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n employed all over although its correct
pparently been understood.

ty is such that cven among the theo-

/o agreement as to what it actually connotes.
0 approach the institution from a cultural
shere as some others presume that caste can

wprehended as a structural phenomenon.!

hecomplexity is sointense that some have thought
bleoadoptone approachasagainstanother Best
ple in this matter is Max Weber. Even he suffered
ambiguity, when he paid attention (o this phenom-
Theshiftof emphasis from the cultural o astructural
| point was  quite apparent in him
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aste situation in other countries; Dumont* demon-

teasteis essentiallya Hindu phenomenon based
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assigns (o he ideas of purity and pollution.
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portant choices in life are
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in such widely scattcred

uatemala, Japan and (

lian Manifestation of Social Inequality.

Dr. Daya Amarasckera

Butinspite ofthis one can very well argue thatcaste
system has no parallel in any other country. It appears that
the caste system with its unique aspects is a peculiar
feature of Indian social structure and the atributes associ-
ated caste as a rigid system of social stratification ar niot
found elsewhere

“In the land which cradled Hinduism, life and
thought were shaped and dominated by caste.
No wonder than that caste has been of interest
1 sociologists and Anthropologists through-
out the Globe™

Again,

No comparable institution o be scen else-
where has anything like the complexity, clabo-
rateness and rigidity of caste in India”."”

‘While analysing the etymology of the word caste it
is understood that it comes from the Portuguese origin.

“The word ‘caste’ comes from the Portuguese
word caste, signifying breed, race or kind,
homen de boe casta is ‘a man of good fam-
iy

“The word caste- this is of Spanish and Portu-
guese origin”?

* The term ‘caste’ is derived from the Portu-
guese word”. "

Some sociologists pointed that this word, ‘Castus’
means ‘pure’. But whatever may be the various senses of
the word, its Indian application i from the Portugucse who.
had 50 applied it in the middle of the 15th Century.

““The current spelling of the word is after the
French word ‘caste’ whichappearedin 1740in
the ‘Academies’ and was hardly found before
1800. Before that time, it was spelt as ‘cast’ in
the sense of race or breed of man. It was used
as carly as in 1555 AD."1¢

Sirinivasalso presented adescriptive analysis about

caste. He examined the word caste and its relation with two

other terms- Jati and Varna, ]
e Englthword Case cmpon&s more. | ©

- orlessclosely to what is locall s
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when we compare the words ‘Varna’ and

word caste, it is useful 0 examine some

Texts also. In this connection some

that the word for caste used throughout

iterature and also in pali and Jain Prakrit

Jati’; sometimes very rarely the word ‘Yoni*
‘some places the word ‘Kula'

‘However in Sri Lanka and in other South
untries the word Jati is not used. According 10
logists, the word Jati was most often used as the.
lym for caste. It has many meanings. Andre
that in his experience the word Jati may be
nfcﬂolln'uhuc rcgmnulnndmhgmmc.ncw.u
i5.'* Even when the term Jati is used in caste
Bewllluwmumuy refer (0 a sub-caste category

K ‘wlimmm association

Whlltlnlly:lngVlmmlhnuldllluulxu»undnm
 this term in the oldest literatwre. The Vedas mention
* sometimes two varnas. Sometimes three vinas. The wo
are the Arya Varna and the Dasa Varna - the Arya
ﬂnnpd the Dasa class. In this expression the new
migrant Aryas are contrasted o the old indigenous
 population, the Dasas.

