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Hullenahalli |, Mysore, Mandya ®Jkic, # 10 miles Dk v Fo HETH 5. B
14015, H—RX I 4 -iCbhbhhd. ThELOEBERIIER1D0EBVTHS. H—R
B, Uledd- TR E D ICEHTH 2013, AFEICBNTIE, D2VWIEI—Z A, H35
WiEH =2 MEDHMBICIZ LB T ENAARETH > FHBICHS> TS, AFHAEIL, 664,
BRXONBZPEDICENT, HF3DH2EHR Mr. A, Seshadri Iyer DEBICK-T, EMET 2T
EBTEID, BBH—R POBRITIBV BT, FHADEERED 5. Mysore QN D%
— R MERRIC DUV T, Srinivas® ¢ Rampura (T80 3, BEEMALFHEA»SODORE
18530438 %. Hullenahalli % F825 #HCEE L BEEO 1 D1, ANOH — 2 MEREC OH
BILBTZTRTOH =R b 2B ATO L OTH 5.

# 1

Lingayat 5
Vokkaliga 100
Harijan 20
Ganiga 10
z D i 4
Muslim

&t 140

\WZ, Hullenahalli QEERNEOS — X MERZANER 1 OEBVTHS. BET 2107
NotKoriinid Sivalli TH D, FXE, BER, NI3HEERE, BREERZESTNTT Kk
EoTW3, Sivallij34 2Dh — R PP 51> TW3A, 9 b Vokkaliga {3 2 D intermarry-
circle [Thhrn 3. FOpEA Hadya ¢ Vokkaliga & 2 D0 intermarry-circle [ZhHhhil 3.
Z ikt Vokkaliga %, W& Sv, & Sv, Hv, & Hyv, EFHIE, CO 4D KCHESND
‘Vokkaliga %, 12D X5 ICEIET 5. T80 B, Svy & Svp, Hvy & Hv, O URNAOD
Vokkaliga B @I WAS, Sv; & Hv, & Hv,, Sv, & Hv, & Hv, O&EIE, 3 75b BN
D Vokkaliga O3 RT ELBIFT 5. 1 @ Jayapura, Malligeve, Madichakanahalli, Biliguli
15 E DK £ TlE, Vokkaliga H 31 |E Lingayat 234t majority group ¢ ¥, minority & L
T @ Harijan 233FB O DEOF 21T T D X 5 75 intermarry-circle @ 43 £ (3 & 531500,
Hullenahalli ¢ Z ¢ intermarry-circle ~OS3E|D315, ULLHTRTOH—R M ESLL ATH
% &4, Hullenahalli BIROE 2 DEETH 5.

FERERED AMICK LT, Hullenahalli T3 Ganiga 1054 T i D0 ICTiHERHE, Harijan
OV THFBERAMTD - 7o WEELREL Harijan 1 A, 2acres Z#Ed 2 RIFD

— 55 —
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Hadrs, ) S Vokdaligs @)
Vokkaliga Vokkaliga (2) Lingayat
Lingayat Harijan Harijan
Jayapura Harijan Ganiga
Vokkaliga Ganiga Muslim
(Harijan)

Malligeve

[ Lingayat
.(Harijan)

( Mallanayakargkahe

[ Vokkaliga (2)
Madichakanahalli Harijan
Vokkaliga (2)
(Harijan) Ganadal
) [ Vokkaliga (2)
Biliguli Harijan
i 3
Lingayat Chandage} S
[ (Harijan) [ Vokkaliza (2) 2,
Harijan %’
Muslim () W2 minority s
() WEEFRALER
1
Suy * S, HOHE, AN (85~40F LEHH) B3FEL O BEFE FZD LEE,
D FFFBSD &R IEENE yes LD, RAICINIE, &

BHERb LY 1TAOBFES L, BV, KA O &k
~ DIFEEEE, MANCECRIBEOHICODOTHOTRICEET 2DHT
% %. Hullenahalli I2i37z W 1IF D& Z Y LHHET B, 1 4%,
Hosakeve (KA 555204 V) D oBE, I v Y 1A% b tailor
AEATOA. HHHE Syed Mohidn (40F) 13, RO 3FBHOEDHE 2F, RO 2EHDOED
MoBoEEELEL, 3AOFHLIEE S D, FidH Hosakeve [ FHTROBDOERIL,
TROBEMOEEDD 34, e FBD £FL94 4. vV Fe NEDEMICMIL LT A
2 &id, T, ERXVANDLRY) ARE? I Uick ¥ By LIFdEAZRL LT 5. Hul-
lenahalli JFFEICH T 5 LR ) &1, ENZNORICE 5T peripheral 18 EEICE N E 5 ED
ST,

Hullenahalli ¢» majority group, Vokkaliga (2 X 3 1€ L % 3 Lingayat ® R E &,

Harijan,
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Ganiga OHWE A D FL, ANOTRTOMWXICOHH - THEET 5. KD Vokkaliga 3,

M HIIRIC & BB X S 13 sub-caste T4 N TIRWIZLY, Vokkaliga D ETIFYIZERSR, Sri
Narasimhe Gouda D#I% % & 5. K4 @ Javare Gouda [F204ER1ICHEZE, MUK, FHDIIV
F 12 ERA—RENICERE, 50 acres ZHE L. COBMIZ, ik, ILIV,V,VI D2A,
VIIL 02 A, 37 AOBOFIAE SN, B, 148 2.5acres (LR acre), IT 235, III
#32.5, IV #35, V 255, VI %310, VII 73 10 acres 22N ZNHET 2BHTHS. BE

N
t o o
o ao
O
Lingayat DD
LD %ZD 0
g
(] i #
DTTD D“/flia 1 15
=] oo ' ' oo
o| |oo® DDD |E 0 ]
O
l:jj ool Ganiga N o
\D #[| |on0d 0 DDD
(] oog ) oo
-—L“D‘__’DDD O 0 . = 0 Sugar Factory
ooooooo Harijan o
0o 0| |edo—
oo DDD gooan o o [ -0 )
oooll||=00 ¥ ] 0o oo _,Ei/igééy
o

10

H 3

11 O ¥, informant, Narasimhe Gouda {315< 4 WEDMANRSEEDED, 28T ORS
BEAEEE LT Mandya (c$h%, 1640 & SO arrangement [k T, 274 WVIED
fikt P & FFBSDD 1 H 7z 2E LS, ELOANA, T&iE 3 <A vE, ZHF307 A VE
OHiRfiT, TRENIEREIEE LT Lz, BRI K3 BE12TOEESHE, Harjan
DODENFE, &%, KREZBINT, BHICE Rs 30, 7%, SHEMCRERTENEER
B, M SERTETHS. BRIV 02 ADRGMN~DER, 72y, Ekiz MFBS &
DORBETH 2. BE VI BR—RERCEET 50, CO2RBREE, BHESEIDTE-S
F MR DER AT S VR, TIbh B, FNEN 5acres FOERBET 5. RED4ST DR
BRETTREEPLOHES OHIEEFHNTHTH Y, son-dindaw TH DFKFIC younger
brother T# 3367 DHEFLFABT 3. Led-TEFR VIR, U2B 2R KELHALN
%. BR VIL 157021 | ADOEBES %26 - T, RFELERE, BRTNBTXTOBD
FIHEENZTETH S, LD,

cokHic, TNBD8EEDD bILHY BEIEE, RUTHRIZREINT ST TR

— 57—
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Javare Gouda l

=0 K
(7))
v vn R —— (" [T 1 ] )
D _ZD ZD . [ — ] 1 ,
( ' ‘ M 43 (46) l (sﬁm I Eoh
@ 0 o e een U * * Sri Narasimhe Gouda ‘ }
_ [FBS FEBSDD LMBD .

}SAA{\EM&i@ 5B S

/BT () N Es
= KRS o B
- FPNEH

4

754, Hullenahalli ¢» Vokkaliga |3, Bkl Vokkaliga 0 k5 ig, 4FEODHFLD marriage:
circle b RBOENS Y THS. HEE, CO8KEORMIL, HM4ILAONE LI,
Ine Vig, L 5 VI g, VIZZE5IT elder sister T 0, [FEIC mother-in-law &
DORE, =3 Fo A Ts sister’s daughter marriage 23A VW INBZ T ETH B. £LTV
5 11T, MBD IERANREENE. Cchbid, XKKHONTVAXII, B4 Y FiKBT 5
ZD marriage QMM THY, O THEDOY) —4—TdhH s N. Gouda &, #IEDY —7 vh
PEKTBHCECHMSBEENTHE. kyl, TOERIZTE -V EREINS DT TREL,
ZD marriage & MBD marriage &3, M4ilcsd s, I & V &ofickd 3, immediate
exchange L ZZ LNBHES M. BA Y F, &< IC Mysore [ZRJ 5 ZD marriage [T DT
1%, 9 TIC Srinvas® O EHIPH 5. Srinivas O ZD marriage [C DT OHEHICIE, 2 2D K.
XIETEMN S 2. 1 D1t dual organization TH Y, D 1 -Di3 matrilineal society T©H 5. &
1 OFj#E, Kannada (#t47s dual organization % & o Tliz &Y H ZEE T 7540, Mysore [T
BUTIE, ---+--only one form of cross-cousin marriage viz. marriage with the mother’s brother’s.
daughter, is encouraged, while marriage with: the father’s sister’s daughter is looked askance at.””%
&% & Brahman €& »Tld, ZD marriage (3B IC X 7 —~TH D, “The creeper should
not return” OV — v 5, FZD marriage [ZIEHEINS. D &iF, Kannada @ & 230>
-5 matrilineal society TH 57z, 0D 2 OB 5, “In a matrilineal society, the-
maternal uncle is first and foremost a guardian of his sister’s children. He becomes the father-in--
law, or, the preferential mate of his niece when, perhaps, the matrilineal society is changing into-
the patrilirmal.""5> Mysore > ZD marriage %, #D#t<d3» DT matrilineal 7» 5 patrilineal
KBEBShELTAHIC, TORIEA-TVS, LIBT3,
Srinivas D Z M 2 DOFHROREICE, H& OHhic Ghurye® OEBE LA LD EMNTE
H. T, 4 Y FPABBOEHREDITT, 1Y FES¥EHILELS & Ui Srinivas &
M& S pmSIC+SThH 5. FEDO LS, Kannada @4 1clE, matrilineal o A 4 235
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9 5. LU, Kannada O#t4dids>C matrilineal TH o7z, LW EHES T EELE
. AR, Mysore [T} B ZD marriage 53 MBD marriage €D &350 D &, FZD marriage:
EHFELRODLEI D, THB.

Hullenahalli {3 Brahman |3f&{¥ L 734>, Brahman o #Z£ p F M 1<H >hH 1, Hul-
lenahalli ¢ Vokkaliga @i H >, FZD i3 MBD #5k 0D &%, X5 0 Manche
Gouda DEELZDEDERDEMICHAOLNEELDTHS. ZD IFE6H (DB 1HARRD
Ist WB L DIEIE) &, MBD §&6 4], FZD IEiZ 3 HINANIKEENDEDLTH S, 13k, T
TOUMATELBOE, COFEFICALONB LI ERFOENHERICENTE, KEHE
FLHIBICIA > T %, Manche Gouda DR 8 ADH B, AAD MBD %2 D 20T, fhid
TNTEERIETHY, BHASTNTHNS, BECHAIROMA LD b REPITIEKRT
5.

ZD marriage & FZD marriage &3 ED XD KBRS 50, B4 ¥ F O B fl—system.
TlE 75 organization—|T D YT, ‘Karve” |3 clan-exogamy D JE H]A» & preferential mating
DIDDEATEINET D, B, HEHLLTeder ZD 9 IR SN 5. “A man’s elder
sister is given in marriage to a family which is led into an obligation to give the daughter of the
marriage back to the family from which they had originally received the bride.”® ZD marriage
12 bride 2E NS T %ﬁﬁbt%ﬁfﬂc bride %383 C & & & 5. Z@ principle of return.
Ik oT, E2ic FZD BEREN 5. fo v L, Kave 252 s (0310 5 FZD 150 Fhilid,
FZD #3467 LT, DT ZD i, $bs ZD=MBSD 50 EHTHE. 2L7T, B3
ic MBD, s T “Vine or creeper must not return” {C & - T, 2 HA#E{ MBD JEp )
BEFONTVAS. TNICRES ¥ NItk % mating type DFIBERHEDHTH-T, #4
FHEOBRIC OV TR—YIRMEE SN TR, Karve O@HFEAKICDI - T, MU HHL
7z Dumont® & %7 D SEEHT 5.

