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THEME KIHSHIP CASTE AND CLASS

THREE EARLY SOCIETIES
(c. 00 BcE-600 cE)

In the previous chapler we saw Lhal there were several
changes in economic and political lfe between c. 600
pee anud 800 ce. Some of these changes nlluenced socletles
as well, For Instance, the extension of agriculiure inlo
lorested areas transiormed Lthe lives of lforest dwellers:
crafl speclalisls olten emerged as distinetl soclal groups;
the unegual distribution of wealth sharpened soctal
differences.

Historfans often use textual
iraditions (o understand these
processes. Some texis lay down
norms ol social behaviour; others
describye and occasionally commenl
on a wide range of social siluatlons
and practices, We can flso ealch a
glimpse of some soctal actors from
inscriptions. As we will see, each
text {and Inscription) was wrilien
Irom the perspective of specific
social categories. So-we need o
keep in mind who composed whaat
and [or whone We also need Lo
consider the language used. and
the ways In which the lext
clroulated, Used carefully, texis sillow us lo piece together  Fig 3.0
attiludes and praclices that shaped soclal hisiories. A erracotta senipiure

Int focusing an the Mahabharata, a colossal epic running depicting a scene from
in its present form (nto aver 100,000 verses with depictions :ﬂ;ﬁt‘g:::;m‘“
of a wide rmnge of soclal categories and siluallons, we draw m-_m-gm!': centuriy
on anc of the richest texts of the subcontinent. It was ' '
composed over a period ol about 1,000 years (. 5300 soe
onwards). and seme of the stories it contalns may have
been In circnlation even earllier. The cemtral story is about
two sels ol warring cousins, The Lext also conlains sectlons
laying down norms of behavieur for various social groups.

Occaslonally [though not always), the principal characlers
seem fo follow Lhese norms. Whal does conformity with
norms and deviations lrom them signily?
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1. THE CriTicAL EDITION OF THE
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st e Seoed wee | MAHABHARATA
Py Pstasi wimdwiaetn 1) to One of the most ambillous projects of scholarship
E‘Hmﬁﬁﬁm; o began in 1919, under the leadership of a noted Indian
o et sl : Sanskritist. V.5, Sukthankar. A team comprising
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dozens of scholars inidated the task of preparing a
critical edition of the Mahabharata. What exactly did
Lthis lnvolve? Inllally, It mearnl collecting Sanskril
manuseripts of the fext, wrilten 1o a varlety ol
scripts, from different parts of the country.

The team worked oul a method of comparing
verses from each manuscript. Ultimately. they
selected the verses that appeéared common (o most
versions and published these in several volumes,
running inio over 13,000 pages. The project fook 47
vears lo complete. Two things became apparent: there
were several common elements in the Sanskril
versions ol the story. evident in manuscripts found
all over the subeentinent, from Kashmir and Nepal
in the north 1o Kerala and Tamil Nadu in the seuth.
Also evidenl were enormous reglonal variations in

vl et ) _ the ways in which the téxl had been transmilted
TR WY L ey T wivw | B 2 3
R i over the centuries. These variatlons were
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documented In footnotes and appendices (o the matn
text. Taken together, more than half the 13.000 pages
are devoied (o these variations:

In a sense. these vartations are reflective of the
complex processes Lhat shaped early (and later)
soclal hlstories - (hrough dialogues belween
dominanl tradillons and resillent local ideas and
praclices. These dialogues are characlerised by
moments of conflict as well as consensus.

Ry 3.2 . .
A section of o page from the Critionl Our understanding of these processes Is derived
Edition primarily from lexts wrillen m Sanskrit by and for

The seedion printed in birge bold
letters s part ol the maln Lext
The smaller prinl Hsts varfallions
b differonl manuseripls. witich
were carefully catalogued.

Hrahmanas. When Issues ol social history were
explored for the first tlme by historians In the
nineteenth and twenueth centuries, they tended 1o
lake these lexis al [ace value — belleving thal
everything that was lald down In these texis was
aciually praclised. Subsequently, scholars began
studying other tradillons, from works In Pall, Prakrit
and Tamil. These studies indleated (hal (he ideas
contatned I normalive Sanskril texts were on the
whole recognised as authorilalive: they were also
gquesttoned and occasionally even rejected, I 1s
important to keep this in mind as we exammine how
historians reconstmict soctal historles,
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2. KinsHIP AND MARRIAGE
MaNny RBULES AND VARIED PRACTICES

2.1 Finding out about familles

We olten take [amily life for granted. However. you
may have noticed that not all families are identical:
they vary in terms of numbers of members. their
relationship with one another as well as the kinds
of aclivides Lhey share. Often people belonging to
the same [amlly share [ood and other resources.
and lve, work and perform rituals together. Families
are usually parts ol larger neiworks ol people
delined as relatives, or 1o use a more technbeal term,
kinfolk. While familial (les are often regarded as
“natural” and based on blood, they are defined In
many dillerent ways. For instance, some societies
regard cousins as heing blood relations, whereas
others do not.

For early socielies. historians can retrieve
information about elite families fairly easily: it is,
however, [ar more dillicull to reconsiract the familial
relallonships of ordinary people, Tistorians also
investigale and analyse atttiudes wwards [amily and
ldnship, These are imporiant. hecause they provide
an Insight nito people’s thinking: 1L 1s likely that
some of these ldeas would have shaped their actions,
just as actlons may have led to changes n atiitudes.

2.2 The ideal of patriliny
Can we {dentily poinis when kinship relations
changed? At one level, the Mahabharata is & story
aboul this. It deseribes a leud over land and power
between two groups of cousins. the Kauravas and
the Pandavas, who belonged Lo a single ruling lamily,
that of the Kurus, a lineage dominating one of the
Janapudas (Chapter 2 Map 1). Ulilmalely. the
conllict ended In a battle, In which the Pandavas
emerged victorious. Afler that, patrilinesl succession
was proclaimed. While patriliny had existed prior o
the composition ol the eple, the central story of the
Mahabharata reinforced the idea that it was valuable:
Under patriliny. sons could claim the resources
[mnclading the tlrone in the case of kings) of their
lathers when the latler died.

Mosl ruling dynasties [c. sixth century ver onwards)
claimed (o follow this system, although there were
varlatons o pracilee: somelimes lhere were oo sons,
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in same sftpations brothers suceeeded one another,
somélmes other kinsmen claimed the throne, and,
in viery exceptional cifrcumstances, women suach as
Prabhavati Gupta (Chapter 2] exercised power.