: More often the two varnas mentioned are Brahma
(Brahmins) and Rajanya or Kshatra (Kshatriyas). Both
these were mentioned within the Arya society. The third
called Vish, which means ‘all’ the ‘multitude’ They

 the commoners over whom the king ruled.

the Aryans had conquered the non-Aryan
were given a place which constituted the
L They were called the Shudras occupying the

bt Terms such as “Gedara
*and *Pelanti’ are also used to iden-
1‘.@@\ . 1961; Obeysekera,
reference 1o the Varna

i* in the Indian

written ahoutthe factors influencing ts genesis and,
Various thearies have been formulated 1o explain
origin of caste.” Thus Senarat s of the opinion thay
multiplicity of factors have gradually crystallised into the
present form of caste. Some of the important factors are the
emergence of the Aryans as conquerors, their concern to.
maintain purity, the rising power of the Brahmins, the
doctrine of metempsychosis as determined by the law of
Karma etc."* There is also an elaborate explanation of the
origin and subsequent diversification of caste groups in
Hindu religious scriptures. According to this explanation,
the Aryan Vama-system is the basic foundation of caste.
Originally there were four Varnas with their specific
duties. Various Jati groups emerged subscquently. Manu
describes the origin and rise of Jati in the following
manner. He starts with four Varnas as something given or
primary and derives all castes as being due to mixtures of:
these pure Varnas. Let us take the letters Bb, Kk, Vv and
$s 10 stand for Brahmin, Kshatriya, Vaishya and Shudra
males and females respectively. When a Brahmin man
marries a woman from any of the three varnas there will be
three castes (BK By Bs). A Kshatriya marring a woman of
the twolower varnas will give two new castes (Kvand Ks)
and similarly a Vaishya marrying a Shudra woman will
give one m ). So six caste emerge by a man of a
man higher varna marrying a woman of a lower varna.
Similarly, if a man of a lower varna marries a woman of
hall have six more castes (Kb, Vb, VK,
Sb, Sk, Sv). The firsttype of marriage, though not favoured
asthe best practice, was, however, allowed as notbeing too
bad and was called Anuloma marriage.i.c. marriage of a
man of a her status to a woman of a lower status, The
second type of marriage was pratiloma and was frowned
upon. This system of marrying across caste is known as.
hypergancy. The status of the first six hyorid castes was
higher than the second group of six castes. These (welve
represented the first class. Thus, from four vars by just
(W0 crossings one gets a total of 204 castes as follows:=

ahigh vama, we

i) Anuloma and Pratiloma Castes
after first crossing 12

ii)  Crossing of six anuloma castes
among themselves 15

) The same with man and woman
in the reverse order.

15

) Crossing of the original four varna,
With six Anuloma and six Pratiloma castes.

Crossing of six Pratiloma castes
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ory which seeks 10 give a rational
'!!he.up‘gln of castes, holds that the caste
in the Division of Labour or specialisaion o
ctions !n society. This would immediately tend
away thestigma o irationality from the system g
explain the social disabilites of certain

i C classes of
arising from distortion of a system

sfield emphatically denies the racial origin of the caste
system.

~ Risley basically accepts this theory and he shows
an inseparable connection between caste and race in his
threebooks. viz., Anthropometric Data from Bengal (1891),
Tribes and Castes of Bengal (1891) and the people of India
(1915). His theory is important for understanding the
origin of caste from an anthropological point of view.

Risley's racial theory.presupposes that, from the
standpoint of physical or biological traits, human being
can be divided into several groups or races *' With regard
10 the relation between caste and Race, Risley has two
important points. First, because caste divisions prohibit
intermarriage and social connection caste socicty provides.
avastlaboratory as if o say, which can be studied from the
anthropological point of view. Second, there is a broad
correspondence in the Hindu society between the physical
type and social grouping. The order of nasal index of
different castes, as he says, corresponds with the accepted
order of social precedence. The social and the physical

aspeets are related with cach other.
i

Risley even draws a correlation between these
hysical traits and such cultural traits as matrimony,
mism and exogery *
" Ghurya modifies Risley's theory and accepts it
h some reservations. He holds the view that casie
nly a product of race and hypcrgamy The Indo
rst entered India in about 2500 B.C. The con-
S were included within their caste-fold
all steps (o keep their blood free from
ndogamy became the essential device
| purity.
respect was given by the Brahmins.
this culture trait of the Indo-
the Indo-Europeans who also
tinsocial relationship.
give birth