Dumont ¢ k1L, Karve |3EEdLA v~ F@%ﬁfﬁfﬁﬂ%ﬁ% [T DT, cross-cousin marriage (D75
12 U T preoccupied T & ¥, kinship terminology @ 3% % & ) 729 O IC overconcerned T
57%. Karve D EH R AICEBMNAEAT 5 & 105 truism Ik T 3. “The North
represents the principle of extended exchange, .- , a wide circle of kin, a society having a.
pastoral economy or an agricultural economy supported by pastoral pursuits. The South represents.
the principle of immediate exchange, , no sharp distinction between kin by blood and kin.
by marriage, greater freedom for woméﬁ in a society which was mainly agricultural, with very few
or almost no pastoral traditions.”'® Srinivas (D matrilineal society D 3Efic, Karve |3 pastoral
tradition DKRINEFEAT S, TDX 5 175 “pre-sociological” 73 [ st I IERLIC & » T, EEdh

s
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1Y FOBBMBOZERICDVTS, FHFEA Y Fics g 2 ZD & cross-cousin marriage D
RIZONTH, HPTECERARTETHS. TOHICDNTIE, IV, Andhra Pradesh {400
THRITSN .

Karve O L7238 EIZ2 > Th 5. B4 ¥ FOBEIERIC OV TO traditional dichotomy
3, BICEEDORE, B2 L FEICk 2 HKRETh 3. Karve ®3F, Gango-
padhyay' |Z & 2 Bengal (D extensive sampling survey D #£ 53, cousin marriage % exchange
marriage BSLHHITH 72 L LTh, ZOHELGREL ELEST L ABPELN. TLA
Srinivas® (D X 5 IC, cousin marriage 23 kinship level [t BV T DA E D HITF LN TEHT &
ICRIERH D, 2@ “political” effects ~NDABDOMELRETAHLEL 1 2DH A THE
5. XIVEEIE, & ZiE Gould™® L Gough™ LD % 5% 2 T, Klass'™ I go-
between 23ELEHIEEI%Z R 124 arranged marriage |C7EH 94 3. Bengal T3, “Itis true that
he [=the Bengal villager] does not normally consider his spouse as kin, but it is equally true that
he recognizes that nonkin—those absolutely unrelated—can never be spouses™® T 270 56 Th
5. IBIRARANICRHEEREL TS, BB IN LD, ¥ Nk 28D ZRICONTIE,
T2 DERPBETH .

¥y Klass & REEREF 196748 Gujarat O FHERABTICE N TA VL LTS, K6
1%, Baroda DIt#12 =< 4 v Fazalpur @ 1§l Tdh 5. Rajput @ Prabhatsing Gohil |3 Ist W
7% Davol 5 EY, LIES6LERIKHE L, TDM 2nd W % Dhanova 7p 6 - T 5728,
nd W ©OEB D, Anghad [TEH U-kh3Z & @ Thakor 12k, ZOHBMNICX T,
EDFEEDONILDOTHD, 2BDIKRIT, Ist W D yB 33 Davol [CfFEHFE, £d yBWB s
Bamroli iCfE, @ lst WBWB 23 go-between & 75Tl 5.

Karve O LEEICEZ, bbb ® ZD marriage & cross-cousin marriage & @ B4

Sanabhai, Prabhatsing Gohil

|
=0 (45)
(38) A From : Davol (11) -1 (62) &’A
To : = ey To : Sarol (25)
Anghad (4)} 019
IS

From : Dhanova (6)

r PR
: |
114 (16 (9 @O0 1 (22
From: Bamroli Ko | To : Nadej
(22) Shel (50)
]
]
@ A6 |
|
J
& informant
( )ARES
#1420 () AR Fazalpur 5602 1 vE
6



120

B S B cictd, Dumont'” OiERHICLI NI, BEEZS T TVRILELSHLT,
references & LT Karve 238[H L5 2 A @ F F—Radcliffe-Brown & Lévi-Strauss—|C7z 5
WESEFNEE S, Jb4 ¥ N principle of extended exchange »F§4 > K@ principle
of immediate exchange (T 7z LA ¢ Lévi-Strauss n 6 DEFATH 3.

cousin marriage Zhh&EF A4 Y FOBRBSICOVT, 20 REIHE2E BTN
RYEEIRAE 12 19074E, Rivers (TiE% - T 5. MB/ZS DE#&IZ, Toda  Gond [TA 51

5 PSR 4] —cross-cousin marriage (O survival T 3. “A feature of society which is quite in-
explicable as a survival of mother-right becomes perfectory natural if it is a survival of the marriage
regulation which still exists in many parts of India.””® | 725357, “-eeee it is a legitimate
assumption that, ------ , the change from maternal to paternal descent took place much earlier than
the disappearance of the cousin-marriage, and that the uncle-nephew relation is therefore more-
likely to be a survival of the latter than of the former condition.”® ¢ OIEIHFRH] D direct
psychological explanation (3 RE[FETH 5. < @ manifold origins (T DNTDHEEE »s A FHED
HETHL. TN>TRUMIINESHEPRVOBRICHEIN TN S.

Z D L9 13 survival theory (375 BHE7 <, Richards |Z economic hypothesis |27z - T, FEA
¥ F@D cross-cousin marriage [ “----:- a sort of compromise between matrilineal succession and
Brahmanic law; it preserves inviolate the principles of matrilineal inheritance under pétrilineal,
forms”™® THAEMEFT A. 5O survival theory 70 5 RHI U Z 72 DIE, ‘“‘the assumption.
of the priority of matrilineal institutions”?® % f&%% | 7> Hartland |C 721 9% Lowie #} ¥ &
~>TTH 5. Lowie ([ X#iE, Hartland OFiid 3 T Tylor® DRI U 72 i —matrilineal.
descent & matrilocal residence & (Df D alleged correlation— &7z ¥ 72 & — F 4 5A. “‘stock o
anthropological romance” ICFHE 4 2L D, “ it is unnecesary to assume the sequence from.
agnatic to cognatic institutionsj matronymy is pérfectory»consistent with the assignment of definite-
functions to the father’s‘{gfohp and pétrdnymy is equally consistent with the avunculate”?® &3
ZAREXTHA. matrlhneal descent D3 VI matrilineal complex ZEA Uz NIEE 613
Dot AERL, Lowm( 1Z %ﬁ 0),17@@%} avunculate ©F 3.&5EE L7z, Lévi-Strauss 23,
“En fait, c’est seulement avec 1" rtlcle oapltal de Low1c sur le complexe matrilinéaire que s’ouvre-
ce qu’on aimerait appeler la ((;ohase moderne)) du probléme de ’avunculat™®®, L8094 3 & Z A
ThH5. 12y L, Lowie D& D 5’5@'7‘_, Tylor D F.:ﬂ ﬁ & %, B “Galton’s problem” & LT
Naroll”> D383 LD 5 T RIETH 5. h

T @ avunculate DN FEBBH & LIS T 1%, 19244, MB/ZS Df7EfEN & Z D extension:
2N TDEZTS Radcliffe-Brown OfseaEhRiZE SN, LHLEMKS, £ D “exten-

— 62 —
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sion” 23, RRICT2W0E A1TEIERE the group of maternal kindred as a whole [T, AT/ g
% %113 the whole of the father’s group €, extend? 4= A X0, WO Z L, ©Ceeee when a.
society is “disbalanced,” in the sense that the relational content of the paternal and maternal
dyad is distinguishable, -«-.- The “disbalance” in Radcliffe-Brown’s view is related to the system.
of descent. Patriarchal relations are found with patrilineal descent, and matriarchal with matri-
lineal”®” L 15 5 & A% Z 12, F/S & MB/ZD D B{%ic & % Radcliffe-Brown D descent group-
theory (C7z0y L ¢, Lévi-Strauss {3 B/Z, H/W,F/S, MB/ZS DA% 5, 19454F, DPélément de
parenté ZfE5E L7z, “Onn’a donc pas besion d’expliquer comment ’oncle maternal fait son
apparition dans la structure de parenté: il n’y apparait pas, il y est immédiatement donné, il en
est la condition”.*> MB/ZS D BR—BILFLDr —FICRAR EF v ¥ 2T 5K D1,
BEBRIE I EF—Rivers 82 OEMTH BT, s T MB BERICTEGOELLE SN
5.

Z O MB O##| L cousin marriage, ZD marriage |3 & O X 5 I B % T 5. Nam-
bikwara (D mariage oblique % Lévi-Strauss {3, Tupi OH 2 - DIEHERN D S H T 5.
------ mariage des cousins croisés, et mariage avunculaire. Le premier apparaissait normalement
sous la forme d’un échange de sceurs entre deux cousins croisés; le second résultait d’un privilége
sur la fille de la sceur exercé par le frére de la meére, ou concédé a celui-ci par le mari de sa.
soeur” 30 fDEET % Y A DREFIE BRI 1L, “Nous venons d’établir I'équivalence des termes.
{beau-frére) et (oncle maternel) dans un systéme de mariage entre cousins croisés joint au.
mariage avunculaire”.?®>  B-in-law & ZD marriage OFRIZDED E B Y TH 5. B-indlaw
AT NE Z BN S, ZD 1358 1 O contre-partic T 5. MB »1 ZD %k bdpiid
ZS B LD B aEbhn A0 212, MB (3 ZS (T2 L T position débitrice 123 5.
““Ce statut de beau-frére potentiel constitue la base commune du mariage avunculaire et de
Passistance fournie par I’oncle au neveu au moment du mariage;’?

BT A # &4 Y F—Lévi-Strauss |3 Thurston % Frazer I ck V1598 & — 3 cross--
cousin marriage & ZD marriage 23%EL #EO DN TW S, BIFOIEMICENT,  11C ¢ZD,.
B2 FZD, ThAE R IEHVWE 31 MBD, E#%Iicll ED3HE %R & ¥ic yZD. “Le
‘mariage des cousins croisés apparait donc intercalé entre deux formes de mariage avunculaire”.33>
L L Mysore IZHW0 T3 ZD 28 cross-cousin L U $BIFIN 3. 2hid, MB &LfEIEL
ZD T MBS 5 ANE FZD 5 MZ [CZDIFEEZTHNEEELLNS. S5ICHEA
VRO tribe 1512 FZD marriage & ZD marriage—7 %3 5 - Bhsdinic ZD 2 EH S
BBBNE S ORDICERTZ2—0 s I NEHE G E URAICE>TWHW3, “Le mariage:
avec la fille de la sceur du pére, comme le mariage avec la fille de la sceur, représentent, tant au
point de vue logique que psychologique, la réalisation la plus grossiérement concréte du principe-
de réciprocité.”3 Lévi-Strauss | & - C, ZD marriage |3 cross-cousin marriage D48 T .