The concern with patriliny was not unique to ruling
families, It s evident in maniras in riiaal texts such
as the Rigveda. 1L is possible that these atlitudes
were shared by wealthy men and those who claimed
high stalus. including Brahmanas,

Saprce |

Hﬁiﬁmmnﬁam&mmw wﬁﬁmmﬂﬂmﬁ
1 the et ¢ {000 8cx; 10 ba chanted prgstw mthﬂng HBArnage
ﬁmp&medmymﬁdgﬁgmmﬁm

Iﬁuqherﬁﬁmhem ‘but noe from thers: Ihmhnundihuﬁn:ﬂi}thm 50
- ﬂm:'msmugh thegraca of Indra she will have fine sons and be ortsnate in
“her hushand'=1ove:

In&ammdmmlﬂmﬂmagodn[»nknrvmﬁmmdm
"H‘are and “thers” refer 1 the father's and husband's houss respecavely.

| = In the context of the mantra, diseuss the timplications of marTiase
ﬂmnmrmufﬂﬂwuﬂhthiﬂcmdgm Are the implications
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Sourpe 2

mhﬂmmmmﬁmmmﬂmﬂmﬁeﬁm_
segtion) of the Sanskrit Mehsbharata. describing why,
mmwmmmm

Ths Ksravasweiethe . sons of Dhritarashtrs, and
ﬂzm 5 mﬁrmﬁq@ﬂw

2.3 Rules of marriage : _
While sons were lmportant for the contimuity of the
patrilineage. daughlers were viewed rather
differently within this frmmework. They had no claims
to the resources of the household. Al the same Ume,
marrying them into lamilies outside Lthe kin was
considered desirable. This sysiem. called exogamy
[iterally, marrving oulside), meant that the lives of
young girls and women belonging lo [amilies thal
claimed high stalus were olien carefully regulated
to ensure that they were married al the “right” ime
and to the “righl” person. This gave rise to the bellef
that kamyadana or the gifl of a daughter in marriage
was an Imporiant refiglous duty of the father.

With the emergence of new towns (Chapier 2],
soctal lile became more complex: People from near
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the differeni criteria suggesied
for becoming king. Of these,
‘how tmportantwas birth na

particular family? Which of
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Types of marriages
Endogamy refers to Marmsgs
within 3 unit —this could be 3
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bwving inthe same (ocaluy,
Exogamy refers o martisgs
cutsids the unir.

Folygyvny 1= the practice of
a man having several wives.
Polvandry 15 the practice of
a woman having seversl
husbands,
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Eight forms of marriage

andﬁ&nhfurmsofmnrmgﬂ

from the Manuesmmn
First: The git of & deughter,

afar dm:gha m_gweir;

clothes and ng her
mm&mﬂﬂa

2 men lesrned 1 the,

Veds whom the fzther
Tumssifipntes.

Fourth: Thae gift .cf s
daughter by the father afier

‘e hasaddressad tha coupla

with the (e, “May both of
you pericrm your dibnes
togethar”, and has-shown
‘honour tothe bndegraom.
Fifth: When the bndegroom
marden afierhaving

TECEVESS
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£an sford tothe kinsmen and
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[tofss cunwil

Smi-L‘Ehe:raﬂnmﬁryummt
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. whick springs from

L

| 3 Foreach of the [orms,
| dispuss whether the
| decision aboul the
| marriage was laken by
| {a) Lhe bride,

{b) the brdegraom,
| (¢} the Father of thie bride,
: {ef} e father of the
|
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and far met to buy and sell their producis and share
ideas n the urban milicu. This may have led to a
guestioning of earller bellefs and practlces [see also
Chaptler 4). Faced with this challenge, the
Brahmaras resporuded by '[a'l.zin;{ down codes of social
behaviour in great detafl. These were meant o be
[ollowed by Brahmanas in particular and the rest of
sociely In genﬂa] From ¢ 500 see, these norms were
complled In Sanskrit lexis known as the
Dharmasutras and Dharmashastras. The most
important of such works. the Manusmritf, was
compiled betwesn ¢ 200 see and 200 ce

While the Brahmana authors of these texis
claimed that their poinl of view had universsl validity
and 1hal whal they prescribed had (o be obeved by
everybody, IL Is likely that real soclal relations were
more complicated. Besldes, given Lhe reglonal
diversity within the subcontnent and the difficulues
of communication, the influence of Brahmanas was
by no means all-pervasive.

What is interesting is that the Dharmasuiras and
Dharmashastras recognised as many as elght forms
of marriage. Of these. the first four were considered
as “good” while the remaining were condemned. 1t Is
possible thal these were praclised by those who did
nol accept Brahmanieal norms,

2.4 The gotra of women

One Brahmanical practice, evidenl from ¢ 1000 s
anwards, was to classify people (especially
Bralmpanss) in terms of gofras. Each gotra was named
after a Vedic seer, and all those who belonged (o the
same gotra were ytegarded as his descendanis, Two
rules about gotra were particularly important:
women were expecied (o give up thelr [ather's gotra
and adopl that of their husband on marriage and
members of the same gotra could nol marry.

One way (o find oul whether this was commonly
followed 1s to consider the names ol men and women.
which were somelimes derived from golra names.
These names are avallable lor powerful ruling
lineages such as the Satlavahanas who ruled over
paris of western India and the Deccan (¢ second
century sce-second century ce), Several of their
inscriptions have been recovered. which allow
historians to trace [amily tes. including marriages:

Fesrint Za24-25



Kinanie, Caste anD CLaSS 53

Sonirpe 4

Mames of Satavahana kingss

from mscriptions

These are the names of ssveral generations of
Satzvahans rulers, recmr-sﬂ from iriscriptions. Note

ike uniform tile r=jF, Also node the following word.
which sndswith the tert puts, 3 Prakritword mesming

*son”, The term Commi-puls means “son of Gatami”™
Names like Gotami and Vasithi are femimne Brms of

Gotama and Vasisflsa, Vadic seers afler whom gofras
were nanied.

raja Gotami-puta Siri-Satakani
raja Vasithi-puta (sami-) Siri-Pulumayi
raja Gotami-puta sami-Siri-¥ana-Satakani

raja Madhari-puta svami-Sakasena
raja Vasathi-puta Chatarapana-Satakani R
raja Hariti-puta Vinhukada g, 2 How many Golanii-putas and
] : e, ¥ | |
Chutukulanamda-Satakamni _ | how many Vasithi (allermative |
> iE e e e spelling Vasathi ias are there?
raja Gotami-puta Siri-Vijaya- Satakani ~  SpelingVasathil-puias are there?

Fig. 3.3

A Satorohomin ruler and s weife
This is oo of the mm seulpiarnl
diepletions of 4 b Fom the vwall
of # cave donited W Buddhist
moths, This sculpture distes Lo

& Secondd conlury s,

Metronymics in the
Upanishads
“ine Brhadarsnyaks Upspshsd,
onie of the sarliest Upanishads
(se2 aléo Chaper 4), contams 5

st of successve sensratons of
teachers and sudents, many of

whﬂm wers designated by
MErONYINICS.
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A mother's adviee

The Mzhabharatz desonbes how
when wer betwesn the Kauravas
and the Pandsvas became
almiost inevitable. GCandhan
mads one last appsal o her
-atdestson Durpodhanat
By making pezce you honour
wour father and me, as wall
a5 your well-wishers ., itis
the wisa tran in cortrol of s
tendes wlo guards his
kingdem. Graed and anger
drag 3 man awsy from his
profits; by defeating thess
T enemnies 8 king conguers
the sarth .., You =]l heppile
erjoy the sarth, my son,
&long with the =ise and
Lisroic Pandavas ... There s
no.good in'a war, no law
[dharma) end proi (srtha),
lst slons happiness: nor s
thiere (hecessatily) wicton'in
thie end - don't set vour mend
On wa3r ..

