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Tappers, Trappers and the Hill Pandaram
(South India)

Brian Morris
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now classic paper on the socio-cultural implications of trading
s MurPHY and STEWARD (1956) showed that there was a certain
e “"”1]1;?:1 in the sp:-.r.'iﬁ_c adaptive responses of tw{.: Very (li‘fl—tl‘{‘l'lt cultures —
these Snvip?]f-“ of Brazil and the nomadic I.=\]g9111~;mn.-a of {._.amada..:\illzhuug_-;h
Wtk . 1'._.3 -h;_ul comparable levels of mcu.:-rult}lral mtegr.utmn L].1¢=r-:a-=
Mation,) 'i;ﬂun_«trui‘r_-d _That as these lilllTUl—L"S became lllft?g:l"{!.tl'(l |‘ntr_n_ a wider
Fibhe 1‘1-- lmf].ﬂ'l‘\'. which was L"SH‘I]IIEi”}‘," one of l[l{-‘l?f‘élnlllt.‘ capitalism — as

“PPers and fur trappers respectively — so this led to a reduction in

t]!e |
Evel =St T . 5 .
shify ¢ of local integration. With the processes of change incumbent on a
1‘LJnl a .

Micljys,
Ideagies o : s : A
Miging) ! family emerged as the primary economic and social unit. Thus the
Wera tl Structures of pre-contact times — the village and band respectively —
TAStioaTle: g . =
ang o Stically modified. Additionally, and linked to such changes, MURPHY

subsistence economy to one geared to external barter so the

Cr_;}}i.,‘l_"..;[;:"-"]]:l' [‘-TTIIPI'J&iHiZ'“{i the iT'ﬂp[)J'Fil]lf‘.t‘. of the personal ties linking the
M, U[' the fnlrr-St products to individual merchants; the lack of any
IliL:;,,e EJE»:\\‘.\I-[I‘T{HHE.1H _thl' transactions; and the part which a system of inde-
Am of “Ih_- ‘-fl. .l_r.t. binding [Fu- primary produtvrs_rn the .markc-.t system. T'h.{;‘.
uh_u_;.{__g“”“_ f-]”"'-_*‘t.‘lnt paper is to provide [urt-llwr 111}151.1'3,‘(1\4' mu_tenal for this
_F:utEu'l‘inN:“I‘ 818, and to {l|.~'tu_~:s_ the ways in \.\-'hn?h one particular hunter-
h:[u,-.,;n-al *ljfh::i_\_-‘ntn11.~:t:t'1livs an integral, F_"r'fill 1{ i m;u‘gln'al part, of 1 pre-
N?[.i”%‘un“}.,:’;“" I_haL this p:ll'l.IL'_H]:il' commtnity is located in a very different
lian Jn‘]in.n:. “hvironment to that experienced by the Mundurucu and Algon-

i and yet evinces a similar adaptive response to an intrusive mer-
i- 'l'}::::::iWm“‘”"t‘" Jmt{l.:: f;u]':}_alm-t to MUrRPHY and :":'I‘I'_“\\-"\RI]':-_? swnimlal ideas.
S~ o1 e out the remaining Il:sr(-sts of nuclear and South East Asia there
Hﬂthl,rﬂr; ].“ the early part of this century — a scattered population of hunter-
Torgg Ilfl't ;"h”’"“ pattern of living was largely focussed on the gathering of
n'mni”{_\q "QUcts — hoth for subsistence and for external barter. These com-

often described as if they were isolated hunter-gatherers: as if,

l'f“‘”i!{‘]
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1 the Wwords of ERRENFELS, they were “food gatherers in the strict sense of
the word"™ (1952: 47). It is evident however from early ethnographic reports
N these communities ! — the Kadar, Veddas, Semang and the Kubus are
Xamples that trading contacts formed a significant and integral aspect of
their Cultural life. Various jungle products such as dammar resin, honey ;lel
Wax, meat and turmeric were traded with specific individuals in the plains
oTea in éxchange for tobacco, salt, billhooks, arecanut and cloth. Although

Sllent barter with villagers was recorded such trading was done mainly through
& System of

patronage, the gatherers of the forest produce being considered
e : S ;

Vassals?