S
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B, BEOFENICERET B0, HE S TRIEY., UL, ZD marriage {3, H x50
1, FZD marriage [ZHEF D2 5N TV 3B,

1949—504E, 54 v F Tamil |©7 4 v— FAEEFE L7z Dumont O H1>, Kallar [Z5 D
B =& MCBWNTIZ FZD marriage 73848 L, ZD marriage |3 Tamil DD upper caste & F&
12021 X TU 5%, Tamil @ Brahman 7% Gough 1€ - T& LS. H ictzlod 3 W Ofit
J& 12 male affine € asymmetrical @ BE{&%, WO asymmetrical DHifizh> 5 cross-cousin &
asymmetrical 72BRICH 5. T D cross-cousin & affine OHILDFEDW Z i1C, Brahman D
#13 FZD marriage X % MBD marriage % 3®#F9 5. MBD marriage [Z7F D asym-
metrical relationship Z8{t.9- %53, FZD marriage & eZD marriage 22115 OEBRETER X
4 3%. 7o v L Kumbapettai () Brahman 2% - T3, MBD, FZD, ZD VN DR S &&D
ENENABTHD. WTFhh Lz iE, Witk » T M-in-law |3 stranger X 0 &, FZ,
MBW, MM 5 2 HABHD 0P S5 TH S, Lichi->T, WIND LA SO &LiEd 53
BaIns. Kb shbHd Gough i3 X 5D v 5. “A girl’s mother, moreover, is particulary
likely to try by persuasion to bring about the marriage of her daughter to her own younger brother
or brother’sson and thus reinforce her ties with her own natal family. In this way, sister’s daughter
marriages and patrilateral cross-cousin marriages are sometimes arranged. In these unions, the
asymmetrical relationships between male affines brought about by the most recent marriages tend
to override those already existing before the marriage took place.”?® 224k~ MBD marriage 73[%
AENT, ZD marriage & FZD marriage 734021 515, T > Tl asymmetrical reletion-
ship T X » T, Brahman & lower caste & D H#—U s 2 515 51 hypergamy ~ D& ] %
L LD &9 % Gough DARMBHEBFO T 3.

Gough (D asymmetrical relationship (%, Dumout [T & - T wife-givers & wife-takers & D
REDETH D, oo a difference of status coupled with matrilateral cross-cousin marriage.:-----
But it appears logically impossible to couple, in a classificatory system, difference of status and
uncle-niece marriage.-«--:- There seems to be only one possibility of conciliating uncle-niece mar-
riage (together with the two forms of unilateral cross-cousin marrige) with the recognition of dif-
ference of status between wife-givers and wife-takers, and it is to renounce in essentials the clas-
sificatory spirit:...””*” "& Dumont ¢ Gough #¥]— ‘romantic and substantialist”, & A (%
tendency to hypergamy & tendency to alliance [Ci33ZA 5 72>, descent group theory &
structural theory & DHT—MB & F ic& T WB Thab, #5003 Fafine T 5h—
BOr3s7 70 —FICk->T “supplement” X 27p. W s hZE, MB/ZS OEEFHLS
consanguineal relative T3 % 7>, terminologically affinal D Z#1.T&H 57>, & L complementary

— 64 —
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filiation T®H % &9 11T, descent line [T LT3 3 EER T “complementary”® ¢ & 3
B, BHOMETHAMELTH B, Lévi-Strauss D “$Eied B A1 1T DT, “Il semble que
l’accord entre le modéle et la réalité soit assez satisfaisant”® L “EE5E” XN A0 X 7 7 7 i
Itk -sTThHAb. BEIZ ZD marriage & Dumont (D wife-givers & wife-takers D H#lifiz D 7 &
1%, classificatory system (31T, logically impossible DfES DX THANEDINTH 5.

B4 v F® ZD marriage [T DT PIOARKI TS marriage statistics |3 McCormack [T k&
S TZ 617z, Mysore (D Morsralli & Huillipanhalli |20 T, 518FE D H B, €ZD & FBD
(=classificatory Z) D, 9.8%, MBD & MFBS(=classificatory MB) D, 6.5%, FZD & FFBD
(=classificatory FZ) D, 4.8%,, # LT ZHZ & 2.5%, WZ 7 BWZ & D 3.7% DL EIEH A
1Pa¥NA. \WE ZD, FZD, ZHZ marriage 7% sister-exchange &3 411, “The figures are then
199, sister-exchange and 109, wife-giving marriages for our sample. These statistics suggest that
if marriage rules do affect social stratification in the two village, the force would be against the
formation of a social hierarchy between wife-receiving and wife-giving groups.”*? Gough ®
“asymmetrical relationship” |3, Morsralli |T35 T3 reciprocal relationship (T & - THDH 5
N 5. “Cross-cousin and sister’s daughter marriages unite relatives who are linked by equal and
reciprocal ties, and the symmetry of their relationship is revealed in the use of a self-reciprocal kin
term, mother’s brother=sister’s son=male cross-cousin= brother-in-law, when the relatives are of
approximately equal age.”*® Z (D reciprocity % S-in-law DFE{EE D ‘;\J_iz)). 53T, “Sister’s
daughter marriages and sister’s husband’s sister marriages confer reciprocal chances on the two
brothers-in-law to inherit each other’s property. In this respect father’s sister’s daughter marriage
is like a lien which is satisfied in the next generation.”*® ¢ \ T 4.7z 72 8 McCormack | x - T,
ZD marriage |3 FZD marriage & [F U function 2 & D8 D LR EN 5.

S92 7208 Dumont (T X UL, e the uncle-niece marriage is compatible with the common
classificatory scheme, it simply brings about basic equations: mother’s brother=sister’s son=".--.- )
i.e. the identification of three successive generations affines.”*® & 9 @&k © McCormack (|3
“logical” T¥ %7255 . “But statistics can only complete the study of rules, the study of the
normative aspect (the two are confused), and one could have wished for some concrete genea-
logical examples. As far as the question of a possible hierarchy between the group taking and
giving women is concernes, the logical relation between reciprocal and unilateral forms of inter-
marriage is not quite as McCormack poses it.”* Dumont |3 McCormack ¢ ZD marriage 9.8%,
D5 b3 Z NHFEEIC MBD marriage % 5 $FTH 5 LW D BIEE T 4 . McCormack
13 Dumont > bias % #5453 5. “A variation possible in South India is that, with sister’s
daughter marriage, MB and ZS may become brother-in-law, a fact which would tend to support
Dumont’s contention that affinity is to be emphasized. Contrary to structural expectations,

however, MB/ZS marriages can be unpleasant.”*® ZD marriage DFEFNITH EA .
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Hullenahalli ¢ Lingayat OREIZ K 7i1CA6N5EEDTHS. K7D (2) Chickka-put-
‘taiah (3HES6F, ARNOH S5O temple priest TH 3 (B 2). FOTEDICL A5,
WNHME 24 acres OFHZE, (6), (7), (9) ORELERBET 5. CORBIRH, 2
ETEBVOBFATH>T, FEELFROMETHD, ChEEHET 5HDOMBOHETR &
BoTW3, LlMBoT, #fEHRSEGF I ALV, HE (2) OFEKEL, (2) O
BEORRICH D (9] 35T (6), (7) OFREE, 12acres FOEH;ET L. /oy
L, T?D (9) OFEZMFIC 8acres ODFEHAES B, HiE T 20 acres ZHIEL T 5S.
WE (2) OFREIDOWT AT, Chickka-puttaiah {3 MBD %324 U, ZOf#H$ MBD IE,
(1) OERICE - TiE FFBDD ¢ h7: 3507 O ER & 2 DESH (260F) &< @ FFFBDDD i
Bl B16F DE, ROCICKRIBED2FDHEEEFEL, BHOTFERIADETFL S ADLZFZ
AR, BIEI4ATOR 1 AZDOZNT, Midd~THERIEND 3, ADMICHESE, 0D
14F ORI, (1) OFEED FBS LiEE LI (5) DR D2F O EFR (B Bangalore O
*Genearl Training Center |[CEjB D DERE) &, Eh—3 bbb DRSS, 53 hid MBD
B—E8 ADRETHZ. RIEFEOBFIAERIE, (2) OREDBWITTRTERET
b5.

71CH BN D XS, Chickka-puttaiah OHEARIL 2 ADEES - TNIcleHIT, BIZDEKE
TRISEH S ZETY, WERT ORPICSL INEEFBOAEZHMETNEIRE DT ELTH
3. ©siTid, (1) o FFBDD 1%, [2) ¢ MBD=FMBSD #&, (3) ® (2] ® WB ~
CDIEH, WO ZhiE, FZD=FFZSD, (4] @ (10) ® 2 B~0DEH, (5] @ (1) © WEFBS
AODEH, (6) OFEEL (9) OF, Lih-T (10) LOBEFE—OEH W (10) ORER
FHDHE4A PALCEHRTHENIBRENICEIEELARO—I5IL (6] DEF~D (1)
‘DZED FBD DA, 21 (7) EOBEMFRICENT FBDD 23 L9 23, FAD (10) O,
g 784 % FFZD=FMFBD Ji§, (7] ~®D (3) DEDIEA, (8) DEDH O ZD i, (9)
& (10) DI LICBT 5 yZD & MBD iE—C L b3 N CTAFITHQEFIEE A0V ET T
EMTED, INLITERHNEF2>EDELBDTH S, MBD,6 (55 MBD=FMBSD 1 ] % 3
% {r) & MFBS (=classificatory MB, ) FREAE) D 1, 5 MBD #574l, ZD 2 (5 - yZD
1%3¢r) & FBD (=2) D 4, 2 ZD % 6 |, FZD=FFZSD 1, FFBD (=FZ)D 1, } FZD
JE 24, ZOfth FFZD #% 1, FFFBDDD & 1D 26ITh%. DRFITES 255, TsTRH
&ohIC ZD 51X FZD 15X Db MBD IBEET DTS,

ZD marriage |3 MBD marriage T2, & %)% FZD marriage |€7, %723 bilateral cross-
.cousin marriage T2 A». ZD marriage |3 secondary marriage 7», & UM [E primary
-marriage DREEICI B2 5 3E 18 5730, Shapiro |3 secondary marriage T 5 & E X
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8

%. “‘Avuncular marriage is thus frequently—if not usually—a secondary type of marriage both
ontogenically and statistically”* 7z L/nic, Murdock D59 5 X 91T, secondary marriage
T¥H A F D kinship terminology ~(D repercussion 75 LT ZD marriage 23ThH 1L T 24
L3 EAE T 5. “Nevertheless, unless it can be shown that the terminological features:----- stem
from other factors------ we must acknowledge the significance of at least one kind of ontogenically
and statistically secondary marriage in influencing the classification of kin.”* Z1|3 724854 D

ZD marriage (O formal analysis D7z 1C Lave [Z, ZD marriage 73 ‘secondary’ T3 75 < ,
preferred first marriage G 3 & VD BEET ‘primary’ TH B E WS FIEN & B H 9 5. Lévi-
Strauss @ ZD marriage OFI—MB [CRHT <& Z AR & &, ZD KB TE—E F 0
Z & D OIEICiz g 5 control I3—fRTH B, LLIFBRTEHOEIRNES B, Lich-
T, MB/ZS D EFED A IC MB/B-in-law THh 2 EI{RIZ, 7o AIC exchanging group ] O #E
DEFBETEHTLDHTHS. ThEMD L 47O marriage rule [TILRT 5 C &3 RARET
% 7%. Dumout D4 2 MB/ZS @ affinal nature 23 E S hIZ L&V, ¢ZD & yZD
EDOXAEY, ZD=FZD |tz 35 F & S OXirid, F generation @ elder & S’generation
0 younger [ZA3EIT B LIk - THMT 5. 72 LM IC ZD marriage (T3} % terminological
difficulties |3, % CiC41J % age-based differences O W E W % % 2 TV 3. ZD marriage {1
¢ZD & yZD %XH|L, cross-cousin marriage | ZD & MBD, M & FZD %[KR|4 3. “If
ZD marriage were simply an extension of bilateral cross-cousin marriage preferences, a pattern of
MxFZD=MBD= (=) ZD might be developed. But only ZD marriage creates a crucial distinc-
tion between types of cross-cousins and equates the one with M and the other with ZD....... Struc-
tural independence is therefore established.”* ZD 13 U213, ZD=MBD, FZD=M |25 0 z 72
V. Lave |3 ZD marriage 3731 X 1) & bilateral cross-cousiss marriage & E8{# 3 5 L4539 3 .