Duryodhans did not listen 19
this 2dvice and fught and los:
;heu*ar

|. ~ Does Lhis passage give r
f you anl tdea about Lhe f
way i which mothers

L were viewed in early E
| Indian soclettes? f

= Discuss...

How are cldldren reomesd
today? Aoe these ways of
naming stmilar (o or dilierent
irom -111.“ gdescribed in. this

seriion?
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Some of the Satavahana rulers were polygynous
(that is. had more than one wile). An examination of
L names ol wonien who marrled Sslavehana nulers
indicales thal many of them had names derived from
golras such ss Golama and Vasisiha, thelr [ather's
gotrus, They evidently retalned these names Insieasl
of adopting names derived from thedr husband's gofra
name as they were required o do according to the
Brahmardcal rules. Whalt Is also apparent is thal
some of these women belonged 1o Lthe same golna. As
is obwvious, this ran counier to the ideal of exogamy
recommended In the Brahmanical texts. In fack it
exemplified an alternative practice, that of endogamy
or marriage within the kin group. which was {and
Is] prevalent amongst several communities in south
India. Such marriages amongst Kinfolk (such as
cousins) ensured a close-knil i‘{}i‘iununjl:.'.

It is ltkely that there were variations in other parts
ol the subconiinent as well, but as yet It has not
been possible to reconsiniet specific details.

2.5 Were mothers important?

We have seen thal Satavahana ralers were identified
through metronymies (names derived lrom that of
the mother]. Although this may suggest that mothers
were imporiant, we neasd o e cautious belore we
arrvive al any conclusion. In the case of the
Salavahanas we know Lhal succession o the throne
was generally patrilineal.

Fig. 3.4
A buaille srerue

This v omongs! the enrhiest soulptural dopictions of @
sovne from the Mohabharato, o tormeotin scolpture from
the walls of a tmmple v Ahlchehbntrme (Uiear Pradeshy),

c. Lith denbury me
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3. SociAlL DIFFERENCES:
WITHIN AND BEYOND THE FRAMEWORK

OF CASTE

You are probably familiar with the werm caste, which
refers (o & seil aof hierarchiecally ordered social
calegories. The ldeal order was lald down In the
Dharmasutras and Dharmashastras. Brahmanas
claimed that this order, in which Lhey were ranked
first, was divinely ordained. while placing groups
classifted as Shudras and “untouchables™ at the very
bottom of the soclal order. Positions within the order
were supposedly determined by hirth.

3.1 The “right" occupation

The Dharmasutras and Dharmashastiras also
conlained rules about the Ideal “occupations” of the
four categories or pamas, Brahmanas were supposed
to study and teach the Vedas, perform sacrilices and
gel sacrillces perlormed. and give and receive gllis.
Hshatriyas were 1o engage In warlare, protect people
and adminoister justice, study the Vedas, get
sacrifices perlormed, and make giffs. The last three
“occupations” were also assigned to the Vaishyas,
who were in addilion expecied o engage in
agriculture, pastoralism and trade. Shudras were
assigned only one occupation = that of sérving the
three “higher™ varmas,

The Brahmanas evelved two or three siralegles
for enforcing these norms. One, as we have fust seen,
was (o assert that the vama order was of divine
orlgin. Second. lhey advised Kings to ensure that
these norms were followed within their kingdoms.
And third, they atlempted (o persuade people that
their status was delermined by birth. However, this
was nol alwayvs easy. So prescriptions were oflen
reinforced by storfes told in the Mahabharata and
other lexts.
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To  justfy their claims

‘Brahmanas ofien cited 5 verse
fram a hyman 0 tha Rigveda
known as the: Furusha siikfa,

ﬂaamﬁmlg iha aamﬁm laf
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'have emanaied from his body

'ﬂhE Brahmana was his
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e Kshamyva:
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Veishiys, of his feet tlis
‘Shudre wesborn.

2 Why do you think e |
l Bralimanas quoled this '
v:mt* frequently?
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Hare is 2 story from the Ady Paman of the Mahsbharats:

On<c= Drona.a Grahmana whe tanshtarchery to the
Kuru priness; wasapproachesd by Ekslavya, a forest
dwalling mehads (3 hunong communiy), When Brona;
who knew tha dharma, refused to hava hum as fus pupil,
Ekalavyareturned o the forest, prepared-anmage of
Drenaocutof clay: and/reating itas us isachen b@n
to pracuss on hus own In dus cowrss, he acquirad
great siall marchen: Oneday. the Kuru prncss went,
huntingand their dog wandenngin ihewoods.cama
upon Bkatavya. When the dog smelt the darkpishada
mappﬂéi m blackdeersin, hishody drn,
1 began 1o bark Annoysd. Ekalavyss EITOWS
1RTC its mouth. ﬂiﬂl Mﬁqmmnﬁ_w#wﬁmﬂam
thay thus superb chsplay of archery.
T‘hﬁyﬁﬂa@m SO lﬁraduead himsalf

aﬁap{ﬁ?fﬂraﬂﬂ- '

Dmﬁlﬂd’m told I-h;ﬁﬁnmmsmdmhﬁma

3.2 Non-Kshatriya kings
Accerding lo Lthe Shasiras, only Kshatriyas could be
kings, However, several imporlant ruling lineages
probably had different origins. The soctal backgroumd
of the Mauryas, whe ruled over a large empire, has
been hotly debated. While later Buddhist texts
suggested they were Kshatriyas, Brahmanical texts
deseribed them as being of “low” arigin. The Shungas
and Hanvas, the lmmediate successors of the
Mauryas, were Brahmanas. In fact, political power
was ellectively open 1o anvone wha could muster
support and resources, and rarely depended on birth
as a Kshalriya.

Other rulers, such as the Shakas who came
from Central Asia, were regarded as mlechchhas,
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barbartans or ouisiders by the Brahmanas. However,
one of the earliest inscriptons in Sanskrit describes
how Rudradaman, the best-known Shaka ruler
[e. second. century ceg), rebulll Sudarshana lake
(Chapler 2). This suggests thal powerful mlechchhas
were familiar with Sanskritic tradittons.

