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the caste systcm with its unique aspeols is ‘n,-pecu
feature of Indian social structure and the attributes associ-
ated caste as arigid system of social stratification are not
found clsewhere.

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

Again,

“No comparable institution to be seen else-
where has anything like the complexity, elabo-
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-
ily’ "

“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 is from the Portuguese who
had so npphcd itin the middle of the 15th Ccmury.
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present form of caste. Somc of the important faclorsmﬂn
emergence of the Aryans as conquerors, their concern 1o
maintain purity, the rising power of the Brahmins, (he
doctrine of metempsychosis as determined by the law of
Karma etc." There 1s also an elaborate explanation of the
origin and subsequent diversification of caste groups in
Hindu religious scriptures. According to this explanation,
the Aryan Varna-system is the basic foundation of caste.
Originally there were four Varnas with their specific
duties. Various Jati groups emerged subsequently. Mang
describes the origin and rise of Jati in the following
manner. He starts with four Varnas as something given or
pnimary and derives all castes as being due to mixtures of
these pure Varnas. Let us take the letters Bb, Kk, Vv and
Ss to 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 Bv Bs). A Kshatriya marring a woman of
the two lower varnas will give two new castes (Kv and Ks)
and similarly a Vaishya marrying a Shudra woman will
give one more (Vs). 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
a high varna, we shall have six more castes (Kb, Vb, VK,
Sb, Sk, Sv). The firsttype of marriage, though not favoured
asthe best practice, was, however, allowed as not being too
bad and was called Anuloma marriage.i.c. marriage of a
man of a higher 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 twelve
represented the first class. Thus, from four vams by just
tWo crossings one gets a total of 204 castes as follows:-

1) Anuloma and Pratiloma Castes
after first crossing,

1) Crossing of six anuloma castes
among themselves

1) The same with man and woman
in the reverse order.
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Shydr_as are known as the single-born, The Shudras re
s}nctly separated from others and various types of inabili-
ucs'and inhibitions were imposed on them. In Northern
India there is some leniency shown but the Brabmins
towards other twice born castes. But in South India, the
Brahmins settled alone and they applied their rules relating
1o the Shudras to all the indigenous people of the South.
Likf: Slater and N. K. Dutt, Ghurye holds that the South
Indian people, before their contact with the Indo-Aryans,
shared the ideas of primitive people about the power of
food to 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-
1an’ 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 earlier initiated
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 increase
of functional differentiation insociety. During the Rigvedic
time, even Priesthood was not hereditary. Subscquently,
community of interest among persons following the same
craft gave rise 10 a corporate organisation and technical
skill was passed on from father to son.*® Ghurye thus
concludes that caste 1s a Brahmanic child. ¥

Irawati Karve does not accept Ghurye's theory. She
says “The pre-Aryan Jati-system and the Aryan Vama
system have been interwoven together to a form a very
claborate ranking system.”** She holds that most of the
caste-clusters are to be found among the Shudras which
proves that the Aryan Vamna system was imposed upon an
already existing jati-system.

Louis Dumont too analysed the origin of caste
system. He makes the system almost the natural order of
things for the Indians. His point of departure is directed to
Bougle's following observation:

“The spirit of caste unites these three tendencies,
repulsion, hierarchy and hereditary specialisation and all
hree must be borne in mind if one wishes tg%
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~ This cxplanation looks rather simple andl
reliability. According to this explanation, upanayana w
an honorific prerogative attained by distinction of we

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 at another
place that Shudras were a conquered race. A conquered
race cannot accumulate wealth. If such a race 1s denied the
right to attain wealth how could it expect to get the
honorific prerogative of upanayana? Thus is stand poml
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 predominant one for the
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 hav%
remained in its present form. Butitis clear that the :
is along other lines, Hence chances in an lndivu‘iuals
economic position does not as a rule change his
position, though the two are not absolulely mde
cach other.
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In general according to the classical wus oncaste.
itis a ‘social group having wo characteristics. They are-

Memberslup is 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 is
called. Several of such small aggregates are
grouped together under acommon 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 nigid 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 acaste 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 to operate within that larger
society, and are economically interdependent with it. These
different caste groups are occupationally specialised in
Jobs and crafts of their own. Every one belongs to a caste
andno one belongs to more than one caste. Thus each caste
group constitutes a sub-system within a larger system.

B) Corporate Entity

Each caste group operates within a hierarchical
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. 'Ihelrcotpomengmsandresponsibﬂm
vuy«wndely aecordmg to their i&nﬁm&‘ﬁs
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So far, we have seen how some sociologis L
anthropologists have formulated their definitions, ¢
cepts and attributes of caste according to their particu!
central concerns. We have also seen that there is
universal perspective for analysing caste. We will now
discuss the otherrelevantideas thathave been prcscnledby
several sociologists about caste viz. the nature of caste as
a status group and its relation with class.

Caste and Class:

Caste and class are the most important elemen(s,m
social stratification. There has been a prolonged contro=
versy regarding the relative primacy of caste orclass in the
Indian situation. As we described carlier, some soci0lo-
gists have considered the Indian society as a caste soci-
ety."” On the other hand some of them have observed that
class factor 1s more relevant in modern times and that even:
in ancient India stratification was essentially based on
class division. As is well known, social class is a centr
concept in Marx's general theory on history and s al
development. According to Marx, classes must bedeﬁlg_l,
by their ‘relationship’ to the means of production and:
exchange in society, not by criteria such as occupanon;mﬂ;
income of a person."* Thus, class can be ide: i ir
economic terms. “Social class is a term used Ql
people according to the rewards and 1
Sess as a consequence of their ¢ .
soclety “ Agam socml classes may be thot
types used by the socml ‘theonst to ‘descri
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