127
Lave D ““formal analysis” 312102 DN ONICHKZ 5725 D . Lévi-Strauss @ MBJZS D
creditor-debter relationship €721V UC, %28k, Leach™ A5 L T, ‘the possbility of imm-
ediate counter-prestations of goods and services” A ML TN 5, EHPET 3. Lévi-Strauss o
CRZH” 13 C OXIRICEEE LTSy, “A Formal Analysis of Preferential Marriage with the Sister’s.
Daughter” 73 Needham® ¢ “The Formal Analysis of Prescriptive Patrilateral Cross-cousiss.
Marriage” [T E &K OPEINIRH & 5 TRITND, Lave O “preferential marriage” |3
“prescriptive marriage” & [FEFEICHE X720, preferential 2> prescriptive 2> formal model #-
3 3I1iE, T2EZ21F “o the estimates of cross-cousin marriage rates..-are sufficiently reliable
to permit theoretical inferences about the vaiability of prescriptive marriage norms in a social system
...... 7 LN SRR ICE L NI IS S . 18 51T “---even a preferential system is prescri-
ptive at the level of the model, while even a prescriptive system cannot but be preferential at the
level of the reality”™® TH A5 TH 5. Lave D ZD marriage D formal model |3 f #8 D%
FITIZIL D 2 Td, ‘“‘aguide for ethnographic enquiry” 72095 2 & O TE 50,

Mysore T (% ZD marriage & bilateral cross-cousin marriage 2335 C 13431 T 5 . ZD marriage
OERICIE, 2 >DEBEINTVAS. F 11T, &-ESKRIIC, WVWEHN XN 5 marriage
statistics (D720>C, ZD marriage ¥ HRICH I S TIRIEL2IX B, WS D221 561F, ¢
~NT D classificatory relationship %[44 U CRE—AD ZD=MBD=FZSD=FMBSD=... T} 3%
FOBLBIRBKDOEPTENREDREL DB, Ths. COREICOVTRI TICLD
—3hs Moore 1Tk 5 TIEHEINI LT ADE D TH 5. Moore |F oblique marriage %4 ““a kind
of sexual succession” T& 1) older partner |C & - T ‘‘secondary marriage” T&H 5 EAFjR &
4% . asymmetriacl cross-cousin marriage @ oblique marriage & & &1 B/Z ORI KEL,
& $1C affinal alliance ZHGE L TITIED S D TH 5. TH OREMMIERF HE TH 5. “The
coincidence of oblique and asymimetrical cousin marriages does not prove a connection, but the
circumstances make it seem a strong possibility, and in a few cases there is evidence that suggests.
a SeQUENCEe: -« - to consider only the oblique marriages as possible antecedents of the cousin mar-
riage.”’® oblique & asymmetrical cousin marriage D fH{3 the patterned succession of the
generations DETH 5.

COEBOBILLERES DNICDONTIE, #F2,€¢ZD &L yZD OMELEKRT 5. elder &
younger (D [X Bljix —Lévi-Strauss 73 Nambikwara THWNZLY, BHL®, Karve 23Fg4 ¥ ¥
Tz @ “principle” DFIIICHE L, Dumont HEH LD, ZOBEWABRBL® T30
HETHD COBEIZ2sicaNnG. 1) F4R3EAEKS SN 5 1E E£IC terminological scheme
KHBEEZ2BRTHEHEI . CORMEG Rose®™® DERFICLHEINDLLIIL, T—4%
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WIS DO TEANBHEREZEFZ INS. BE¥ELI1E, i) B4 ¥ Fick ) % lower caste D
1$HV, yZD marriage |35 75 53 Ld taboo TiXis 5 THB. ZD marriage D15 T,
€ZD & yZD Oz ZENORIHEL LS.

ZNoD 1) FE—A» ZD=MBD=FZSD=FMBSD=:..... o=E, 2) eZD & yZD mar-
riage DZNEFNDED b DEH % AT edicid, 7o&Zid Gilbert and Hammel™® 4
Tz cousin marriage (D simulation model % ZD marriage 1€ % JE & 4, Goldberg®® D15
“spouse pool” ZH & LMICT BT EHNETH 5. Sanskritic Hinduism D& &35 1 354
¥ KO ZD marriage %, %7z Coorgs®™ % Bhumia & 21 3 Gond™® & &G TIZE0OD D
THhsb. IoiTE Ik, Mysore, Madras {304 ¥ FEIHEMICE T 2 0EESLS, JLIEEMIC
U T, constant ICEWDEED 1213, <ZD marriage QETERKPD2H TERTEEI0D
THa.
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AIMEICH Iz -°C, Bombay K% Dr. D. Narain, % Bombay JFEFERERE, WEEMEIC, £ Mandya
HEIBBRIGAMEEMAT U Bk, @R Mr. AS. Iyer ICEEDOHEEE Lk, & ic Mysore BT
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I Sister’s Daughter Marriage in Canarese Village

Hullenahalli is one of the typical farm village of Mysore, which is consist of about 140 families.
of several castes, that is, Lingayat, Vokkaliga and so on, and they are producting rice of 15-30:
maunds per acre. Different from the surrounding villages, each caste is not divided into in--
termarry circles.

Either ZD marriage or cross-cousin marriage is observed in both Lingayat and Vokkaliga
families. Concerning such marriage type in southern India, I. Karve has given an explanation to:
it through kinship terminology and difference in kinship organization between those in northern
and southern India, but the explanation is unsuccessful. The question for ZD marriage lies
in 1) whether it is immediate exchange of daughters and 2) to which it relates MBD marriage
or FZD marriage? In case of Hullenahalli, MBD marriage are more often found than FZD when
ZD marriage is observed.

It has been for long pointed out that ZD marriage has been practiced habitually, but only
lately it was taken up with relation to MB/ZS. C. Lévi-Strauss points out that ZD marriage has
close connection with FZD marriage through not only data of Nambikawra but various examples
of southern India, and E.K. Gough’s conclusion is alike on the data of Brahman in Tamil. Also
W. McCormack who has first presented full-scale marriage statistics on ZD marriage in Mysore
considers that ZD marriage is connected with FZD marriage in view of its function.

The particulars of 17 inbreeding cases in Lingayat are as follows; MBD 6, MFBS (=clas-
sificatory MB) D 1, resulting in MBD marriage 7 in total, and ZD 2, FBD (=Z) D 4, ZD marriage
6 in total, and FZD 1, FFBD (=FZ) D 1, FZD marriage 2 totally, and others 2. Viewed from
the above, the following questions are supposed to be left for further consideration on marriage
statistics of ZD marriage. 1) Which rate does such case come to as ZD marriage is repeated for
generations in the way ofdirect exchange of daughters except classificatory relationship, in other
word, the case that the sole one is at a time ZD, MBD, FZSD, FMBSD and so on? About
part of this supposition, S.F. Moore has already suggested. 2) Classifying elder ZD and younger
ZD in ZD marriage is essential for the problems in concern to be settled as L. Dumont pointed
out, and in which ratio does actually €ZD and yZD stand? After data relating to these two
problems are collected and the result is compared with the simulation model of ZD marriage, we
will be able to understand the meaning of ‘“‘exchange” in the case of ZD marriage and its
relation with cross-cousin marriage.
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Vedullapalli {3, Andhra Pradesh ¢» Guntur District, Bapatla DO%F#LC & % . Bapatla town.
12, '614FE & v ¥ 2PiIc ki, A 33,668, Bapatla rural |3 7,535 T3 5. Bapatla rural |3
TH BT Bapatla East & West (2431 5T 5. Bapatla West |3 6 D hamlet® |41,
02 B, dtA @ hamlet 1D, Kothapalem, §g % Kundaru, g Batapudi {C[ % 11,
Vedullapalli {3, Bapatla twon )OS ANV IKRE T AN ETH 5. & O Itz South:
Central Railway 2570, R 11CAH 505 X5, g Guotur i» 5 Bapatla 4%, Chirala.
W2 B /3 2 BERRDSEREE & SEATICE & 5T 5.

L l
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Kothapalem

South Central Railway N
Murukondarpadu = ‘F
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| &
0D (57 (31

lgM@@
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BATA ||
PUDI|||@mEg m
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~Chirala Bus stop

dry land

o° 000000 8°

H:7
Va:l0
/'J/\:—Green land ; Kundaru-Land. ——_
=3 1. Anjane
A FBR JVemorda B Brahman = Va  Vaddera M  Muslim
NG g \éalshya \I/;b Vaisha Brahman ch Christian
ouda -Dobby S Scheduled trib
E tea:_shopv T Telga » H Harijan e
#F K Kamma C . Chundi -
1 m mangli Y Yelkala L ARXER
Y  Yanadi
1

M1licad iS5, BERKIN, 5B 27D teashop Z2DF &, 6748 BEHE, H~RX b+
BIRHEHIEIE 1 0T & 189 W THS. 674 2 D Government Election Roll® 1 ki
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= 1
Ho— &b #H K A= % b A
Brahman 25 Dobby 1
Vaishya 17 Harijan 8
Gouda 28 Chundi 2
Telga 10 Yelkala 1
Kamma, 3 Yanadi 1
Mangli 3 Scheduled tribe 2
Vaddera 65 Muslim 21"
Vaishya Brahman 1 Christian 1
189
E-3 2
W B #H w o
owner cultivator 50
landless 24
landless laborer 53
non-agriculutral 40
167

A, REI6TH, HA4IZATH S, CO¥FOMRE, M1, HoFdE, BE, #k (B
3Z) BEOBEY BELTCURBET 5E L LT Vaddera O A £ O—20% /], Romperu
rrigation Project 1L & - TH O BEF B S (EMLLI LD TURO—BHTHE. <0
167 HFIC OO THERNE SN, R2DTELTHB. kEGA cultivator, SEIEHHEERE 2.5
‘acres T & 4 . owner cultivator %2 4 — =z b BIC A 11T, Brahman, Vaishya, Gouda ® A %, B A#H
YEHIIE » 20 acres |ZF 2. landless cultivator |3, Gouda, Vaddera O A % T3 1, 2~3 acres
D small holder T# %. landless laborer |3, #iC5N % X 5 IC—FDOHISLAE D ZE N T Muslim
& Vaddera T@ 3. non-agricultural {3, Brahman ¥, #®IT 545 Vaishya @ businness,
&2 Mangli @ barber, Dobby (D washerman, Chundi, Yanadi 73 & ¢ scheduled @ A & D& D
watchman 72 &% 5. { AT 5.
K1 DA 3~4d <A LT Y FUEICH 5, Vedullapalli Oz I <X TH S, 2D
B UIZHEIT D & 25 2 D seed-bed L1755, PhirEIA S @ Chirala it 2 4 F Y2 AD 4y asit
Indian Leaf Tabacco Development Ltd., @%r I.L.T.D., & {ICEi# D MNBUFIC & % Irrigation
Project &, Vedullapalli {27210 BAZE I N5 L 5 L. £HI3HE 11, Vedullapalli @
«cropping pattern %k & { Z/}, X, landless cultivator & LT ® Gouda DA 4 DEFHI LR
Zbtcb L, #2113, Vaishya D A4 ZPLET LE/ND 2N aEL2HOH, £ LU THEIC
Lo TUNEAZEAIE LTS,
Vedullapalli O#/EBIZ B L 20D E BV TH 5. 1F ¥ 204EH % Tid wet @D paddy & dry
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@ Ragi OFEICE v E -5 TWe, BIfE, paddy 37 A S12BETELAMLEAETD2
FIEDS, FONA OB EHRY 300 actes KB bR TS, CO 1 AMS 4 AETRKIZE
V. acre M D% 15 quintol OULFE, 1 quintol # Rs. 50, | 7248 T acre YV # Rs. 750 DY
ATH 3B, dry O#EIZ, 1) Ragi 23 ¥, i) ground nut, iii) cashew nut, iv) fodder crop,.
v) casurina (JEL), vi) vegetable, vii) flower, viii) £ /N 2% 5 {59 TO nursery TH 5.
INBMS B, nursery & vegetable & Ragi (3 2~3 4 ARHEICE 24E3 ZOHIEN BT
PNTE7z. Lo, B Ragi £ ground nut [T - T, vi) vegaetble |F, green chilly,
bean, cucumber 73 & T Madras # 203 Bombay 3 CHE L, vil) flower |3FbHLICD &
BRI RE7S jasmin 25 Hyderabad i€, F/KAD & D Vetapallem [CHmINLTN5E. b
13, 1y acre 31 Rs. 1000 2z 2 WA & 18 5. vill) nussery 05 5, 2N I EHES A~
118, 128%2E& T paddy 1Cf 425, 2 AR, FMICKD acre 2D Rs. 2,000 2> 5 4,000
KI5, FORRE, ke LTk E 2T red, green, blackd gram 73&, T /valcfi
50T S, T cash crop ~DEH#E, F720 5 L TH L food crop D% FH &=T
W5, T 5D cropping pattern OZELIZETETRITLEEZ I LT A,