It 1s also Interesting that the best-known rler of
the Satavahana dynasty, Golaml-pula Stri-Satakanli,
clalmed to be both a unique Brahmana |eka
bamhanal and a destrover of the pride of Kshatriyas.
He also claimed to have ensured that there was no
intermarriage amongst members of the lour parnas.
At the same time, he entered into a marriage alliance
with the kin of Rudradaman.

As you can see [rom this example, Inlegralion
within the lramework of caste was oflen a
complicaled process. The Satavahanas claimed Lo
be Brabhmanas, whereas according to the
Brahmanas. kings ought to have been Kshatriyas.
They claimed to uphold the fouriold vama oider, but
entered inio marriage alliances with people who were
supposed to be excluded from the system. And, as
we have seen. they practised endogamy instead of
the exogamous system recommended in the
Hrahmanical texis.

3.3 Jatis and soclal mobility

These complexilies arve refllecled in another Werm ised
In texts to refer lo soclal calegories — fafl In
Brahmanical theory, Jail, like vama, was based on
hirth. However. while the number of parmas was fixed
al four. there wis no restriclion on the oumber of
Jatis, In fact. whenever Brahmanical authoritles
cencountered new groups — for mstance, people Hving
in forests such as the nishadas —or wanted (o assign
a name Lo occupallonal calegories such as Lhe
goldsmith or suvarnekara, which did not easily L
into the [ouriold sama system, they classified them
as a fatl. Jatis which shared a common oceupation
or profession were sometmes organised into shrenis
or guilkds,

We seldom come across documents that record
the histories of these groups. But there are
exceptions. One inderesting stone inscription (o [ith
century cel. found n Mandasor [(Madhya Pradesh).
records the history of a guild of silk weavers who
originally lived In Lala (Gujaral), rom where they
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" The case of the '

i
Sangknt texts apd mscnintions
used thetsrm vamik to desgnats
merchants. Whils trads was
dafined as an occupation for
Varshyas n the Shastras. &
more complex srtuauon is
=vident 1n plays-such as-the
‘Mrichehhakarika writtsn by
Shudraks (¢ fourth centiry ce).
Here, the hero Charudsta was
desenbed as hoth a Brehmana
-and a'sarthavahs or merchant
And a ffth-eentury mscnption
describas two brothers whe
mads a donatton for the
construchion of & temple as
Kshatriyva-vaniks.

= Do you think the silk
weavers were following the

oecupation laid dovwn for them

— e — — T — — — i —
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migrated to Mandasor, then known as Dashapura.
It states that they undertook the difficult journey
along with their ¢hildren and kinlolk, as they had
heard about the greainess ol the local King, and
wianled lo seltle in his kingdom.

The mmscriplion provides a lascinaling glimpse of
complex soclal processes and provides nsights nlo
the nature of gullds or shremis. Although membership
was based on a shared cralt specialisation, some
members adopted other ocoupations. it also indicates
that the members shared more than a common
profession — they colleclively decided o invest their
weallh, earned through their orall., Lo construcot a
splendid temple In honour of the sun god.

Sotiree 8
What the silk weavers did

Hers is, an e:eq;gﬁ’mm the 'muj;mum which is
mSm.-.km ""1‘

Samﬂﬂﬂmmmtr

I_| %

anmnm:{so leasing
{ﬂ'geatﬂb)ﬂgﬁ‘n}:-ﬁfj‘:

ﬁ: _* 4

fm@lﬂrﬁmhm maheamnnﬂﬁ,

3.4 Beyond the four varnas: Integration

Given the diversily of the subconUnent, there were,
and always have been, populations whose social
practices were not influenced by Brahmanical ideas.
When they figure In Sanskrit lexts, they are olien
deseribed as odd, uncivillsed, or even animal-like.
In some instances, these Included foresi-dwellers -
for whom hunting and gathering remained an
imporiant means of subststence. Caiegories such
as the mishada, o which Ekalavya is supposed (o
have belonged, are examples of this.

Others who were viewed wilh suspicion mcluded
popuilations such as nomadic pasloralisis, who coulid
not be easily accommadated within the [ramework
of settled agriculturists. Sometimes those who spoke
non-Sanskrille languages were labelled as
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mlechohhas and looked down upon. There was
nonetheless also a sharing of ideas and beliefs
between these people. The nature ol relations Is
eviden! In some slories In the Mahabharata,

Source ©
A tiper-like husband

Thﬂﬁaﬂmm?&agmyﬁum ihe Ad) Fanan ofihe

r;amm

Hﬂ!::mha zave birth To 3. m&b@."_&'haymmad |

Ghatotkachs. Then the mother and son lef the |
P&nﬁam Ghatotkacha _._.r_'_eeiwmmmmma

3.5 Beyond the four varnas
Subordination and confiict

‘While the Brahmanas considered some people as
being outside the system, they also developed a
sharper social divide by classilying certaln social
calegories as “uniouchable”. This resied on a notlon
thal vertaln activitles, especially those connected
with the performance of rluals, were sacred and by
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Depriction of o menrdioan seoking
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exlension “pure”. Those who considered themisehves
pure avolded laking [bod from those Lthey desigraled
as “untouchable”™. In sharp contrast lo the purity
aspect. some activities were regarded as
particudarly “polluting”. These included handling
corpses and dead animals. These who performed
such lasks, designaled as chandalas, were placed
at the very bottom of the hlerarchy, Their louch
and. in some cases, oven seeing them was regarded
as "palluting” by those who claime:d 1o be-al the top
ol the social order.

The Manusmritt lald down the “duties™ ol the
chandalas, They had to live outside the village, nse
discarded ulenslls, and wear clothes ol e dead amwd
ornaments of fron. They could not wdlk aboul In
villages and cittes at night.
They had to dispose of the
bodies ol those who had no
relalives and serve  as
executioners. Much later, the
Chinese Buddhisl monk Fa
XNian [e. lifth cenlhury k) wrote
that "untouchables™ had lo
sauni a clapper in the sireels
=0 thal people could aveld seeing
them. Another Chinese pilgrim.
Xuan Zang (c. sevenih ceniury),
observed that execnbloners and
scavengers were forved Lo live
ouiside the city.
texts which depict the lives ol
chamedains, Esiorans have ned o
find out whether chandalas
actcepled the e of degradatlon
prescribed In the Shastras,
Somelimes, these depictlons
cormespond with  those in
the: Brahmanical texts. But
ovcasionally, there are hinls of
dilferent social realilles,

Fesrint Za24-25



Kinarie, Caste AnD Crass &7

Sourees 10

A Story of Bodhisattva rom the Matanga Jataka

Did chandalas resist the ausmpts to push them 1o the
bottom of the social ordar? Read this story, which is part
of the Mat#nga Jataka, a Pali text, whara the Bodhisatvs
ﬁm&mmmmﬁﬁm&mm