. » or owing allegiance to specific individuals whose orientation was
ESSentia)

; ly mercantile 2. The social patterns and cultural life of these \‘HI‘E!':l.l.'s
" :“-lem Communities were remarkably alike, for they filled a similar economic
Miche and experienced the same kind of harassment and exploitation from
¢ nding agricultural peoples: A comparison between these communities is
" Course mstructive, but need not detain us here, for they constitute the type
“-f hu'“f-'l‘-;:aﬂ'ler:zr which GARDNER has described as ‘individualistic culture’.
-(Jausa”." f;-hlat.r:{l, according to this scholar, to inter-cultural ‘pressure’, the

INtea i i : i : i
: egral dspects of this culture are a stress on bilateral kinship relations, the
Ay )lda Hee

"ESpect

5|l[‘r“u

of overt agression, and an emphasis on self-sufficiency, ::..\'mmutr'fc
» Individualism and memorate knowledge (1966: 1969). But what. is
i qual Interest with respect to these Asian communities is the seeming
fait‘-i_f{mnmr}, nature of their social aggregat.es, In‘ all these c‘ullur.c:q the H‘Il('.]t"ﬂl'
Cun;'?.( functioned as the primary economic 1.11]}1",‘;111{_'1 1'951lderl}‘|al.E}lg‘;;,tle:f_’_gilltle‘i
i t::-'tml essentially of between one and f'l\"f‘ f:umh?s camping lOng .1{,1, Llr ¢
Mporary leaf shelters or rock caves. Like the Shoshone Indians they are
I“‘I'-Th_aps best described as living at the ‘family level of socio-cultural inte-
g;i'::{n S TEWARD 1955), for rarely more than thirty itu]_h'_i(?m_ls-w{;ri Pg’-ﬂf
Clsgj, 4SSociating together. Equally important, as Fox :»1':1 e:§eta in his Ciﬁ,
ang S’n of the Indian hunter-gatherers, was the lack of extensive L:]Cfprc', ity
tory a'l:mﬂ dmong family groups, and the prevalent pattern Ufjl_lg ; }I m:fgr a
me;“].h(_h'*'lduuls — features which F oX suggests arc_c’cmsnn:{r?jc \w.lt]; twrldtg
ot r:tluu of the society into indi}'ldm%ily cmn]h:mltl\'e units, l.-:dl‘_ 1 I;-, ;dut,i: 1;1
t:ullu:l trade” (1969: 142). What is of interest is the (‘:oyltru_st btt.“ E'f_l'l- 1;._-3
=y €3 :.lr.wl the Andamanese Islanders who, though living 11"_| al \(ir.j: 1512{11 ?i
CLip E‘Environmcnt, lived in larger, more settled aggﬂ-agatu.&-i _.111[1 i.!"( ,the
-"mdm‘ ROWN (1964) and Max (1883) speak of the ‘forest dwellers’ in the

S0y, 240 Tslands as living in ‘villages’ or ‘permanent encampments’ that
(lis,: mes to0k the form of large communal habitations. Moreover their noma-
Wasg

limited to dry season movements only. Equally significant is the

Payge | i
Gty of Myth and ritual ceremonial among the Asian hunter-gatherers as

ﬁh‘“"‘“—u—_,_

I . . . . . - - e
(853 E{EIE"’WI‘L information on these communities is given in FryER (18(16)2 H_\ILI-,.\
i'rtpc.r; “EMIGMANY (1911), ScHEBESTA (1929), Evaxs (1937) and ForsEs (1885). Also
L ang Damazey fi'Qr}S) and Rov (1925) on the Palivans and Birhor respectively.