CDENAEDER A & 5T, Vaishya O A % % aic, Golden Tabacco Co., (%l All
Indian Tabacco Co., [T INA ), National Tabacco Co., (AAEABR) 15 E D TFiE AN H-
3, FLIEHMOEFHEESEESN, 41V FERELTRBLIHLVBRIKCAEEDLNT
WA, WFHEERZY ) —EREERTSE0R0Y, Gouda DITFD FRED FEHEMEO &G
B L THEIN DS HB. BAE LT Vaishya GRE|OFFEZBRICHEEL, N1 0%
Bisf < main road 0¥ - 7o RO I TS Vaishya DAL DHAETHZ (B 1). hich
HRICH L 2P OFMRBEZEEL, iﬁzﬁﬁ, HERELSEET 5295 ) —< (LU 2 Brahman
DA#ICES T 5. Vaishya DA 4 DFFHN EFINDBEL L0,

ICh e s b 53, Vedullapalli |3, 753 Boddupalli Family 3489 2 75y Brahman o
MThHz. Brahman O F 1 OWHFK TIEIE L, FEK200DS 5, D 9 5KHKEIE Boddupalli
Family 1”& -~ T LW SN T 3. Vedullapalli ®, Vijawada % 4% Calcutta |C ) 7z 2 BUlGE —
B O TOMILEE OB LD - 1t ETH S, TOEMKITNEREZTNE. MELL D
#2383 Boddupalli Venukata Subbaiah Sarma |3, JEE)D 72 Mrs. Subbaiah & & &1 AR EL[E]
CHBXY, ZOEMBIZEEN L B LIRONORED details % /7 L, Boddupalli Family (¥
LD T <, AR ) ADEL Shaik Nabisaheb (B 4 ) & & $1C, 733 Vedullapalli DR 4k Dfg
WHRIEBICH B . 72 ¥ L, i b Boddupalli Family [ DB fRIZRREHICHEE S 5 < L BIRET
$%. oLz Vedullapali R ETHEBETH S, L 2, 16 A )W FE T/ Mentan-
avari |3, ZktAS Brahman 10 %, Kshatriya 73, Vaishya 10 & backward caste 250 fit >
372 A %3, Brahman 10{## 39~ C Machiraju Family T& 0, Z0 5 H4§ 50 acres DA M
A% E < C M. L. A, Venkataraju A3 4EDig#ETHY, BLEZDREFH M. V. R. Krishn-

—— 81_._



140
amraju D3 OEWEEIE > TW0B. 6 v WEETH Karlapalem & & cRERTHS. #9350
o 90t#H @ Brahman & Kshatriya 150 5% O Z T, Muslim 50, £ 0 (% backward caste
T ¥ 558, Brahman |3 Karlapalem Family 14, Brindavanam Family 4, Guntur Family 2, & <
i Karlapalem Family 2378 54 %% 9 5. 415D 40~50 acres 2fiHJ 2 i EEHERS
BIRE L OHIEBORBIC 512D, £IHNTETIREY. 7oF /g, Vedullapalli i3
WEGIF L, NREBICHE LT, Romperu Irrigation Project 1€ & » "C £ 28 2 3# 5273 Vaishya,
Gouda D A 4« DREFHI_EFIC X 28GR, NEREI T TE LI ITTER,

A%1E, Andhra-desa |C31F 2 ¢ DX S ICEHET % Vedullapalli 2, gFifg @ 111, Mysore iC5
21 U 724 7% Hullenahalli & Wiz | T, 1) Vedullapalli @ EjE 24 A D marriage circle 1€
OISTL A BEBA 5.2 f- 5, i) Dravidian |23t & XA Z D marriage |3, Andhra-desa {31
% «Menarikam>», J 7345 cross-cousin marriage & ED X I MBERICH B ENVA B, &

LT 5.

Andhra Pradesh (D marriage statistics 2 & D% - 7212, Hyderabad ;7% Shamirpet %
FEL 7o Dube® AN 1DTHB. LhL, Dube DiZH L, &Y Fo340FFI DS H18
%, LAY LKA0FFID S H19F DS cousin marriage TH - e & HEIN T HITT FAW.
Z DAL ITE, L AEEFEHE Dronamraju® X 5T, BLHONTW S, ERU
BV Fo O, 177RHDS b, 7.29%03 ZD g, 16.6%7* first cousin, 6.7% 73 remote
relatives L DREBETH D, d- & bFEER MBD, oXic ZD, B3 FZDIETH 5. DX
D IEEDFFIEE, Dronamraju ic XN, Gotra I3k 2D TEIEEEEIEL, endogamous
TH % subcaste 3L D EADPLIE - TWB ETNIE, TDHEMBIL lack of choice of partner
IWRESBNETRL. EEERICEINE, TELUTRENLB ST ICHSHEO>EOHEGD
LTHA, “aninnnn (a) to keep the cultivable land in large sub-divisions for growing food crops

=such as rice, (b) parental influence, (c) mutual knowledge of families, (d) economic benefit,
as the parents and grandparents of consanguineous spouses and their descendants can all live
together in large families, pool their resources and share the expenditure, and (e) the extreme
youth of the brides.”® X 5T wiJ T Dronamraju {%, 19104ELIFTICE W 505 1545.5% 13,
1951—604E1C28.9%ICHD U e, ZOEHIPBES R OLIC, HEBREOLF L5 AL
WEBERICH D, FEERO S DR S0 51T “rural illiterate” 12 H 5, EFERT 5.
COEHICHEA ¥ FREZWEFHEZ 7 — X F T2 {, Dronamraju @ X 1€ #t &% HER
ACHEHBHTERTES. UL, C>TRISKSLNIEKDIC Vedullapalli [Z 5105 4 — X
b EOBIEOBMRE L D BT, Vedullapalli (235U TRELL, 093 DIBIREFI ZFAE L 2. &R
SBIRLDENB EHIC, Vaddera P F D backward catse D A 413, FHEIEHAESOE DI
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£ 3

B o— 2 b Rl BRI Pl 2 B PSR
Brahman 487 110 22.7% 5
Boddupalli Family 276 54 19.6 —
other Family 211 56 26.5 5
Vaishya 198 32 16.2 14
Gouda 215 64 29.8 7
Vaddera 95 25 26.3 —
Kamma 52 11 21.2 1
Vaishya-Brahman 12 2 16.7 -
N =t 1,059 244 ‘ 23.1
Muslim ’ 34 ’ 15 , 44.1 8
& | Los | w0 | s 35

FoacgEyEEs L THBETTEY, BEAETH . COCEFLRY 2DOKREHICD
WCERETH 3. A3 Brahman, Vaishya, Gouda O A % DS AETNE T 3.

305, TTELECHAE AENBEOIEHY, BADAHE 1 A 2) ODEFBEDDT
B, BEBSICE Y E TS, BEOHAICOWTIE, DBICLANZD, TORNEOLI
N Z &3 Vedullapalli @ L ¥ 3 #iFEHI A7 &, Bapatla West D7 C B » THLHE L TR 1T B
FNTVDELELESTVRE, WSHAST5IE, Vedullapalli [CBNTRNAEZE D B
BERILENENVSTOS. ULhL, COXIUNAES, TLb3FTHUE IHIEE D
BITBVWTEEINBTNE RSB, EHIBOEMZ, B 259, &kD 23.7%, »EOO
I TH B. Kamma, Vaishya-Brahman [ DNV TREFHIFDBDIE L, 22 Y 2KD20OTE, &K
HOLz) 20 BEHEHE T, KT 2SN/ Shaik Family DA% E D H
WTNBIHIT, TIICBFELR) AOEFIBOHRZIEHTHY, TNODEHZVE
MEELEY. BOOA—2 FEICOWT, EHREOS & bEEMLH—X biF, Gouda @
29.8%, DT Vaddera (026.3%, Brahman 22.7%, & - & 40 D3 Vaishya 0 16.2% T
bB. bV FeaERELT, HEHE23.1% L9 1id, Vaishya DI HL, ML THIRD D
IBRTHD EINZ 5.

V"% Brahman D3F3E1§22.7% %, Boddupalli Family & =D D5 EKICH T % &, Boddupalli
DT HVIEEIE 19.6%, ZOfthd Brahman 3 26.5% TH 5. S xORNWEDFHHNCONT
b, DEHITIEH B Brahman 53 §] @ 3~ Tid Boddupalli Family T3, 2DMid
Brahman T@& %. Brahman O, 208 ED 5 B, 9&KKEH Boddupalli, Gotra {39 NT
Harithasa ©H& %. ZOM{® Brahman (I, Isukapalli Family 3 2, Gotra {3 Mitreya, %[
“C Swuarna 2, Ankaraja 1, Pannale 1 @ 4 5}z Gotra |3 Koundinya, X 5|z Guntur 1,
Mylavarapu 1 @ 258 @ Gotra |3 Bharadwata, |3/ Sreeramula 1, Gotra, Gouthama,
Goparaju 1, Gotra, Sandilya, Nayulapalli 1, Gotra, Atreya, 5 11 EKETH 5. 15D Boddu-
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palli Family & Z@{fid> Brahman & QRJICE, AL & BTRIBOER, HABIC>HNTL >
DEENBH .

D &SI, Vedullapalli ic 351 2 THEIBOEE, H—2 FEIC, BHROMEICT {11, Gouda,
Boddupalli Family PJ4#\¢ Brahman, Vaddera, Boddupalli Family, Vaishya Td 5. fzL»IC
THIEOR I, Dronamraju OHET 5 X1, 4k & LT “rural illiterate” [CEHRT 5725
9. Vedullapalli (€331 5 literate O (L, 13 vHE27%, LI%TH5. L, TSDHh—
Z MRID literate ORI H X 5L TR LY. CNOOEHRIEDO N —R FRIOERDED, RicE
BT 20, BHEETHS.

WK 1,008 OIBIREFIODS b 685 FEF (62.7%) KOV THEHRAOHMKR ZHEE L A 7.
Brahman, Vaishya, Gouda D 3 #— 2% MZDINT, BRAOHMK & Vedullapalli @ FEEEE A
N, F40ELTHD. K207 A PIATIE Vaishya & Gouda OFEENE L, 40<

# 4
St ~207 A ] 21~40 | 41~60 Bl~ N - Z
L M % w | E |
Brahman | 23.4 73) 34.9(109)1 18.6 (58)] 23.1 (72)| 100.0(312) 1 (175) 487
Boddupalli 21.9(39) [48.3{86)5 9.0(16)| [20.8(37) [100.0(178)§ (98) 276
= 0 b | L25.4(34)| L17.2(23)' L31.3(42)! L26.1(35)| L100.0(139)| L(97) 211
Vaishya 64.3 (99)| 21.4 (33)* 9.7 (15) 4.5 (7! 100.0(154) | (44) 198
Gouda 62.5 (75)| 17.5 (21)" 15.8 (19 4.2 (5)i 1060.0(120) (95) 215
: | |
7 & 49.2(247)| 27.8(163) 15.7 (92) 14.3 (84)! 100.0(586) | (314) 900
! |
ﬁfﬁﬁ% ;ggsf{} (51 <12)E (29) a2, CORNNCE! 193
B 143.5(298)) 25.5(175‘)’ 16.9(116)[ 14.0 (96){ 100.0(685) ’ (408) ( 1,093

4 v ¥ Tk Brahman, 205 5 & (i Boddupalli Family, 40 ~60< 4 v O H KX Tli & iC
Boddupalli )4} @ Brahman, 61< A V| E T3 3T D Brahman O@EEN L. BAERBICH
%1%, Vaishya & Gouda D 60%ARD & DIF20< 4 W LI, 154 H Bapatla taluka N CiBIE
T 5. 21~40< 4 v D Boddupalli Family #5138, Tenali, (Vedullapalli 7> 5 Tenali town %
TOREM8< 4 v, DITFERK), Guntur (34), Ongole (35) 4 taluka & DEENE <, ZOH
@ Brahman DOF HL> Repalle (46) taluka 235 1), 7z x|, Vaishya 0| %> Ongole taluka -
DBIEDS, ZOWEDPOHPPIBUOERTHS. 61<A L E, WFNO Brahman §EIE LT
5D, Guntur District 4%, Z® 5 % Boddupalli Family |2 4513 2 Nellore & 05BIS 10 4
DZ131d, Vijayawada, Hyderabad 734 O#Ai~DEH Td 5. Vaishya (7 4]), Gouda (1
Bl) D% D District 44 & DBIEIL, WIS C @ Vijawada & OBIEDEFITH 5.