Onca. the Bodiusativa was bom oursde the oity of
Banarasasa chandals’s son and named Mazanga Ona
day, when he had gone 1o the oIy on somea work he
sncountersd Ditha Mangahke, the daughier of 2
m&nﬂmhlﬁmﬂwaawmﬂmm '1hﬁv_a
ﬂxmbmﬂmup. lnpmﬂt.hﬂ
mimﬁl ﬁﬁwn a1 the door of her father's housa.
mmm@mmmrmﬂlﬁgﬁ:ﬂg&g
Mw@ﬁhm&dﬂ&mmﬁbﬂgﬁm
dfm&ﬂdmmmmﬂmwnﬂiﬂ&ﬂrﬁmm%m&
powsrs, e refurned to Banaras-and A
son named Mandavys Kumara was bernitathem. Ha
fearnr the three Vedas s he prew up and began to
prowids food e mmﬁmmﬂa;
One day. Matanga: dresss
sewln his hand; arrrved m

f

gifts, On the mmrmj, those who aredfree from vices
areworthy of offerings.” Mandavvalos his temper and
asked s =ervansto throw the man out Mstanga rose
1 the air and dissppeared. When Dutha Mangalia
laarnt about the incident, she follewed Matanga and
bepped hmiurgwﬂngmwgd her motake s brof
thie leftover fremibus bowl and gvs 1t to Mandavya

and ﬂmﬂra}lmyﬁs...-.

= Discuss...

Which of the sourcss
mentioned in this section
sigdest that peaple follow=d
the occupations laid down by
Bratmanas? WhicH sountes
sugdesit other poasibilities?

| = Identifyslements in the story that suggest that |
| it was written from the perspective of Matanga |

— e e e ey T me e e e TR e e g T T e
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Source 11
Draupadi’'s question

| = Doyou (hink (hat this
[ episode suguests that
I wives could be trealed as

the praperty of thelr
T husbhands?

4—--—-—- —
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4. BEvyoND BIRTH

RESOURCES AND STATUS

I you recall the economic relations discussed
tn Chapter 2, you will realise that slaves,
landless agricultural labourers, hunters, fisherfolk.
pastoralisis, peasants. village headmen. crafispersons.
merchants and kings emerged as social aclors In
different parts of the subcontment. Thelr social
positions were olien shaped by their access Lo
economle resources, Hers we will examine lhe
social implications ol access (o resources In certaln
specilic situations,

4.1 Gendered access to properiy

Consider [irst a critieal episode in the Mahabharata.
During the course of the long-drawn rivalry between
the Kaurayvas and the Pandavas, Dunodhana imvited
Yudhisihira lo a game of dice. The latier, whe was
deceived by his rival. staked his gold. elephanis.
chariots, slaves, army, reasary., kingdom. the
property of his subjects. his brothers and [inally
himsell and lost all. Then he staked their common
wile Draupadi and losl her oo,

Issues of ownership, foregrounded In slories such
as (his one (Souree 11), also Ngure In the
Dharmasutras and Dharmashastras. According (o
the Marmusmritl. the paternal estale was to be divided
equally amongst sons after the death of the parents,
with a special share for the eldesi. Women could not
claim a share of these resources.

However, women were allowed o retain the gills
they recelved on the accasion of thelr marriage as
sirichana [lllerally, 3 woman's weallh). This could
be inherited by thetr children, without the husband
having any clatm on It. AL the same lime, the
Marusmritt warned women against hoarding family
property. or even thelr own valuables, without the
husband’s permission.

You have read about wealthy women such as the
Vakataka queen Prabhavati Gupia (Chaptler 2).
However., cumtilalive evidence — both eplgraphic amd
textual - suggesis that while upper—clasa WOInen
may have had access (o resources, land, cattle amd
money were generally controlled by men. In other
words, soclal differences between men and women
were sharpened because of the differences in access
o resources.
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Sauree 12
How could men and women

acquire wealth?

Eurmﬂﬁ.l!mmnmdaﬂam ﬂ:ﬂ{emnm&;:
of sanqmzmg waalth: mnhertance: inding purchass.
gnodpenple

hmmemmmmﬁawm
what was given in front of the fire (matriagsd) or the bridal
procession, orasa oken of sffection andwhat ghepot f —————— — —— —=—— i
from her brother, motiier or father. She could alss acguire | :‘Emnpar:anﬂmnmallu |

wealth any | ent gift and whatevet her | waysinwhichmenand |
“affectionae” mﬁmﬁmﬁ:{ﬂ:ﬂhﬂﬁ I wumeumﬂdanqu!mweauh |
. . o — — e T B e o o= i

4.2 Varna and access to property

According to the Brahmanical lexis., another
criterion (apart from gender] for regulating access
o wealth was varno. As we saw earlier, the only
“oocupation” prescribed [or Shudras was servitude,
whille 4 warlely of occupations were llsted [or men of
the first three varnas. II these provisions were
aclually Implemented. the wealthlest men would
have been the Brahmanas and ' (he Kshatriyas, Thal
ihis corresponded to some extent with soctal realities
15 evidenl from descripiions of priests and kings In
other textual tradilions, Kings are almost mvariably
depicted as wealthy: priests are also generally shown
to be rich, though there are occasional depictions of
the poor Brahmana.

At another level. even as the Brahmanical view of
sociely was codilied in the Dharmasulras and
Dharmashasiras;, olther (raditlons developed
critiques of the vama order. Some of the best-known
ol these were developed within early Buddhism
(e, sixth century see enwards: see also Chapter 4).
The Buddhists ri-:l:ugnls::d that there were dilferences
in spelety, bt did not regard these as natural or
inflexible, They alse rejected the ldea of claims (o
staius on the basis of birth:
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Sotrre 13

The wealthy Shudra

This story, based on 3 Buddhist ==t Fall snotm a5 1he

mmanﬁ:aya.upanﬁamm : ¥ing
12 and & disoiple of the Bt

: Wmhnmaquhglkaawmhwh

Eudﬁhmmnﬂasmrdmm

and that sl gther cases wees low: that Bra
fﬂmmamwm% I ,.

W!ﬁﬂ jmﬁhm et wmalih o
i e i s e s e ey e e war, he ve a5 his obedient

= Read Avanuputla’s first mrhar than he:'to
statement agaln, What are the By resaey

tdeas in 1 that are dertved from || oris could even fia ﬁlﬁamma&nhmamma
Brahmanical Lexts/traditions? “fhﬂ HEgR sarvant.

3 g3k "mubmngmammmﬁam
_'me?.‘

_any of these?

|

I

l

|

| Can you idenuly the source of
I

|

4.3 An alternative social scenario:
Sharing wealth

So (ar we have been examining stinatlions where
people elther clatmed or were assigned slatus on
the basis of their wealth. However, there were sther
possthilities as well: situattons where men who were
generous were respecied, while those who were
miserly or simply accumulated wealth for themselves
were despised. One arca where these values were
clierished was anclent Tamillakam, whers, as we saw
carller [Chapler 2), Lhere were several chieldoms
around 2.000 years ago, Amuongst other things, the
chiefs were patrons of hards and poels who sang
their praise. Poems Included In the Tamil Sangam
anthologles often Huminate social and economie
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relationships. suggesting that while there were
difllerences belween rich and poor. tliose who
cotitrolled resources were also expecled to share
thesm.