rare, though not

?{\]«3 :Tlnr:: :r:la‘v': :h:nr::nnqucmd people. This only explains
are the twice borns whereas the
Shudras are known as the single-born. The Shudras were
strictly separated from others and various types of inabili-
ties and inhibitions were imposed on them, In Northern
India there is some leniency shown but the Brahmins
towards other twice born castes. Butin South India, the
Brahmins settled alonc and they applicd their rules relating
10 the Shudras 10 all the indigenous people of the South
Like Slater and N. K. Dutt, Ghurye holds that the South
Indian peaple, before their contact with the Indo-Aryans,
shared the ideas of primitive people about the power of
food o transmit certain qualities.* Thatis why, the restric
tions on food and drink are so rigorous in South India

The Brahmins in this way became the sole ‘guard-
ian’ of this society. Because of the superior image of the.
Brahmins, all other groups tried to follow the Brahmanical
practices. Group solidarity and group prestige enabled all
of them to close their ranks. Thus what was carlicrinitiated
by the Brahmin as a device to maintain their racial purity,
was subsequently followed by other groups. These groups
also became endogamous

These diverse groups became crystallised in castes
when occupational groups were created with the incr
offunctional differentiation insociety. During the Rigyed
time, even Priesthood was not hereditary. Subsequently,
community of interest among persons following the same
eraft gave rise 1o a corporate organisation and technical
skill was passed on from father to son* Ghurye thus
concludes that caste is a Brahmanic child. 7

Trawati Karve does notaceept Ghurye's theory. She.
says “The pre-Aryan Jati-system and the Aryan Vama
system have been interwoven together 0 a form a very
elaborate ranking system.” She holds that most of the
caste-clusters are (o be found among the Shudras which
proves thatthe Aryan Varna system was imposed upon an
already existing jati-system.

Louis Dumont 100 analysed the origin of caste
system. He makes the system almost the natural order of
things for the Indians. His pointof departure s dirceted to
Bougle's following observation:

“The spirit of caste unites these three tendencies,
repulsion, hierarchy and hereditary specialisation and all
the three must be borne in mind if one wishes to give a
complete definition of the caste system."™

Bougle however takes nearly the same view about
the origin of caste as Nesfield. About the origin of this
hierarchy, he writes,

+One has only with Nesfield toarrange

men and hunte
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ilection which, he insists, is
lqul in this context man can

of a structural setting as one

n mno:beukenmdmduany buthe
d as one unit who is related (0 the

m'dmer institutions simply because it shares

/in common with them. According to him,
jefeature in caste system is its separating of status
wer, Hence traditional societies cannot be under-
thmodern mentality. Healsoassets that hierarchy
lity are natural to man. Indians, according to
m's assumption, consciously accepted the ethos of a
Where herarchy based staus differcnce cxists.

 In Hindu society primacy is given (o the whole
this whole s structured hicrarchically. Since this idea
ol in his analysis it is worth while placing hi

rms. In so/doing one will of course in no way
upon one society the values of another but only
10 set mutually ‘in perspective’ the various
cieties, one will try (o see each society in the

of tself but of others.””*
he above theories, some new economic
the origin of castes have been advanced

ly assumewhat should have been
ndullly disintegrated into

igh social

eties. Following Senarat’s view that class
ogamy and tribe endogamy later devel
into the feature of the caste system, itmay well
be argued that the tribal initiation was trans-
formed into the upanayana of the three higher
varnas with the result that it helped to bring
about the social degradation of the Shudras” *