- for

05 an

mstance ANNANDALE and RoriNson (1902;: 414), MacEDa (1064: 48),
Me] JOvGALL (1966: 177-193) and Evaxs (1937: 34).
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compared with the Andamanese ®. It seems reasonable to assume, as GARDNER
and Fox have argued, that this differential pattern is either causally related
to pressure from dominant neighbours or a function of their economic enclaves
ment, as gatherers of marketable forest produce, within a wider economic
system. Both these factors, as I have arcued elsewhere, seem to me relevant
in understanding the social organization of contemporary Asian hunter
gatherers, The present paper is concerned essentially with offering some ethno
graphic notes on one South Indian community, the Malapantaram (Hill
Pandaram), whose present status I think typifies that which was to be found
more generally among Asian hunter-gatherers in the past. It consists of thre€
parts. Firstly I shall offer some historical notes on South India stressing whal
has hitherto been overlooked, or at least considered of secondary importanct
in accounts of Asian hunter-gatherers, namely the trading contacts. Thel
[ shall give a brief outline of the Hill Pandaram, focussing on their patter?
of subsistence, thus introducing my main topic — the nature and scope of the
contractual trading system that links them to the wider society. In my final
paragraphs [ shall discuss the socio-cultural implications of these external
contacts with reference to MurpHY and STEWARD's thesis broached at the
beginning of this paper.

It is clear from early Tamil texts of the Sangam period (circa 200 B. C.)
that the forests of the Western Ghats (the Kurinei region) were inhabited
from the earliest times by tribal communities who had important trading
contacts with their agricultural neighbours. It is also evident that the early
Tamil kingdoms had important and well-developed trading relations overseds
especially with the Roman Empire with whom they traded living animals:
External trade also included important forest products such as sandalw ood:
ivory, pepper, ginger, cardamom and myrobalam — all of which are mentioned
as being exported from the Malabar Coast. As the forests came under the
jurisdiction of the Tamil kingdoms, or under the control of S{rlni—il1cl£"|:u-m|
chieftains or zamindars, from ancient times ‘Tovalties’ were levied on such
forest products as cardamom, bamboos, ivory, honey and wax. Furthermor®

it

hunting expeditions into the forests by the Raja or by members of the dominaf
castes seem to have been regular events, and on such occasions the servicts
of the hill-people would no doubt have been requisitioned. All these fact®
make it extremely unlikely that during historical times those communitits

whether hunter-gatherers or shifting cultivators — would have escaped the
influence and the dominance of the surrounding agriculturists. And such
dominance would have stemmed mnot from the peripheral cultivators, i'llﬂ
would have been related to the needs and requirements of a ]n'w-i11t:i11::'-“'“l
state and a highly developed civilization, centred for the Pandya kingdom “l[
least on Madurai ', Yet many writers on the hill tribes of E-lnuthur.n [ndi®

o _ . : s s i
¥ The relative scarcity of myth and ritual among Asian hunter-gatherers is 1 8
tioned by several writers. See for instance SELtemany (1911}, Evaxs (1937) and Lok
(1935: 284-2R85).

; o . ; 2y O
¢ Important sources on the early history of South India are to be found 1n MES

(19241933} and SasTri (1966, 1972)
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"]1[ ,1].\ ff ] i a c r ' .:ia i . - .
| L these people as ‘social isolates’ or as ‘aboriginals’ the implication
t]n r F . .

§ that they are autochthons of the forest, historically without contact

Wit} ; ! . : 5 F
i 1 the plains people. EHRENFELS for instance considers the Kadar as having
o ¢ .

inf isolated in their forests” for a long period, thus protected from the

4ence of the plains culture. He in fact regarded the advent of forest con-
u‘:}i:::’ at the turn of the century as having radically altered the Kadan
¥, changing it from one based exclusively on subsistence food gathering

based on the collection of forest products for barter (1952: 47-48).
Tspective seems to me misleading for there is ample evidence, as | have
hmf{ic‘[lﬁ'l‘i that external trading contacts ]u—u_l been ‘-___{nil‘;gi{ on since l.'?ll']il.'HT.
1e letters of Jacosus VisscHER who resided at Cochin from 1717-1723,

s of the Abbé Dusors 9, and the economic survey of the Travancore

0 one
lig pe
\"L]!__;