Souroe [4

in this compositon from the Puranardry, one of the
zniniologies of poems of the Temil Sangam litersturs
(i first csntury =), & bard desenbes his patronito other
poets thus :

He (1.2, the patron) doesn't Bave the wezlth 1o [avish
on others sveryday Fig. 3.7

- - A clief and s feltower, stone
=i - L H
Mor does he have the pettmess 10 827 that he has sctilptire. - Aiaruveit (Andlsa

mﬁ% and sa refuse] Frodeshl, €. sooond cemiung o=
| = How has the scalplor
| gdhown Lthe dilfesence between
| lhe chief and hilsolivwer?
If you wish 1o cure vour pOVerty. oomb L e :
alopeg with me, bards whoss lips=iare =0
shalled!

If we reguest him, shoemg hanolr ribs
thin with hungsr. he will 26 to ths
Blasksmith of Fis viliage '

And will sav 10 that, man of poweiful
hands:

*Shape me a long spearior wan ona'thst
hiss s straipht Blagel”

o SEREATsegRR R L L
| 2 Whal are the strategies which the
bard uses (o try and persuade the

chief to be generons?

What 1s the chief expected to do to
acqire wealth in order lo give some
o the bands?

helivesm [rantal ta place) and 15 gsnerous: He san
enemy to the hungar of bards!

: ]"Jh_*-—_-"u‘;.u 1

How do social relafionships aoperale
in present-doy sociefics? Are thore
any similarities or diflerences with

pallberas ol e pst?
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S. EXPLAINING SociaL DIFFERENCES:

A ScocialL CONTRACT
The Buddhists also developed an alternative
understanding of soctal mequalities; and of the
institutions required (o regulate soctal condlict. In a
myth found in a text known as the Sufta Piiaka they
suggesied that originally human beings did nol have
[ully evolved bodlly [orms, nor was the world of plants
fully developed. All breings livesl In an idyllic siale of
peace, laking from nature only whal they needed for
cach meal,

However. there was a gradual deterioration of
this stale as human beings became increasingly
greedy, vindiettve and decellful. This léd them to
wimder: “What f we were to select. a certath being
who should be wralhful when indignation is right.
who sheuld censure that which should rightly be
censured and should banish him who deserves 1o
b banished? Weawill give him in retum a proporilon
of the rice ... chosen by the whole people, he will be
known as mahosammata, the greal elect.”

This suggesis that the insttutton ol kingship
was based on human cholce, with taxes as a form
ol payfm&ﬂt for services rendered by the king. At
the same time, It reveals recognition of human
agency in creaing and institutiomalising economic
and sorial relations. There are other implications
as well. For instance, il human heings were
responsible [or the creation of the system, they could
also changde 11 In future.

6. HANDLING TEXTS

HISTORIANS ANDTHE MAHABHARATA
} you look through the sources ciied in this chapler
once more yoi will notice that historians consider
several elements when they analyse (exis. They
examine whelher (exts were wrilten in Prakril. Pali
or Tamll. languages hat were probably used by
ordinary people, or in Sanskril, a language meant
almost exclusively lor priests and ellles, They also
consider the kinds of text. Were these mantras, leamil
and chanled by ritual speclalists, or storles (hat
peuple could Bave read. or heard, and then reiold 4
they found them Interesting? Besides, they uy (o
fingd out about the authors) whose perspectives and
ideas shaped the iexi, as well as the intended
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audience. as, very often, authors keep the inierests
ol their audience In mind while composing their
work. And they bry and ascerialn the possible date
of the composillon or compllation of the Exls as well
as the place where they may have been composed, It
Is only afier making these assessments thatl they
draw on the confent ol lexts Lo arrive al an
understanding of thedr historical stgniflcance. As you
can Imagine, this is a particularly diffcult task for
a lext as complex as the Mahabharata.

6.1 Languege and content

Let us look at the language of the texi. The version
ol the Mahabhorala we have been considering is In
Sanskril (although there are versions in other
lanigitages as well). However, the Sanskrit used In
the Mahabharaia is [ar simpler than thal of the Vedas,
or ol the prashastls discussed In Chapler L As such,
it was probably widelv understood.

Historians usually classify the contents of the
present text under two broad heads — sectfons that
contaln stories. designated as the nammatire, and
seciions thal contain prescripiions abopul social
norms. designated as didactic. This division is by no
means walertight — the didactic seetions Include
stories, and Lhe narratlve ollen dontains a social
message, However, generally historians agree thal
the Malabharaia was nicant 1o be a dramalie, moving
story, and that the didactle porllons were probably
adided later

Fesrint Za24-25
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Didactte refers lo something
that 1s meant for purposes of
instrcton.

Fig. 3.8

Krishni adiises Anjumo on U
i e frieeted

This printing dotes (o the
efghieenth cemtury. Perluaps thie
most imiporianl didaetic sectlon ol
L Mahohivisiba s e Bhogoeaed
Gitm. which contaiiin Uie hdviee
affcred by Lord Erishon lo Arjuna.
This scene Is frequently deopleted
In palmiing amd seolplore
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Fig. 3.9

Lord Ganesha the scribe
Apeording (o trditkan, Vs
dlictaled the lext to the dedty,
Thig Nlostration 15 [romm o Persion

mansintion of the Mohabharata,
. T740-5i1
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Interestingly. the texi is described as an itthasa
within early Sanskrit (radition. The literal meaning
of the term is “thus It was™, which is why 1L Is
generally transiated as "history”™. Was there a real
war lhal was remembered In the epic? We nre nol
sure. Some historians think that the memory ol an
actual conflict amongst kinfolk was preserved In the
narrattve: others paint oul that there s no other
corroborative evidence of the batlle,

6.2 Author(s) and dates

Who wrote the text? This Is a question to which
there are several answers. The original story was
probably composed by charioteer-bards known as
sutas who generally accompanied Kshatriva warriors
lo the billelleld and composed poems celebrallng
thelr viclories and olher achilevemeiils, These
compositlons clreulated orally, Then, from the ith
century vee. Brahmanas look over Lthe story and
began to commil It o wrillng. This was (he time
when chieldoms such as those ol the Kurus and
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Panchalas. around whom the siory of the epic
revolves, were gradually becoming kingdoms. Did the
new kings wanl their itthasa o be recorded and
preserved more syslemalically? I s also possible
thal the upheavals that olien accompanied the
establishment of these stales, where old social values
were often replaced by new norms, are reflected In
some paris of the story.

