endogamy Risley counted only six named categories. Without
going into the discrepancies or the rationale of the categories. here I must point out that he dwells

on territorial or local names of other groups as well as mentioning the Halia sub-caste of Kaibarttas
and Dulia, Machhua and Matial sub-castes of Bagdis, both Bengal castes. Finally, he enunciates
his views in general terms which are tantamount to stating the principles of sub-caste nomenclature
thus: *. . . the tendency towards sub-division, which is inherent in Indian society, seems to have
been set in motion by the fiction that men who speak a different language, who dwell in a different
district, who worship different gods, who obserye different social customs, who follow a different

profession, or practise the same profession in a slightly different way, must be of a fundamentally
different race.” (pp. 156-88)

‘Of the recent students of caste in rural areas whose views are based on intensive investigation
in a restricted locality 1 shall pick out A. C. Mayer. He of all others has discussed the question
of the advisability and nature of the concept of sub-caste. And he has done so not merely on the
background of the scene of his operations but has gone out much further afield. He has weighed
the views about, and the contributions to, this topic of S. V. Ketkar, E. A. Blunt, J. H. Hutton,
H.N. Stevenson, S. C. Dube. M. N. Srinivas, and has arrived at the conclusion which more or less
wholly upholds my point of view. (Adrian C. Mayer. Caste and Kinship in Central India, 1960,
pp. 4-9 and also pp. 152-60). : : ! prey

Another field investigator operating in the heart of T_an.n‘lnad, iie., Tanjo're District, Kathleen
Gough (E. R. Leach, op. cit.. p. 16) mentions four “sub-divisions™ of the Shaiva or Smartha Tamil
Brahmins and adds: “Each sub-division is divided into small regional endogamous sub-castes each
comprising the local communities of some ten to twenty villages™. About the four .sub‘-dmsions she
says that they are “distinguished by minor differences in lhc performance of Vf:dlc rites”.

In the face of these verdicts Karve’s objection to and eriticism of my stalcrngnt in the second chapter
Which is concerned with the nature of caste-groups 1S not onl‘y Pecuhar or partisan bu_t both carping and
ill-advised. To appraise fully this aspect of Karve’s criticism it 1s necessary 1o stalg bneﬂy.he.r OWn View
and also the views of S. V. Ketkar, the Indologist whose work on caste was publhshed wnl}m a decade
Uﬂﬁsley'srbook People of India and two decades before my bools. Whllt.‘: readlpg Kelk.ar S views the

Teader should bear in mind the fact that his book The History of Caste in India, published in 1909,
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The view of caste propounded in this book, quite clearly acknowledged the so-called sub-caste as
the real caste, its essential characteristic being endogamy. Alternatively sub-caste was either referred
10 as smaller unit and the so-called caste as either caste, or major unit. Not rarely are the sub-castes
referred to as divisions or sub-divisions, evidently of or within a major unit called caste. Their nature
is analysed in the second chapter, wherein the reader is provided with the principles or the bases
of distinction leading to the exclusive marking off of these ‘minor units’, or rather sub-groups, as
deduced from a study of the nature of castes and sub-castes in the old Bombay Province and the
Central Provinces, i.e., in effect in present Maharashtra. It is further affirmed that in Uttar Pradesh,
the home of Brahmanic culture, the same principles can be discerned with the addition of Rajput
clans and eponymous personages.

The discerning reader will perceive that the statement based on an analysis of the existing
castes and sub-castes is no more a theory than the groups themselves but that it is a statement of
facts. He will further draw support, if necessary, for this from the fact that the principles stated
in the second chapter as the bases of sub-caste nomenclature are not used in the seventh chapter
which states my view or theory of the origin of the caste-system I should emphasize the fact that
[ have formulated a theory of origins of the caste-system and 1 have not attempted to explain the

origins of castes.
Since the publicatio

have appeared; but they appeare

not directly attempt to contradict it ti

n of the first edition of this book in 1932 a large number of studies of caste
d to me to add facts and support my theory of the origins, and at least
[l Iravati Karve published her book entitled Hindu Society: An
Interpretation in 1961. In particular Karve is positive and almost certain that the so-called subcastes,
far from being either subdivisions or even specialized and differentiated subunits, are the actual
castes, the sg.zalled castes of the parlance, and of the written usage of most students of the Hindu or
Indian caste-system, being really wcaste-clusters™ formed by a “fusion™ of the so-called sub-castes
(pp. 11-12, 19, 26-28, 61).

I shall begin with the views of E. A. Blunt based on a_nd relating to the caste-system current in
Uttar Pradesh, the original home of the system in my opinion. Blunt, who was the Superintendent of
the 1911 Census of the United Provinces and later the Chairman of the United Provinces Banking
Enquiry Commuttee, published his book Caste System of Northern India in 1931 late enough for it
not fo be received in the Bombay University Library before September 1932, i.¢., four or so months

* This chapter was written in 1968.
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