1|l—- W ”tlll‘g

Cil:.lll["(:,[t ”'1 %t.al:--lh' made h;y Warn and (‘.1':‘,\‘.\'.F.R :u'.[ the beginning .;r_1]|t-. 19th
ang g, = all indicate the ]Tlli]{ll"il'l.llt':' _“[ Ir'.'_!.dl]l1g !l‘rl]\'s between the hill people
ang 'Eim]dTw system of the plains. What 1s significant about these contacts,
BIR I “‘1 T'J;fm;zhl about particularly in the latter survey (Warp and CONNER
Or h-u.L .;L]_ )} are twofold. Firstly, the hill tribes were considered to ‘belong’
tion S legiance to specific states or petty chieftains, and .l}idi the exploita-
'rp“hln : forest resources was organized through -‘|)v1“11'u‘ merchants or
em furlu econdly, that these forest products formed an important revenue
he 1€ respective kingdoms. In fact some 78 per cent of the revenue of

”];ETAT"P”I' Pandalam, which was a small buffer state between 'i'r:n-‘nm-m-c_
hil) ],]”d”ldml\'d kingdom, was derived from temple offerings and the sale of
e (addeyerrae). Even as late as 1913 the sale of minor forest produce

*d some 25 per cent (Rs 24, 616) of the total revenue of the Tinne-
Qistrict. 1t s probable that the main collectors of this forest produce
16 1::1:3_} j]lmmq cultivators as the Kannikars and Muthuvan: nevertheless
5:“}111111;, main communities of the Western Ghats who were still hurm:_r—
j,hllmm‘” the end of the 19th century — the Kadar, Paliyan and Hill
“Tnln., ther seem to have Ijjvml equally enmeshed in trading functions. In
Orpst now to the Hill Pandaram ©1 can but conclude that the gathering
Produce for barter has alw ays been a crucial factor in the cultural

St
:
Eyiap |g: F South Indian hunter- -gatherers, and that it is doubtful if they can
10 r . -
ilHlI'J[I r; Rarded as being ¢ ulturally isolated from wider Hindn society — within
Ca

times at least.
of . “:‘;r*al liest note 1 can trace on the Hill Pandaram comes from the pen
TEngy J:“df\ and records Thr'.nln:a'r-r\';lrmns ('nf_:lilL"llu\\ ml.aﬁ.”fu.‘lr}:.’ the Rev.
fayans Itf R who began the “work of evangelizing and cl_\:lll:dm_g' the Mala
avout 1849 in the forest areas near Mundakayam. The extract reads:

" Rec
15 -
-I”]}.' 197 ':'r'-h anong T.hc Hzll l’amlrtmm wis umiett 11.1 n le\.\veu June 1972 and
- g
ang ¢ 1 was supported by research grants from the Social Science Research Council

e
| ftrr
Cgg e Mman Trust, To these agencies [ am grateful. T would dlso like to acknow-

the i 4
“ sy help and theoretical stimulus I have received from James Woodburn, and
me in the field by E. N. Bhaskaran of the Kerala Forest Service,

D
Port Biven 15
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He also met with a few miserable beings calling themselves Hill Pandaran,
without clothing, implements or huts of any kind, living in holes, rocks or trees. They
bring wax, ivory and other produce to the Arayans and get salt from them. They dig
roots. snare the ibex of the hills, and eat jungle fowls, eat rats and snakes and evel
ctocodiles found in the pools among the hill streams. They were perfectly naked and
filthy, and very timid. They spoke Malayalam in a curious tone, and said that twenty"
two of their party had been devoured by tigers within two monsoons (MaTExrr 1883 811

Thus the earliest note on the Hill Pandaram makes mention of trading
contacts, and this observation is reiterated by TrursToN (1909/5: 51) and by
D'PexnA who writes of their collections of minor forest produce for forest
contractors (1902: 392).