We notice another phase In the composition of
the texi between ¢ 200 pee and 200 ce. This was the
period when the worship of Vishnu was growing in
importance, and Krishna, one ol the important
fgures of Lthe epic, was coming to be identified with
Vishnu. Subsequeritly, between . 200 and 400 ce,
large didacile sectlons resembling the Manusmrilf
were added. With these additions, a text which
tnltially perhaps had less than 10.000 verses grew
lo comprise aboul 100,000 verses. This enormons
compaosition is traditionally atiributed 1o a sage
named Vyasa.

6.3 The search for convergence
The Mahabharaia. like any major epte. contains vivid
descriptions of battles, [orests. palaces and
settlements. In 1951-52, the archaeologist B.B. Lal
excavaled al a village named Hastinapura In Mesrut
(Uittar Pradesh). Was this the Haslinapura of the
eple? While the simtlarily In names could be
colncidental, the localon of the sile in the Dpper
Ganga doab, where the Kuru kingdom was stiuated,
sugiests that it may have been the capilal of the
Kurus mentioned in the text

Lal found evidence of five occupational levels. of
which the second and third are of interest to us.
This Is whal Lal aoted aboul the houses in the second
phase (e twelllh=sevenlh centuries cg): “Within the
lismlled area excaviled, no deflnlle plans of houses
were oblalned, bul walls of mud and mud-bricks
were duly encountered. The discovery of mud-plaster
with prominent reed-marks suggesied that some of
the houses had reed walls plastered over with mud.”
Far the third phase {c. sixth-third centuries sc), he
noted: "Houses of this period were bullt of mud-hrick
as well as burnt bricks. Soakage jars and brick
drains were used for draining out refuse water, while
terracotla ring-wells may have been used both as
wills and dralnage plis.”
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Source [D
Hastinapura
‘This s how the cy s descrbad
an the Ady Parven of ih=
‘Mzhabharatar

The: ol burstmg ke the
aosar, hundreds

of mansons, digplaysd with
155 gatewavs. arches and

rurrars fiks clouds
the 'splﬂndnur- of Graat

| :I}uyumthmklxlsﬂnds|
| maich the descriptionof |
|H.aal:l11&pummlhecp1¢'-' |

Fig. 3.10

A wall excarated at Hastinapura
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Was the description of the city in the epic added
alter the main narrative had been composed. when
{aller the sixth century Bcg} nrban centres loarished
in the reglon? Or was IL a [light of poetic fancy, which
cannot always be verilled by comparisons with other
kinds of evidence?

Conslder another Inslance. One of the most
challenging eplsodes In the Mahabharata Is
Draupadi's marmiage with the Pandavas, an instance
of polyandry that s central to the narrattve. If we
examine the section of the epic that describes this
evenlt, il is evident that the author(s) attempled to
explain it in a variety ol ways.

Sourve 16

Draupadi's marriage

ﬂmpadn. Hﬂgﬂd’hﬂ.ﬁhﬂh Wummm
‘bew and hit a taggen:
mumwwm[&hg dmm: marry his daughter
E! mwuﬁmﬂﬁg?ﬂmﬁ:h}-
wmﬁm;mﬂmﬁﬂdmhﬂrtﬂmm
Kunt, wito:: mnm&msmm~mmn asked them to
mmam haﬂ:ign:.ﬁ!—.amahsa:thgrmmia
upadi. but her command could not bs
m&%MMMmmd&mﬂudmm
Brm:padimﬁﬁ be their commenwaie:

When Drupads was told about this, lie-protested.
mm m‘mmﬂmmm thet the
‘a8 were In realiy ntarnations of Indra, whose wifa

hadbesn rebotn asDraupadi. snd theywers thus desined
forssch other

‘Vy=saadded that in another Instance s young woman
had praved to Shivafors hilsband. snd'in berenthusisem.,
had prayed five times instead of once. This woman tvas
now rebomn &5 Draupadi, and Shiva had fuliilled her
m—aﬁm Emmmﬂ' by thess starjes. Dm:ﬂdamisﬂmd

] = Why do you think the author(s) offered three
mrphnalmns for & sinjle eptsode?
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Present-day histortans suggest thal the fact that
the author{s) describe a polyandrous union indicates
that polvandry may have been prevalent amongsi
ruling elites al some point of Ume. Al the same Ume.
the fact thal so many different explanatlons are
offered lor the épisode (Source 16) suggesis Lhal
pulvandry gradualiy fell into disfavour amongst the
Brahmans, who reworked and developed the lext
through the centuries.

Some historians note that while the practice of
polyandry may have secemed unusual or even
undesirable from the Brahmanical poinl of view. it
was land is] prevalenl In the Hlmalayan region.
Others suggesl that there may have been a shoriage
of women during times of warfare, and this led Lo
polyandry. In other words, 1L was attribuled lo a
situallon ol crisls.

Some early sources suggesl thal polyandry was
not the only or even the most prevalent form of
marriage. Why then did the author(s) choose to
associate this practice with the central characters
of the Mahabharala? We need to remember thai
crealive literature often has ils own narratlive
requirements and does nol always lerally rellect
social realllies,

7. ADyNnAMIC TEXT

The growth of the Mahabharata did not stop with
the Sanskril version. Over the cenluries. versions
of the epic were written In & varicty of languages
through an ongoing process of dlalogue between
peoples, communities, and those who wrole the
texts. Several slories that originaied In speclfic
reglons or clreulated amongst eertain people found
thetr way into the eple. Al the same Ume, Lhe central
story of the eplc wis often reiold in different ways:
And episodes were depicted In sculpture and
painting. They also provided themes for a wide range
of performing aris - plays. dance and other kinds
of narralions.

Fesrin Ze24-25
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< Discuss...

Bread the excerpis fmm the
Mahabharaia meloded in this
chapler once more, For each
of these, discuss winther they
could have been Herally true.
What do Uicse exoerpts Wwell us
dboul those who composicd
the text?” What do ithey (ell us
abouitl Lthose who must have
redd or heard the epic?
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Most retelltngs or re-enactments of (he eplc draw on
Lhe main nurratfve in crealive ways. Let us lock al ong
example. an eplscde from Lthe Mahabharta thal has
been transformed try Mahashwela Devi, a conlemporary
Bengall writer known for ratsing her volee agiinst afl
forms of explotiation and oppresskm. In this particniar
Instance, she works oul allernaitve possibiities Goin
e maln story of the Mahabharata and draws atiention
to questions on which the Sansknl texi Is silenl

The Sanskrit texi describes how Puryodhana plolted
to kill the Pandavas by inviting them {o stay in a
specially prepared house of lac. which he planned to
sei on llre. Forewamed, the Pandiavas dug a lunnsl to
ensure thelr escape, Then Kunl! arranged for a feast.
While most of the tnvilees were Brihmaoas, a nishada
woman came with her five sons. When fthey were
sallated with drink and fell off to sleep; the Pandavas
escaped. seling fire Lo the house ' When Lhe horlles or
the woman and her sons were discoversd. pecple
thought that the Pandavas were dead.

in her shorl story tted “Kuntl © Nishadi™,
Mahashwela Devi lakes up the narrative from where
(he Matabhamia ends I She sets (he story in a forest,
where Kunt! retires afer'the war. Kuntt now has Ume
tn rﬂiﬁdmhﬂmm oflen confesses (n whal she

regards as her aflings, talking with the earth, the

symbol of nainre. Every day she sees the nishadas who
come Lo collecl wood, honey, lubers and rools. Ong
nishadi 3 ashada woman) ollen lislens o Kuntl when
she talks with the aarth.