_84._._
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WECNSDBEOMBRE S —2 P AN, K2, 3, 4DTLTHE. L
District 4} & D@ ﬁ%@ AERE L .

BRAHMAN

]

4 : Boddupalli Family
B8 1 O fth® Brahman

*OX B ~2
FARAN 3~5
O 6~9
‘oo 10~

AGUNTUR o~
~~ ®A X
@NARASARAOPET (—-/
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Z @ Vedullapalli @5@E% Ishwaran® Q7 — 2 & Qi #i22 % fiE, Vedullapalli 44 & L
CHIN 5.1%, taluka PN 40.19, district  46.0%, district 4% 8.895, L 7253, Shivapur
K DITBIEDOY — 7 WITEWVDS, Dharwar 55X (Gokul) @ Brahman X D3 fkly, WA 37K
%5, State HEITY, BWRABTHERICE v E2E LT, [HEEHRBOBTILORECXEE
ALDRREY] LS A ED, Z£hid Dharwar 3558 (Kalyan) (D Lingayat T %43 5. C

SICIRHIRDOZEREFRFICH — R FDOREBA-TL 3B, D Kalyan @ Lingayat |3 30% %
WA BEBIEEDSD, ERESNTVS. BEBRIAZHERL S 2. THRBINEEE &
DZB1DDEELT, T—2REDHEOMBICELINTKRZB®RES DT LT, Blic
N0 A v FPERNICE T 2 BIEENERESDETIE, HARETF—2ORETRY
, Z0Mh—2 &, A—R MCHETDOIERBEZE T3 5ICIERE SV, ZD
4, cross-cousin jff, exchange marriage 23455 & U CBIEE 2 —EOHHEICRET 215 TH
3.

CNODBIEDS BIC, RIWCLDLILEDIC, BE 259 FBHFOTEENILITNTLS.
ZDBIBFFOEFIBEOBEED A — 2 MRIEE D, £4Th3.
259EH DT EIEIL, IXICHENIEIITLED23.7% ITT R, VEERIBOEE % »
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£ 5
H—A b Brahman . Vadd- Vaishya
Vaishya | Gouda Kamma t Muslim T %
SR s B 1 B, + era -Brahman
ZD 17 13 30 6 7 8 4 — 55 — 55 21.2
MBD 17 9 26 15 19 9 4 — 73 2 75
FZD 5 4 9 — 11 1 1 1 23 — 23
t 22 13 35 15 30 10 5 1 96 2 98 37.8
MZD — — — — — 1 — — 1 — 1
FBD e e — — — — — — e 1 1
t — — — — —_ 1 — — 1 1 2 1.0
& 22 | 13 35 15 | 30 | 11 5 1 97 3 | 100 38.8
FF BD — 1 1 — — - - — 1 — 1
FMBD — — — — — 1 — — 1 — 1
MFBD —_ — — — 1 —_ — —_ 1 — 1
MMZD — 1 1 — — — — — 1 — 1
MMBD — 1 1 = — — e — 1 e 1
MBSD 3 1 4 — 1 — — — 5 — 5
FZSD 1 1 2 1 1 4 — —_ 8 1 9
FBDD — 4 4 2 4 = - - 10 1 11
MZDD — 2 2 3 3 = — — 8 1 9
FZDD 1 — 1 — — -— —_ — 1 — 1
t 5 11 16 6 10 5 — — 37 3 40 15.4
FFZSD 1 2 3 — — — — - 3 — 3
FMBSD — — -— — — — 1 7T 1 == 1
FFBDD —_ — — —_ — — —_— -_— — 1 1
FMZDD 1 — 1 1 — — — — 2 — 2
FFZDD — 1 1 . HE — - - 1 = 1
MFBSD — — — — — — — — — 1 1
MMZSD 1 3 4 - 3 - — — 7 — 7
MMZDD | — 1 1 _ = — — — — 1
t 3 7 10 1 3 — 1 o 15 2 17 6.5
< D i 7 12 19 4 14 1 1 1 40 7 47 18.1
T 54 56 110 32 64 25 11 2 244 15 259 ‘ 100.0

f#:% : ZD iti3 MB, MBD i3 FZS, FZD iz{3 MBS, 25 AT %, FkIC, 814 b a#0i
FBSS=FFBD, MZDS=MMZD, FFZS=MBSD, MFBS=FBDD, MMZS=MZDD & & &
2,894 aconTHE L, FMBSS—=FFZSD, MFBSS=FFBDD, MMZSS=FMZDD,
FMZDS=MMZSD & & 7% T3,

Bledic, BELE, 2597% 100 &4 hiE, ZD 4§ 21.2%, cross-cousin marriage 37.8%, 9 b
MBD % 28.9%, FZD 5 8.9%, % 14 k 23&\> lst cousin once-removed 1§ 15.4%, % 24
FalE6.5%, FDM18.1%, 5 R Y D parallel cousin marriage 0.8%TH 5. & 4 DFEIL
5 —2 FANCARTIE H 225, ZD #E2 Brahman jc£ ¢, 473 Boddupalli Family iz £4° 2
LS mdibi D, cross-cousin marriage & % 72 [F4 Ic Baddupalli Family ic £ ¢ & 51 3 %%,



146

Vaishya & Gouda {CDWTRWING BFAEALIL, ZODEFIDS BT Vaishya B
Gouda & cross-cousin marriage 734>, L L T D cross-cousin marriage |, F 4 I1CA LB
X 3T kIS A MBD 5T &% - T, cross-cousin marriage (D 5 1t MBD 5D £ > D3 Boddupalli
Family & Vaishya ©d 0, Gouda |Zftid# —2 M LT FZDIEA L. Zhic0 LT,
1A PIBEOIEEE 24 PBEOELL A SN B DIF, Boddupalli Family pj4f¢@ Brahman
Ths. [ZOMh] OEFIF4TEFICOOTIE, BT 2 EEBOD, 55 5FO sister
exchange 2 5. { A TE D, Z1 53 Boddupalli Family 2, # o fih @ Brahman 2, Vaishya
Brahman | ©d %. Brahman & Vaishya-Brahman (D sister exchange (O & DEEEAEIT A C &
3, WIFETHRIL.

Vedullapalli OF#IEIZ, © DX 51C, sister exchange, ZD §§, MBD §§ & {2k i 15 1510 4 B
1 TW 3 Boddupalli Family &, Zhic> vV CERBIC ZD, MBD L E$ITE 14 b
B, o4 BT AL TV A £OMO Brahman, X 510 ZD %3 4 150 A5, MBD,
FZD 1%, 413 H Menarikam 2§75 5 TUV % Vaishya, Gouda 232w <L DTHA. S
Z 513 51F, BIRHAENCH T, Brahman, 73/ T4 Boddupalli Family 73% - & & FHEL7L
Brahman Q== HEFFL, TOEMEIIEEIZ £ Dffid Brahman, Vaishya, Gouda 73534 2
CTEIREST, W—RMOBEHREMADZVEIHFEBEMIEETTREHTERVICLTS, Tsic
BHEoMICOANERD Sanskritization 2ENTNE ENH T EBTX 5.

O AWVEBR D Sanskritization &3, Gouda (T3 dowry OZfLIC kL LHENTH S,
Gouda D A % 1Tid, ’654E % T dowry BB A SN - 7ehs, T 1, 24E%, HROE
HE WK Rs. 1,000 @ dowry SRE L 15 5 7c. ZNE TR C > 1084, XM IC donation
ELT Rs. 116 ZRBREFEDN EDEWOTH 5773, Chirala [TE 1) 3EO dowry, HFIEK
Rs. 2,000 7» 5 5755 20,000 005 & & S E283, Gouda OEFEDH 25 A4 DIFHL, 1~2acres
DL ERIE Rs. 1,116 @ dowry E750, HEEDEHIC S C OFER O dowry DSUEE
15 5Tl %. Vaddera, Kamma D A 4123, 13 v 204EF]% T bride price 254 517228, 7o&
ZI3ZBIFE, Vaddera ’664F, bride price Rs. 1,500 iz, dowry Rs. 300 &1V S5 EpID X S I,
dowry DIEEDSHEILL 2 2dH 5. Brahman DiF by, dowry 13 H{E Rs. 5.000, £ Rs. 10,000,
¥ Rs. 3,000 ©H Y, & L bridegroom 78 post-graduate 73 &3 Rs. 20,000 L7325, 72v L,
Vaishya 1235 > Tid, AL LTERITFHICHEEEZBELEBIC, Z2ORENH S dowry
7o & 213 Rs. 1,000 DiF By, Rs 2,000 23 bride @uac}géna. C® X 515 birde price D
W, ZNiCh»d b dowry DFEILIE, cropping pattern OZELDE B TH % & & b i, lower
caste (@O Brahman L, CH D, O AWEEED Srinivas'® DLV 5 Brahminization & 2 3 Sanskri-
tization & V5 C EMNTE 5.

DX HIT, Vaishya £ Gouda T A IEHHEI% D A V&K D Sanskritization &£ 3 3

— 88 —
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&g, Brahman (2810 % HHESIEIHES], cross-cousin #FD 5 BEHRIC FZD D%
ik, MBDIBE ZD IR L DBEBREEQOLD IR T 20N DX OB T & 2. 11, Mysore
WICHSNIc LS, FRAELTZD BB HEAZERREZ L T ibh 3 &3 1,
ZD=MBD=FZSD=FMBSD=FFZSSD=FFMBSSD=......... DT TR, CEDBETHI
{, T T3 ZDIEHS direct exchange marriage T 3 &1 5 BRIT O,

FFZHBD
=FMBD

5! Boddupalli, 52 Boddupalli, Sriramachandramurti
Koteswarasarama

5

BiABAEH LS. 51 13" & Brahman, Boddupalli Family @], 5!d informant B.
Koteswarasarama, 52 |I B. Sriramachandramurti ©% 0, 5' T3 Z S MBD I, 2 D 21
5T &K ST, ZD=FZSD THV, 5 [THBNOTIIWE D sister exchange It X - T, ZD=
FZSD=MBSD &3 2EHTh 3.

M 6 13 Vaishya, informant, Gudivada Sriramula O, TS ZD I8, fids ZD=MBD 5 &
LTIERE, AADIE SV, ZD BT MBD=FZSD FEICHO ZDIFic L - T, £h
12 FBDD OFEFTH 5. 753, COPITIE v (younger) ZD JFS 2 HlA NI N5, RFRILEHE
HlIEX 7, Gouda [CHBHINKETC EMNTX B, informant, Annam Pothuraju, & S 12 ZD=
FZSD, MBD 23D ZD jFic X Y MZDD L7315, b d Vaishya 0 Gouda OFEHL, W
SFETHML ZDBAZFEAETABIBE I VIO, LrLEE, 7TiKdaohndXsi, &

Vaishya

MZDD

MMZDDD
=FMZDSD
=MFZDSD
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Gouda

MBSD
=MMZDDSD

¢ & & MBD A& 5 exhcange marriage 3B L I8HN TS, L5 LEITEAS.
BT D, TCIAL S1C, Vaishya £ Gouda (3 Brahaman ICHLT, $ &b ZBED
G s BT L, TORETOY— I VDU TREE L TORKEE, TLLIDENERD
& DA% Brahman <38k L T, MBD BAEBCE->TVENLTHS. HOFEER, TN6DI
SIS 5D LT < &g, Vaishya ® Gouda O A% (3, Brahman ick (NT, WY 2
HD.