This explanation looks rather simple and lacking in
reliability. According (o this explanation, upanayana was
an honorific prerogative attained by distinction of wealth,
When examining the caste system one notices that those
who belong to the lowest caste ranks have been denied the
criterion of wealth and it stands as the most distinguishing
characteristic of caste division. He himself says atanother
place that Shudras were a conquered race. A conquered
race cannot accumulate wealth. If such a race is denied the
right o attain wealth how could it expect (o get the
honorific prerogative of upanayana? Thus is stand point
becomes contradictory. Ambedker has also opened that
the degradation of Shudras resulted from denial of
upanayana to them. At the same time Ambedkar is of the
opinion that it was a deliberate act of vengeance by
Brahmans. He himself thinks that the denial of upanayana
was a result of their getting poor. There certainly is a
correlation between the economic position of the caste
taken as a whole, and its social position. It would be more
plausible to assume with greater validity that the caste
system arose as a result of some tribes having been subor-
dinated by some who were more powerful. Those who
emerged as masters incidentally imposed certain eco-
nomic disabilities on those who were subjugated. The
economic reason was not the most predominantone forthe
origin of caste system in India. If the economic origin of
caste system were valid then as the economic status of
some lower castes improved later, they should have been
merged with those who belonged to the higher economic
order. In this situation the caste system would not have
remained inits present form. Butitis clear that the division
is along other lines. Hence chances in an individuals
cconomic position does ot as a rule change his caste
position, though the two are not absolutely independentof
each other.

Structural Features of Caste

As shown carlier the complex and intricate nature.
of the institution of caste enthused many to study the.
institution from different angles. Broadly, from the metl
odologieal standpoint, one may identity three different
approaches (o caste studies. These are (a) Cluxx I
tral, (b) Culwral anthropological &

I, The first tends 10 study the
1qltmm:elo the anx;ncal religious wxu Thess

1o w% o

interest of the

istrators in the in
s institution of
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nographic studies of caste customs and
field date generated the reby immensely

se of subsequent researches on caste. Thic
 nature and defi

on caste is probably the extremely local or
iero-level nature of its functioning. Each local system
edsaparticulartypes of local organisation which consid.
rably enhances the scope of research on caste. As
delbaum points out, “caste organisation has flour-
$hed as a vast series of local systems cach partially
dependent of others. ™ So, in spite of Sromovas's claim
‘caste provides a common cultural idiom 1o Indians’,

- Modern sociologists are mostly interested in this

tof caste as a functioning system * Senarat point out

that on caste *the relationship of facts leaves

m for a multitude of fine shades of differcnce and that

only the most general characteristics are common 10 the

b Yet, in spite of those local variations,

ne general structural features of caste can be singled

ttempts have been made by various writers (o define

e system but the intricacy of the institution has

them (o arrive at a precise definition. Inspite of

wried differences of opinion, all of them have at-
discuss what caste means.

¢ a common name, claiming a
ythical ancestor, human or
“hereditary calling
competent to give an

fourtendencies within the social field of theirown delimi-

tations may split up into more and more.
castes
indefinitelly. "

In general, according to the classical texts on caste,
tis a ‘social group having two characteristics. They are

1. Membershipis confined to those who are born of
members.

2. The members are forbidden by an inexorable
social law  tomarry outside the group. Each one
of these groups has a special name by which it s
called. Several of such small aggregates are
grouped togetherunderacommon name. Thus we
see that there are several stages of groups and that
the word caste is applied to groups at any stage.

The sociological interpretations of caste are based
on its structural features. Unlike the classical writers,
sociologists describe caste system as a system of social
stratification and also as an example of ranked aggregates
of people who are rigid and which permits no individual
monility

Some sociologists enumerate five factors which
are the outstanding factors of any society governed by an
ideal pattern of caste. ' In them are included

A) A sub system within a larger social system

‘The groups constituting a caste system are differen-
tiated from the other castes in particular characteristics
pertaining to their particular groups. Yet they are interact-
ing and interdependent parts of a larger society to which
they belong and they have o operate within that larger
society, and are economically interdependent withit. These
different caste groups are occupationally specialised in
jobs and crafts of their own. Every one belongs to a caste
andno one belongs tomore than one caste. Thus cach caste
group constitutes a sub-system within a larger system

B) Corporate Entity

Each caste group operates within a hicrarchical
order and is composed of aggregates of people who are
sociologically distinct. Such caste groups can be observed
as ranked entities living and exercising within clearly
defined bounds. Their corporate ights andresponsibilities
vary widely according to their identities. The members
usually share a group name.