At the present time the Hill Pandaram remain “wandering hillmen ©f
sorts” (as D'PENHA deseribed them) for their livelihood still largely depend?
on the gathering of forest products — for subsistence and barter. Living in the
forested hills south of Lake Periyar, and numbering about a thousand indi-
viduals, they are to a large extent isolated from the wider culture. With &
population density of 1-2 per sq. mi., their pattern of social organization Was
succinctly expressed by KrisunNa IVER who some forty years ago wrote that
they live “in families of two or three in a locality. They do not stick to any
one place. They remain for a week and move on when the food supply 1
exhausted"” (1937: 97).

Although their movements cannot be explained in such simple econot
terms Krisaya IVER in this paragraph indicates the two essential features
of Hill Pandaram residential patterns. The first is that their camps are exs
tremely limited in size, consisting of one to six leaf shelters with, z}-picnll_"'
each shelter housing a conjugal family. Each family is a separate commens®
and economic unit. Only meat is exchanged between these units, and the
only when the meat is for direct consumption and not for barter. Some thirt}
per cent of the camps visited by me consisted only of a conjugal family; but
typically an encampment was comprised of 2 or 3 co-habiting couples with
their children. Secondly, the Hill Pandaram are in fact, and in smti1n~"”*}'

uc

nomadic, and are so characterized by local agriculturists — who denigrate this
aspect of their culture. The usnal length of stay at a particular camping sit®
or cave is from 5 to 10 days usually, and distances travelled vary betwee”
1, and 4 miles. Linked with such nomadism is that there is a contint

pattern of separation and re-aggregation between families and individu®®
ofe

ng

(even children); but significantly this is not linked to any seasonal variati
in the supply of forest produce. Many of the latter of course are sease™
commodities, but the pattern of aggregation nonetheless does not indicate any
fluctuation. There is no seasonal concentration of families such as we find 1%

ni

many other hunter-gathering societies.

Although in subsistence terms and as individuals the Hill T";’Lrulﬂf"uﬂ,
display a varied pattern of adaptive response for specific individuals '“"“_
cultivate small tapioca plots or engage in temporary survey work for “;

Forest Department, the Hill Pandaram essentially have a gathering econoni

=y et : - . OT®
Efforts were made some forty yvears ago by the Forest Department of T ravant®
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Itig one morepver which involves two modes of production, for the collection

> Torest products is both for subsistence and barter. Subsistence food gath-
Ering Involves the hunting of small forest animals — those primarily taken
€ing the monitor lizard, tortoise, chevrotain, hornbill, two species of nmnklc_\-*
And several varieties of squirrel — either by means of a muzzle-loader, or with
€ help of dogs, as well as the collection of certain wild vegetable foods. The
Most Important of these are wild yams (Dioscorea spp.), the flour from the
BheT pith of two palms Arenga wightii and Caryota urens, and the nuts of
- Stmall cycad which grows pi‘ofuscly in certain types of deciduous forest.
his aspect of their economic life I have discussed more fully Elseu’hclfl'::
Hice tq mention here that subsistence food gathering presents the Hill
daram with a certain economic security, forest life offering a relatively
Wequate subsistence. Indeed long before the discussions on the original
“Huent society Krisana IveRr wrote that the Hill Pandaram obtained “food
7 Casily that they did not suffer from want” and put this down as a dis-
) [':I'n;_:rlcss (1937: 116). Of significance is the fact that although the

MNeentive te
f vegetable resources for direct consumption is done on a family

Hiltl’lfjrin;{ )
asis, or
I{:gg_-
ahe
(G

4Ny meat not bartered is shared amongst all individuals camping
ther. Tt is therefore misleading to characterize the Hill Pandaram by such
Is as ‘atomistic’ or to deseribe them as a ‘non-co-operative’ culture

-fift'D_\.-'ER)‘

ol The collection of forest products for external barter falls under Ehree
ey distinguishable spheres. Firstly, there is the illicit trade associated

Wi X e . o
th the Nilgiri langur, a species of black monkey which is common in montane
Orests, Cert. '