FERIE LT ZD J&ic & 3 exchange marriage #HB 15> TWAHEFIDO12LLT, TLAL
\ ¢ Vaddera O#% %% 5. X8, informant, Tanneeru Kondiah, £ 1% ZD f§ 3, ZD=
MBD 2, ZD=FZSD 3, 5 & 2 i3 ZD=FZSD=FMBSD T% 5. <L T MBD=FZSD 2 T
$5. cNDIRMSICHEY % DL HIE, MBD #§2, MZD 1, FZSD 2, MBD=MZDD,
FZSD—=FBDD 1, FMBSD=FMZSDD=FMZDSD 1 %24 LT, &+ ZD iExRAlL
4% exchange marriage 3B HON TV I EPEBELLCENBTELD. C EHBETHI
¢, ZD S %R & 3 5 W ZIC exchange marriage 75 & 7 B &q17c/», exchange marriage 3 ZD

Vaddera

FHiZ3bD Esp
Shngben — s
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BEBREETL D, BT s TEMETRA. @ Vaddera QFEF» LA ENEC
&l1d, ZD marriage=exchange marriage & L C®, Ef#HED Brahman ~AQOEHETHB. b
Nt Vedullapalli i25 1 3 ZD IBIC & 35— T B v Z B AEN S 3.

F4 LD LIEDIC, ZD IBIRAK TS5 HEF, #—= FElicid Brahman c£ <, BHT

% Boddupalli Family [2£ Y, € D55F0D 5 5, 415 & ¢ direct exchange (€ & A ZD g, »

S E 21513 ZD=MBD & %\ it ZD=FZSD, MBD=FZSD k73 2413, Hb¥T19%E
B, 551D 34.5%1ChH1csTAE. ZD=MBD 7 (z s |Ti3 MBD IBED > X ZD I %,
9154 Hb MBD=2D OEFI% 5 Ty, LUFRER), ZD=FZSD 7 (5 5 1 i3 sister exchange
DOWZ T =MBSD t11%), ZD=MBSD (Z 5 MBS [tiE¥X, 0 D 2E 7z 1EH) 1,
MBD=FZSD 4 (5% 2413 =FMBSD %5.{{) FHNPITHS. © S IKIZZDIERT b b
direct exchange marriage TH B EMULHINTV B, 2D &IE, ZD IE)S direct exchange:
LTtk iibhdEdnid, hidgd ZD=MBD LU ThHobhsc Ltz LdHL T
5. ZOCEEFenH19ER DS B, FZD #FL ZD & @ exchange, 371 H ZD=MBSD
OEFFOTPICLFICTERY, CLitbLdENTVS. ZD F) MBD IFORIEE TH
B, HBA3NTZDBEORECHEBERBEI AHEETIEEY. LA, direct exchange & ZD f%
EFECOITHEZLLLE, ZDE =MBD jFL 105 2 & T& 5. <Menarikam» ON5ELIE
D ZD % =MBD 5Dz &AESLTVAS.

ZOET Karve® OF4 v FEEMBIC OV TO—R/LIE, LI ILEREHVETEET
W3, Rarve [t ENniE, 8 1Ic, areturnofabride & LT ZD BB H D, DT FZD
BhEo0s47ELTHIFONE. LT, FZD BROSONR, FZD 2H - 1BL0 b
HOHROL N ZD §ick 5 TEAZ SN B. T O the principle of return [, & &iCs iz ZD
=MBSD QEHDC & THD. Vedullapalli TiF, &AL, FTIRICLD S FZD
1512 MBD 15X 0 /075, X 5ic ZD=MBSD OEFIZHTHIC 1 #] (sister exchange DI
PleDZ ) L& FE5>TND. ZD=MBSD IFOHEFH L AN INLBOHED, FZD i
% ZD B LIEC DU T, B4 Y FOBRO £ 4 7L 31K, WESLEENDHS. bLbdbd
FZD #513, Brahman |t & - TR EHRNICIE taboo TH D, fiOH —~R FESLDTEEEL
TMBDELDHDNEEZEZEZRETHBE™.

Karve |3 FZD B OFAIC, 2 v 3 CTR—RICHE ) 5 exchange of daughters % FZD &
MBD i1 X 233#IC K > TS 3. WS 2573851, FZ=MBW 475 b b sister exchange
DEHITH 5. FZD f§% exchange of daughters QRN BEZ LS & TBHED, £ALS
MEOHEEICHE 5T, EBDIC, “In thisrespect father’s sister’s daughter marriage is like a.
lien which is statisfied in the next generation”.) LEZ MIFHLRNIITTHS. 20T, b
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1T sister exchange |3 ZD J§ & cross-cousin 15 & ZREERDFIRE U TEZLAIMNENDSH. T SIT
13ZD 1§ L3yt FZD OB S, D L3 E 3 DL 47 MBDIEIC DT KR
iZ, MBD jF& ZD IF L 2RO bDEEZ, 521 5—HDAD MBDIEMFIAINTN 5.
exchange of daughters, the principle of retrun %% 2 2/» X, Karve DIVHE 1 D& 4 7 ZD
T X % exchange, ZD §§ Z 1 H 543 exchange TH b EEZ S L%, UDd ZD=MBD L1715
B9 Ths.

Karve QEICONT, FIAEET 51351, vZD fEld [X6 @ Vaishya i 2 f] (013D 4
TREITIZ D B), ®7 D Gouda I 2 f1%AH NS T ENTE S, yZD §EDS taboo Libh
LpEIDEEDLLY. ¥51C MZD jEd %7 X8 D Vaddera [tk 3 X Hic, WikEH
ELUTRERFTS. 5%kic Karve OEM L= H, MBD=MZDD DZEf(Z Karve D5 X
A, ¢SsTHM7 D Gouda, ¥[8 D Vaddera [ 2NEFN 169 D% & V12T D, FZD=
MMZD QEHZC S IKHAHOETCERTERY. 2L S DIBRERET 51T,
“People seem to act according to convenience and the circumstances of a family in such cases”.!»
TH D75 S, LD convenience & circumstances A3 972 D 13 X 1T exchange of
daughters T# - T, IEIf7 exchange TH 2 M XD, FE4 v FTl3 FZD T3 75 ¢, ZD & MBD,
NSHZ BT 5E ZD=MBD 73 “rule for definite guidance” THB ENINETHAS.

& menarikam’» %3 exchange marriage, 4754 H direct exchange & L C® ZD §§§, MBD f§ %
FLTWVBETNE, &R Vedullapalli ici1) 5 ZDIES5HID 5 B, #EHRE LT exchange of
daughters TH % & BB WIEEN 196, T718HH534.5% LD FRYS, o U»IC ZD EiZ
exchange of daughters [IC KB KR TH B, E0ZEHEI DI S 5 TS, MBD jF FBD
BT O T LRI, RWie Lo ZD KD simulation model EIFIC X 2 RN A % DR
D 12THB®,

ET AT SD ZD §§lE Brahman, 231 % Boddupalli Family it £ e i S &lichhi
EBVTHB. 20D Brahman EDENFAZEZLH L TOEDRELHTREL. WInd
FIEREASD13 {, ZDMhD Brahman [CLEREREEDEMPEHEREZ 5L UM, ZHEOR
BEEDZENT, P EEA iR L T4, Boddupalli, 15 acres N4}, @D Brahman 11
acres NAATH L. cNoOLHD irrigation OFRMICL > TRELEN ST B, 17EL,
F3ICLYHLck S i, Boddupalli Family (Ci3A gL 1 fld A0 &1z, Vedullapalli
TBVT, HABEZEASBKROBNCER T TSN, DIRILEBNANT, 20D
Brahman 7> 5 Boddupalli Family ~D#E AL 1 #1H 72 &, T Boddupalli Family 7 & % D fth
@ Brahman ~ADEAZ e 1 flEHZIGEERN. CHODERGFLEDIIBERKRE DS
20, HELPTREBY. Lrl, PRLESFNERDBM EETHS Boddupalli Family
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EHBAFREDOZ WV Z DM@ Brahman & ORJICIE, TOBPHREICS ZENLHENE LR
BETEA. IBRD ZD BPEFERBICHAS LI LY, HAKOREEN cropping pattern DZE(L
T X b &, SEELH Bapatla O3sBd 1 A, Brahman & Sudra & (D intercaste marriage
DHMOABDODNNEREE L TEREINDS ECAILDH >, Boddupalli Family @ d Bl
TREIDSE CETHEREINIDIE, H—X MPOHEL2RZ BETHEIEAD.

@ &id Vedullapalli [2E51) % minority L TOD LR ) LICHHeHEHTIEES. C
D Guntur Dist. A X ) A% Shaik, Saiyad, Pathan ¢ 3 D@ family title [C[BE X5 D3,
DZEIC X NI #92004F 5 Nellore Dist. 735 DB ETH Y, Kandukur 7 5 Bapatla 2 CTARR ~
DOBEZ EHD THL L, X2 5N 7 Shaik Nabisaheb O 4 DE &, K#E5 0 Shaik
Family Z 5 (D TAND LR ) 23 BEFHEL L TBENEICHS. cDT L, DEH
TRHEY, R3ICLHLELLR) AOFHBOEREFF/HETIRL. chdoe v FyICH
FNBBO LR AEFOEBIRHAGNE CETHER IO T, TR TBLALRY &%
HZIEETH AP b, Vedullapali & X 73/ O FHFE & LT Nabisaheb (542
BUIC surpanch Z# ¥ 7z) OH - BAICL - T, 24ER] Vaishya DA 2 DEHIC K - THEX
NizbDThH5.

B
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H5.

3) Bapatla Assembly Constituency Voters List, 1966.

4) Dube, S.C., Indian Village, 1955, p. 119.

5) Dronamraju, K.R. and P.M. Khan, “A Study of Andhra Marriages ; Consanguinity, caste,
illiteracy, and bridal age,” Acta Genetica, 13 (1963), 21-29.

——, —. “The Frequency and Effects of Consagiuneous Marriages in Andhra Pradesh”,
Journal of Genetics, 58 (1963), 387-401.

Dronamraju, K.R., “Le systéme des castes et les mariages consanguins en Andhra Pradesh(Inde),
Population, 19 (1964), 291-308.

——, ““Mating Systems of the Andhra Pradesh People,” Cold Spring Harbor Symposium,
Quantitative Biology, 24 (1964), 81-84.

6) Dronamraju, “Mating Systems —°, p. 38.
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A4k I DINTO simulation model DHHFIZ DNTIZEIE, #HECE W THARDA b 3BT
DT, ETORRERALD, ZDBIC DN TOEF VOB IRADEETH 5.

AREEMICH I > T, E7F 72 IREFTII CDREFEOS 4, /5L 7 BEHREHARE
FEEZ UDEIEDH 4, Bapatla Agricultural College, Principal I. Sambasiva Rao,Assistant Reddy.,.
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IV Hindu Community in Andhra Pradesh

Vedullapalli in Andhra Pradesh is a farming village where 168 Hindu families and 21 Muslim
families compose 189 families in total (1967). The inhabitants are classified into Brahman,
Vaishya, Gouda castes and other lower cne.  Their field which is sandy is most fruitful seed-bed of
tobacco. Irrigation Project of the state authcrities and the increase of small tobacco enterprises
has brought the cropping pattern to great change and those of Vaishya and Gouda castes to the
advantage in economic position. For all that, the leadership in Vedullapalli lics in the hands of
Brahman with Boddupalli family as the leader.

In the present paper, the writer is intending to tall

cblems; 1) what

influence has such social mobility as mentioned above given to marriage circle of the village people?

2) in which relation does ZD marriage and cross-couw

rrizge stand in thisregion? At Vedul-
lapalli 1,093 marriage cases were investigated. Relating to 685 ¢ £

ases out of them, their native

: inside the village 5.19,, inside taluka

places are ascertained, particulars of which are as follows
40.19%,, inside the district 46.0%,, and outside the ci ¢ 8.8%,. Viewed from the distance,
Vaishya and Gouda have often united their marriages with those who live not far from 20 miles

away, while Brahman with those far from more than 20 miles away. The fact that marriage
circle differs depending on caste will be neccessarily true in inbreeding cases classified by caste.