One day, Lthere was something in the air; the animals

were fleeing the lorest. Kumti noliced that the nishadt

was waiching her, and was slartied when she spoke to
lier aml askad If she remembered Lthe honse of ac. Yes,
Runtl said, she did. Did she remember a cerlain elderly
nishadt and her five young sons? And that she had
served them wine Uil they were senseless, white she
escaped with her own sons? Thal nishadf ... *Not you!™
Kunll exclaimed. The nishadi repiled that the woman
who was Killed had besn her mother-in-law, She added
that while Kunt! had been refecting on her past, not
vnce did she remember the siX tnnocent lves that were
lost because she had wanted to save hersell and her
sons. As Lhey spoke, Lhe lames drew nearer. The nishocft
escaped o safety, but Kunil remained where she was.
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TIMELINE 1
MAJOR TEXTUAL TRADITIONS
e. BOO uce Ashtadhyayi ol Pantni. a work on Sanskrit EFANTET
¢, 500-200 pee Major Dharmasnliras (in Sanskril)
. B00-100 bee Early Buddhist texis including the Tripitaka (m Pali)
c. B00 poe-400 o ‘Ramayana and Mahabharata (in Sanskrii]
¢ 200 poe-200 o Manusmiril (in Sanskril): compasition andmmpﬂﬂl]m
‘ol Tamil Sangam Mteralure
e 100 ex Charaka and Sushruta Smnhilas, works on medIﬂnc
(in Sanskrit)
c. 20f) cr onwards Comptiation of th:ﬁnmm (i Sa:_;gkﬂi N _
o 300 cie Natyprshastra of Bharata. a work on dramaturiy
(in Sanskri(] ;
¢. 300-800 cx -{ImﬂrD&urmnhhn&tm; lin Sanskril)
e AB0-500 cx Sanskril plays Including quwarhs of Kalldasa;
‘I.EI:IFRﬁ unaﬁrunum;.r and mallicmalics by Aryabhata and
Vi A i Snn:ahm compliatian of Jaina works
(' Prakot)

L v
(' = N
TIMELINE 2
MAJOR LANDMARKS IN THE STUDY OF THE MAHABHARATA

Twentieth century
1919-66 4 ion and publicatton of the Crilical Edition of the
la arata
19713 J.AB. van Bullenen begtns E transialion of the Critical
Edition: remains mmmph.te aﬂ:u:r his death in 1978
- J

Fesrint Za24-25
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Ia.

Eu

Explatn why patriliny may have been particilarly
tmportant amony elite families,

Iscuss whether Kings i early stales were
tnvariably Kshatrtyas.

Compare and contrast the divrma or nomms
mentoned in the storles of Dronn. Hidimba and
Mutanyz.

Inwhat ways was the Buddhtsi theory of a sonial
contraet different from the Bralmanical view of
soctety dertved from the Purusha suida?

The following 1s an excerpt from the
Mahabharata tn whieh Yudhisthitra, the eldest
Pandava. speaks (o Sanjayva, a messenger

Sanjaya. gonvey my respeetiul greetings Lo all
it Bralunanas and e chiel priest of the
house of Dhritarashiri | bow respectfully lo
tenchier Drona ., 1 hold the leet of our
preceplor Knipa -, fand) the chief of the Kurus,
[he greal Elrhl!ma I bow respectlully to Lhe
"old king [Dimtzrastitra) 1 greel and ask after
thee health of his sot Duryodbana and los
vounger brolher .. Also greet all the yourg
Kusurwarrors who are our broters, sons and
grandsuonis .. Greet above all s, who is Lo
ns ke father and mother. e wise Vidura
[born of a slave woman) . [ bow o the elderdy
ladies who ore known s our molliers, To
Ihese who are our wives you say this, <1 hope
Lhiry are well-protecled™. .. Our daughters-in-
low bomn of good (Emillics snd molliers of
children greet on my behall, Embrsee lor me
these who are our daughters . The Beayuful,
Fragrant, well-dressed courtesans ol ours you
shouid also greet. Greel the slave women and
thetr clildren, greel the aged, the matmed

land) the helpless

Try and (dentify the criteria used lo make (his
st —in texms of age, gender, lanship (es. Are there
any olher criterta? For each calegory, explain why
{Hey are placed 1n 5 pariicular position tn the list,
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6. This 15 what a famous historian of Indian
Itteratime, Maurce Winternitz, wrote about Lhe
Mahabharata: “|nst because the Mahsbhamis
represents more of an entire erabhoe ... and
coniatns so much and so many kinds of things. .
(11) gtves{s) us an insight 16to the most profonnd
depihs of the soul of the Indian folk "~ Discuss,
7. Discuss whether the Mahabharata canld have
been the work of a single author. ~ | ]! I
B. How mporiant were gender differences i early , . .
socielies? Give reasons for vour answer. I you would like to know
mure,.mad
9. Discuss the evidence that suggests Lhal Uma Chskrayerd 52006,
Brabmanical prescripicns aboul kinship and Everydat Livea, Eveniday
marriage were not uiversally followed. Hizraries Tuliks: New Dalh,
— ] — Trawan Karvs 1963
'HA‘]:I WORK Kinstup Orzamsatron i India
- - Asia Piblishmg Houss, BEombay
li} Compare the map in this chapler with Map 1 in
Chapler 2. List the mahgjanapodas and citles A5 Sharma 1953
localed near the Koru-Panehala lands. Parspectives in Social and
Econonue Hisory of Early India
. — L ~— g .Htmihnramhr{nnnharlef_
=] Proszer tanr ons) A\ New Delhi
11, Fmd out aboul retelitngs of the Mahablarala in VS Sukihanksr 1057
ather languages, Discuss how they handle any On the Meaning of the
two of the eptsodes af the lext desoribed o this Mathabharata. Azape Soceryof
chiapter. explaming any stmilanies or differences Bombey Bombay
that you noliee. _ _
12, Imagine thit yout are an auihor and rewrle the Retiis  hpper 200,

Cultural Pasts; E=aysin Early
story of Ekalavya from a perspective of your indian Hizrory: Oxford Univemity
cholce. ‘Priss. New Delht

.
F' \
W
vou could wisit:

hitpy/bembatindolagpy o/

mahabhsarate/siatoment htmi