'ﬁys (
thrgy,

rtain Hill Pandaram have specialized in the hunting of these nv__m-
Whose meat has a high market value in the plains area) there being
_éihr,;m the Ghats an organized though undercover marketing system
t:;?:lﬁf”i”ﬁ the exploitation of this resource. Secondly, a 11111]1.1?_91j nf‘ Drm;lt.u:‘-{Tt-‘;,
'rar;li'i“'“}' Mmeat, honey and incha bark are traded with l(hca_:.l .\-%Hulgf_ r~. t,“n\t l.}'
Bk labourers working in the reserve forests. These tll'allhEl(.‘.l-U[lh usua »fc

Mvolye cash payments; the Hill Pandaram bartering their commodities
r": SPecific provisions, Invariably the exchange is to the disadvantage of the
[-!_iESt People, especially when hEm(‘}'lnr dammar rf‘ﬁill] is _in'\fnl\-"u‘i;[ }_-‘\‘s :Inll{::
anq li?tl;dar&m Iul_vc no l{.H‘%WIeFlgﬂ of (rurTem mal.lu.e_i.u:lg }‘I-I:L,S;]: :\{L.‘[l]n;m];,
they . € economic sophistication when it comes to :sur._..? 1_’:1( g .‘:_‘
¢ ATE, to put it bluntly, usually cheated. And very often the villager indi

1 152,1};1“.1“1@ Hill Pandaram to settle down and l'ulti\':uc :_1 \'[.‘IltLILI'li‘—I\_\H]li]‘;].] “|:-H-.!::g:1-f»
3 El;;,l ‘S “l_ At the present time, however, some 70 per L!BI_][ _:ﬂ] i .| :m!c f‘lrrh n;”ii
“"'llic L‘l With ‘settlemients’ — either with the g:}ven1.mr_~1|1 IH]'N"I'.IhlJH'Ls scheme ’i cl e o
Oregy l\’ an dttempt to settle forty families) or with 'En_]lmeu thlﬂa?‘.mc'n-tsn “.ﬁ- mltru-.,[
hruh\'c-.(_-n % older settlements have no L'l]I'thl'EliL“-I:Illit'll:('”'li nrumtx ‘”i].d L:LJLIlhrs 3 :._
U""llar ‘5-2 and § grass shelters. Up to about 12 families may be ‘Ihhl I(J.l‘i.(-'-t \:,-1 : .:-L F .:_lt
b Tirp ',Lllth\f“‘-‘m but the land alloted to the Hill Pandaram by the Forest : e|11‘-1: TL,|
Africy -u'-_llltlv-,xtell by the Hill Pandaram themselves thc‘}" 11'_“;&::&_ ?|L|1._llu'.1dnl(. __i._-itc?c::.f
hg Hil r_:‘qt‘r‘ and take a share of the produce (usualL‘vl Filplu&ﬂ_l. Ihus the majority
Mdaram are essentially nomadic gatherers of forest produce.
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cates the imbalance only to deride and ridicule the Hill Pandaram for theif
ignorance. It is indeed worth noting that until comparatively recently silent
barter was recorded between the Hill Pandaram and neighbouring agricul-
turists (Forses 1939: 218). Finally there is the barter of forest produtts
through forest contractors. It is this third system of exchange which is the
predominant form of external barter, and which is of primary significance to
the Hill Pandaram.

The Hill Pandaram are a scheduled tribe of Kerala. Coming under the
protection and surveillance of the Welfare Department, they have historicall¥
been considered the virtual ‘wards’ of the Forest Department, and like most
hunter-gatherers have no lands rights in the forest areas they inhabit. Al
forest products therefore are deemed to be national resources, and their
exploitation and extraction, as government property, is executed and con
trolled by the Forest Department. With respect to minor forest produce each
forest range —which vary in size from 30 to 91 sq. mi. - is leased out annually
to forest contractors who pay a varying amount for the right to collect the
forest produce of a given forest area. Usually an auction is held in May ©f
June each year, and the contract given to the highest bidder. Depending ont
the size and quality of the range, and on the keenness of the bidding the lease”
amounts vary from 3 to 10 thousand rupees — an average of £ 300. A cof
tractual agreement is drawn up through the local forest officer between the
government and the contractor, such agreements stipulating not only the
products to be collected but also the conditions of the contract. These col
ditions forbid the collection of ivory, timber and bamboo, and demand that
not only are monthly statements of the products collected to be submittet
to the forest officer but accurate and separate accounts of all produce obtained
be available for inspection. There is also a significant but ambiguous clause
stating that the contractor or his men shall not appropriate for themselves
any produce collected by the “hill tribes for their bonafide use”. Whether the
term ‘use’ here covers the right of hill tribes like the Hill Pandaram to dispos®
of their collections in a manner of their own choosing is unclear, but r_r-r‘ruinl:\'
the forest contractors regard the forest produce of a particular range as thetr
exclusive property. And they go to considerable lengths to ensure that the
Hill Pandaram do not sell dammar or honey to outside agencies eved
employing agents to visit Hill Pandaram encampments in the forest in ordef
to check upon the latter's economic activities. This does not curtail the Hil
Pandaram to any great extent for they trade a minimal amount of honey ant