©) Hierarchical Order
Caste system is based on a distinet hierarchi

g
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nds of contexts especially those.
vith food, sex and rituals, a member
teis liable (o be polluted by cither
rect contact with a member of a

caste status is finally determined by
the circumstances of his birth unless he is cx-
ﬁlienad from his caste for some ritual offence.

b
Vil The system as a whole is always focused on the

"Eg%sn; iccorded (0 the Brahmins *

dthis diseussionitisimportant o examine the
Caste sysiem is essentially based on religious
his means that those who do not operat i terms
gious (especially Hindu) belicfs in theory cannot
caste system in the Hindu sense. Furthermore the
he system s proved by the fact that ‘for thesc
entire society must without remainder be.
Lof castes' ** But the Sinhalese situation is
rent from this Hindumodel. In understand-
1in Sri Lanka,itis important to mention two
relating (0 the Sri Lankan castes, Firsily,
it social system has long been sub-
thalese have remained
‘dominantreligion Secondly, they
ike caste and they do not have
nopolised Brahminical role. In-
ly observed, the Sinhalese king.
 group religion (as opposed
thediscipline of Buddhistsalva-
onomic life, In short, among the
ixed with power”

is important to.
ents brought in by the

i Lankan soi

any Brahmin liken group played no such.
bl b e 1 R

o e
‘The nature of the Sinhal 5

examined not only in the context of Indian influen ce

also in the light of the emergent local conditions. Th
careful examination of the growth of Sinhalese socj

institutions would reveal that they were a product of the
interaction between the important elements of Buddhism
n the one hand and the local conditions characterised by
Sinhalese feudalism on the other, The Sinhalese caste
system is neither totally imported nor totally local in
orientation, This fundamental feature of the growth of the
Sinhalese caste system is reflected inits distinet characer,

So far, we have seen how some sociologists and
anthropologists have formulated their.definitions, con-
cepts and attributes of caste according to their particular
central. concerns. We have also seen that there is: no
universal perspective for analysing caste. We will now
discussthe otherrelevantideasthathave been presented by
several sociologists about caste viz. the nature of caste as
atus group and its relation with class.

Caste and Class:

Caste and class are the most important elements in
social stratification. There has been a prolonged contro-
versy regarding the relative primacy of caste orclass in the.
Indian situation. As we described earlier, some sociolo-
gists have considered the Indian society as a caste soci-
ety.” On the other hand some of them have observed that
elass factor is more relevantin modern times and that even
in ancient India stratification was essentially, based on
class division. As is well known, social class is a central
concept in Marx's general theory on history and social
development. According to Marx, classes must be defined
by their ‘relationship’ to the means of production and
exchange i society, not by criteria such as occupationand.
income of a person.”* Thus, class can be identified in
economic terms. “Social class is a term used to classify.
people according to the rewards and privileges they, pos-
5€55 a5 a consequence of their cconomic standing in
society.” Again, social classes may be thought of as ideal
types used by the social theorist (o describe the ordering
(ranking) of people in an industrial saciety. Classes are
described objectively -in. terms of-occupation, income,
education and the network of social interaction; but they:
arearbitrarily separated into higherand lowerlevels by the.
theorist. Weber defined social class in relation
marketsituation, notexclusively interms of the ow
o non ownership of the means of production ar
change. For him social clas in a featu

<conomy dominated b c
cconomy dominated by money which
e

- Mheconce