There are 259 inbreeding cases which reaches to 23.7% of the whole 1,093. By caste, Gouda
comes to 29.8%, Brahman 22.79%,, Vaishya 16.29, which shows fairly low in rate with comparison.
to other castes. Supposing 259 cases corresponds to 100, ZD marriage comes to 21.2%, cross-
cousin marriage 37.8%, and going into particulars, MBD marriage becomes 28.9% and FZD
marriage 8.99%. In general MBD marriage counts highest, ZD marriage being often found
in Brahman and FZD marriage in Gouda to some extent. Among 55 instances of ZD marriage
such cases are 19 as ZD marriage has been repeated for generations, namely, the only one is at
the same time ZD, MBD, FSZD, FMBSD and so on, resulting in 34.5% of all ZD marriages.
There is no classificatory ZD in above 19 cases. In addition yZD marriage is found 4 instances
among 55.

7D marriage in Vedullapalli comes to relate to MBD marriage by the direct exchange of
7ZD. This is the true meaning of “menarikam”. With relation to the above figure of 34.5%, it
is requested for simulation models of ZD marriage to be developed in order to study not only the
meaning of the figure with reference to bilateral cross-cousin marriage, but also whether yZD-
marriage is only an aberrancy of ZD marriage or not.
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E H b [T

T A2Y2AELT, I) East Bengal & II) Gujarat OFFEDORERIZ, 2XD0EBOTHS.

TP, WMHFEHIC, AR ) LAEBEDTNTO cousin marriage 22 LTV 5. East Bengal |T
BUTIE, cousin marriage D H B, &< I patrilateral parallel cousin marriage 23 %) & 05
RW&hs. cnbo FBD i, FFBSD #5id, M LAKEDHREVI LS, LLAK
FHLARVO FROFERE LT, local TREHZBENEND family title DR ICKET 2T
W3, ey L, 1560 patrilateral parallel cousin marriage 1€ % T, N1 O family titled
group DZ DM AT L TEed, HDVIIEMIC, titled group JEEK~DE 08 patrilateral
parallel cousin marriage 2 A 7S Uik, BHP TRV, S LCOBFREHSOMPICTES
LFnid, Zhid titled group FOBIFERIC OV TORRTH 57255, TDOMREC S IT
HRETZCLRTER. 220 EBNEHTES. #11g, titled group D & IF B O
LT, EastBengal iC#50 T3 titled group |F quasi-caste TlF 51y, 2 L TH 2 i¢, East Bengal
ACH 1} % cousin marriage {3 “exchange” DEEDN S ENTILL. “exchange” DEIRZ
# 72170 cousin marriage, FBD #%, FFBSDJE, Zh ik & | Clamily title OIGICKET >
NTNBEENIERTDH 5.

Zhiciz LT, Gujarat K815 4R ) A1CH > TR, £ titled group B iC— EDBIED
HEIBBNEENS., ETHiE, ThbzhZno titled group (T F & L quasi-caste &3
ZoNAMLEIM. FHTIIL, & titled group |3 Gujarat OZJE & LT status-giving
group ThHY, WL LAY AELT, &Y Follk g 3 deffence mechanism % & - T
4V3. T O deffence mechanism OPNEL, 11T, & titled group WIC BT 3 EROD inbreed-
dng TH Y, # 21, Gujarat [TB 1 BB, (satu) OFEL%E direct exchange of daughters T
XH T B, “exchange” % &3 3 cousin marriage ThiiE, #HERE LT, MBD EDRAE
&HLT B

East Bengal & Gujarat [T 2 42 Y A DEERHE—KE UTA Y FOLRY AlCBT 5 Z
T LD B titled group A3 quasi-caste ZHER LTV EHEDIPHME L85, ThiI&
titled group FDBIERARD B DM 1 DDIEE L5, 4 titled group [ICHE IE B % &
East Bengal [t T%, & titled group RICHEIBEIRE & 72120 Gujarat (T8 TH, titled
-group % quasi-caste T{Z73WY. T L T4 R ABHOERAG—HMOREF & K E DR &
V441 5 patrilateral parallel cousin marriage ~OMHEF & Tz, ZTOF N DETRANIZEINE
W, 4 VF, BovEx & Vi3, “Golden River 73 5 Golden Road”? OAICH 2 5 TH5B. =
TN TOD cousin marriage ZFA LN S, HBW0E titled group L~ D & & FBD
JESHU D&, BBV E S, titled group #ERFE MBD BT DNT, BV Fy LOIE
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DIZIPT, LAY LABEEOBERENEET LcEs & 5X 5% 2180,

I B4 v Ficid, 7 2Y H&EX AT, BEIE cousin marriage & & & T sister’s daughter
marriage 738 C b TN S, III) Mysore & IV) Andhra Pradesh QEE DK RIZOED &
BOLTH3B.

Mysore (D ZD marriage |3 bilateral cross-cousin marriage 578 DT 5. ZD marriage
L cross-cousin marriage & (D EIRIZEIRNIICH = SMICE N TIZLO 2L, bilateral cross-cousin
marriage & DEAZRICEINT, Mysore @ ZD marriage (2 03N & W2 IE FZD B L0 b
MBD JFICiE T DT 3. oblique marriage & LT, ZD marriage | classificatory termino-
logical system & DBIRICE N TCEED WA N AT 5. L L, terminological classification
13 ZD marriage A4 A LG LISV, 818 51E, €ZD & yZD LORANL, ARSI
D age-based difference ZRY. ZHTWWENE P, HEOLTIRRLNASTH B, Mysore iT
B % ZD marriage [3DEFD 2 DO M A 5 Z T A, 1) classificatory relationship B4}
LT, HAZERT ZD martiage 285 b TV AIEHL, 91545 actual genealogy 1T
BT, A—Ad ZD=MBD=FZSD=FMBSD--+TH 2K\ < 5. 2) ZD marriage O
D5t eZD L yZD marriage O3 .

Andhra Pradesh [ZEBINT, 2D 2 DOBREICH VT ZEZERZD2EDEED TH 5. BISHE
FH,093IC BN THEBIBORIIB.7TBTH 5. EHEEZH259% 100 &9, ZD #521.2
%, MBDIE28.9%, FZD 1E8.9% 2 DMiTcH 5. 1) ZD IBEEFS5D 5 b, F—AH ZD=
MBD=¥FZSD=FMBS5D=..... DEFIEEZONLEMIIOTHS. THbE ZD EDSH B,
HREZENT ZD FEHET LIk ->T, MHRL LT MBD IBETHZEHFIZ ZD 15D34.5
%TH%H. 2) ZD 1EDH B yID IEDOFERZI DT HIC4 TH 5. yZD I ZD 5D aberrancy
THBEPEIDIEHEEL T,

marriage statistics |4, ZD marriage 73 normative repetition THEIMEHIPICEL L H DT
BN EE, TEDLEETHIRD., 34.5% & 0D D & DFELIZ, ZD marriage (DT D
simulation model DEIFATERET 2. £DRIC, FF Y 1 £ DL & “Headhunter’s heritage”’?
EORBBHLOEREEZ bNE125,

£

1) Patai, R., Golden River to Golden Road, 1961.
2) Murphy, R.F., Headhunter’s Heritage, 1960.
8

AREIEHIC, ZD marriage 2 88 &9 2 AigH07s field work I€h &5 2 -0 EEICHEL 7. i)
Yalman, N., Under the Bo Tree (1967) &, ii) Riviére, P., Marriage among the Trio (1969)C % 7 .
& i) i3, NEEETHLEEOMLYNERL LT, kB2 513544, conscious model
& appetitive model 7 &, BETLIEINIZRENE OMER L ATOS, TEEMFRL L.
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Conclusion

I

The results of survey on East Bengal and Gujarat centering on the Muslim are as follows..

First of all, in both of the communities is sanctioned the custom of cousin marriage which
is peculiar to the Muslim. In East Bengal patrilateral parallel cousin marriage prevails in
particular. The continuance of the marriage rules of FBD and FFBSD is rather due to their
economic ascent which prompts them to the formation of family titles even if it still remains local
than to the neccessity of maintaining their inherited family property. It is not certain, however,
whether the patrilateral parallel cousin marriage has made family titled group to form their
social rank, or conversely such marriage was brought about by the intention of forming titled group.
It seems neccessary to give an interpretation to the marriage connection between these titled
groups in order to solve the above. To his regret, the writer is not ready to present the inter-
pretation here, except the following two indications. First, in the light of marriage connection
between the titled groups, those in East Bengal are not quasi-caste, and secondly, the nature of
“exchange” is not included in cousin marriage cases in East Bengal. In other word, cousin
marriage, FBD and FFBSD marriage never endowed with the nature of “exchange” leads to the
formation of family title.

In Gujarat, on the other hand, there are some restriction in marrying between each of the:
titled groups of Muslim. Then can we suppose each of the titled groups as quasi-caste? No,.
notso. FEach of the titled groups functions as status-giving group among all the families in Gujarat,.
and at the same time possesses defence mechanism against the Hindu as the isolated Muslim.
This defence mechanism is closely associated with the high rate of inbreeding within the titled.
groups and characterizes the meaning of “satu’ in Gujarat with ““direct exchange of daughters”.
Cousin marriage including “exchange” results in heightening the rate of MBD marriage.

When we consider the regulations in marriage of the Muslim in either East Bengal or
Gujarat, and what’s more in all India, it should be called to account before everything else whether-
titled groups constitutes a quasi-caste. The way how the titled groups are united in marriage
with each other is supposed to be suggestive to it. Taking this into view, every titled group is.
not said to be a quasi-caste either in East Bengal where titled groups are connected in marriage
with each other or Gujarat where such connection is not found. In addition, the regulations in
marriage peculiar to Muslim community which is represented by patrilateral parallel cousin mar-
riage do not persist as they were expected, when they had main purposes to keep their blood pure:
and to preserve their family property. It is mainly because both India and Pakistan are located.
outside of “Golden River to Golden Road”.» Though all kinds of cousin marriage are
sanctioned, on one occasion, FBD marriage is selected under the intention to form a titled group-
or on another occasion MBD marriage is preferred for the purpose of maintaining the titled
group, as the result of which, the marriage regulations of their own could not help suffering a.
change under the circumstances of their coexistence with the Hindu.

II

In southern India in common with South America sister’s daughter marriage is now going-
in parallel with cousin marriage. The survey results concerning the custom in III) Mysore and
1V) Andhra Pradesh.

In Mysore ZD marriage is connected with bilateral cross-cousin marriage. No particulars.
are known theoretically about the relation of ZD marriage and cross-cousin marriage. With
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the view to its relation to bilateral cross-cousin marriage, ZD marriage of Mysore is rather con-
nected with MBD than with FZD marriage. Because of oblique marriage ZD marriage involves
some peculiar difficulties with the relation to classificatory terminological system. But termi-
nological classification does not call ZD marriage into being, for it is not still apparent whether
difference between eZD and yZD is an age-based difference independently apart from gener-
ation. Relating to ZD marriage of Mysore two following problems are presented. 1) what
percentage does such case come to as ZD marriage is repeated for generations except classificatory
relationship, in other word, the sole one is in actual geneaology ZD, MBD, FZSD, FMBSD and
so on? 2) How is the cases of eZD and yZD marriages among ZD marriage?

The answer to these questions which was acquired in Andhra Pradesh is as follows. Inbreeding
cases come to 23.79%, of 1,093 marriage cases. Supposing the whole inbreeding cases 259 as 100,
ZD marriage comes to 21.2%, MBD marriage 28.9%,, FZD 8.99%, and the rest is other cases. 1) 19
among 55 cases of ZD marriage are supposed to be those cases that the only one is at the same
time ZD, MBD, FZSD, FMBSD and so on. Namely, the cases in which MBD marriage is the
result of repetition of ZD marriage for generations, amount to 34.5%, of ZD marriage. 2) Only 4
YZD marriage is counted in ZD marriage. It is still questionable whether yZD is an aberrancy of
ZD marriage.

There is no need to mention that marriage statistics does not always give answer to the
problem whether ZD marriage is normative repetition. Before we know the meaning of the
figure of 34.5%,, it is required for some simulation model of ZD marriage to be developed. Then
some new meaning is given on comparing to Dravidian tradition and “Headhunters’s heritage”?.

Notes
1) Patai, R., Golden River to Golden Road, 1961
2) Murphy, R.F., Headhunter’s Heritage, 1960

=102~