incha bark and other products to local foresters, and to other outside cor’

tacts, and may even sell the produce collected in one range to the contractd®
(through his agent) in a neighbouring range. But the fact that the right
buy minor forest produce is, by government warrant, placed in the hands ¢
one contractor means that the trading relationships in which the Hill P4%

daram are primarily involved are, as far as prices are concerned, almo®
the

inflexible. Because the contractor has a monopoly and can dictate prices,
Hill Pandaram are paid what is essentially a nominal price for the prodt€

H . . : sGl
they collect, and they have no means at their disposal for influencing thes
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Prices. 4. , ; ; T
€s; tlls:y have to bhe accepted on a take it or leave if basis. They have no

OB DOt 1y M )
igllfutumt\' of offering the produce elsewhere, for the contractual system
‘\‘ ™ ) - . - . - -
tuted by Government severely limits the market, placing it solely in the

ande ¢ 2 : : : : ;
H“tl‘ of one man. It is not the place here to examine in detail this marketing
“Ystem

on) |’ but the profits which are made by the merchant contractors can
v :

¢ described as exhorbitant — and such profits are primarily at the
Nse of the principal collectors; namely the Hill Pandaram. Accurate
4ls on the collection of minor forest produce are difficult to obtain. The
I'ts sent to forest officials are highly inaccurate (if indeed they
'Mitted) and do not itemize many of the products collected. The con-

fctorg - : : . .
affy; "5 themselves are very unwilling to disclose details of their business

drs, 3 ; & : : :
S But some idea of the nature of their profits can be gleaned by ana-

Iyt
;,:JT::R‘H:L“'.S%IIL' of ?5 tins of honey, \~.'I1i_c_h_n_-presmts a mon_ﬂ]l_\: (_‘Hnl'l‘tiljl'l
):lnfla-r-u range r_lnrulig.'; the honey season. This is .usna-LUy. hnulght‘ fr’r‘m‘l the Hill
: i at the price of 45 Rs for a 4 gallon tin (19 litres). In Trivandrum
t\CTE:{E; r“:'-hnnr-_\- (.68 litre) is normally sold for about ten rupees, thus,
Ors t‘im% ?E”“"]J"JF'T r.:nft:-;, f'll'l the Sale. of one i’f“fm'f HIII'I]_]I_\' of honey, contrae-
0 o m{-ikr_- something in the region of 17580 Rs \\I-'hlch. more ‘th:m COVETS
Whicy ;Lﬁ;f L_'“-‘ Iiﬁ_‘.{l.‘?L_‘ pal_\fn'uﬂln_ni the whole range. Likewise, white l.lt'll.llill.i%l'
:5“1 in-_l}rflis. buy from the Hill Pandaram for :.lhr)llf one J'qu- p+:l-r kilo. ]-.
Ingy, um-m]'"“nrlrr:m, on market HTZ:I“S, for ten times that price. |‘t we Tal.cu
he Nt the fact that the Hill Pandaram collect honey for five or six
ot the year, and that large quantities of other marketable forest
4l ger, 'ilzl;‘*"ﬁl.lltl' to the r‘_{untr;l:_‘tm'slm' their ‘ugvntn‘ dammar, cardamom,
thay uJ-.LL' I_’Elllc_. turmeric and various medicinal reots — then we can see
8€ profits are involved.
Hiy v difficult to assess with any precision the degree to which individual
,dnr‘l"”"-lm families are involved in the collection of marketable eommo-
- *S 8pecific families vary in the extent to which they collect the various
[n addition the availability of certain products varies not only
season but also according to locality — and this too makes it
e '“"Flj];'r:?ti,!_n&i& th‘el'incum‘r" ilr%ri\-'e_:]_frmn this souree. No accurate Iﬂlg?tli':_':-'
-“"t‘i(ﬂ e for s"p(;-clhc trading lucull[fv:-'. .[u enable me Lf’ estimate over a
: "% and with respect to those Hill Pandaram bringing produce to the
f*"ﬁili’pi ' amount of minor forest produce collected by individual men and
fy, I‘I:Jté.,.; 0d nomadic as the Hill Pandaram themselves during my research
.. B the collecting activities of individual families are intermittent
ty i-lrcilf;]:t"“tar_\_r" But inspite of these difficulties some attempt must be made
o CTence : the extent of their collecting activities. This can ]‘1:-1 done by
hie ol f)“_-i-:l Uhe trading shed. At the Kallar shed at the l-:'llil of September
m“ﬁthlg dITlOHIni‘:' of [.i.!lj{‘.‘nl produce \\ir_-rc recorded :_"m -I‘EL = the rl'csu‘.r of
ity = collecting activites by the Hill Pandaram inhabiting this forest

IJ[’{".'I

I3 &
Mmar 450 kg, Beeswax 20 ke,

Uney

10 tins Cardamom 10 kg.
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During August-September eight men and their families had been camping in
the valley, and thus the average weekly ¢ collections per family amounted @
7 kg. of dammar, 3 litres of honey, about 1% kg. of wax and a small amount
of cardamom. At the current prices this would give an income per family ¢
about 19.5 Rs per week. This is verified to some extent by the credit noté
book kept by the agent at the shed. Two typical ‘account-sheets’ will illus
trate the collecting pattern during the two months.

Date of Visit Value of Produce Value of Pro-
to the Shed Traded visions Taken
a) 6/9 39.00
12/9 37.50 4.00
13/9 2.10 53.50
2210 1.80
2111 39.10 5.00
78.70 103.30
balance owing  24.60
balance b/f 115.60
) 11710 67.25 69.92
24710 17.20 3.10
11.80
34.45 200.42

balance owing 115.97

The ‘income’ of many Hill Pandaram families from the sale of forest pmd““‘
is less than this, but for the typical gatherer an income of about 20 rope®
a week seems to be a valid estimate — it being slightly higher during the mal®
honey season (March-May).

Several points of interest emerge from a consideration of these thld”
contacts. &

The first is that there is considerable variation in the degree to whi¢
individual Hill Pandaram families are involved in the trade of markets abl®

B
forest produce. Some young men are almost professional honey gather®

collecting over 15 tins a year; some families maintain a continuous e\;;lulld“Lﬁ
of marketable commodities and come regularly each week to the ll“h'1
contact to exchange their collections for necessary provisions. But othe"
families collect only dammar, honey and wax systematically and then ”[]
on an intermittent basis, and de pend for long periods wholly on food reso

gathered from the forest.

ulL

e [}I'll}'

The second point of interest is that many Hill Pandaram hs
intermittent contacts with the outside world, coming every ten days OF 2
the trading shed for the purposes of trade, but otherwise remaining HOU‘}I
isolated. Their contact with other communities therefore is limited @
entirely to those engendered by trading relationships. The third point allud®

jmd ’-I_
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10 the large debts the Hill Pandaram often incur with the agents of the forest
“Ontract,

i I's. Not all agents give provisions on credit, though they may occa-
hl?na”.‘r‘ advance loans, but most do, and the general pattern is one where the
Hily Pandaram are often paying-off debts with the forests products they have
Collecteq. Sometimes these debts are considerable, like that of the Hill Pan-
Aram detailed above, for 116 rupees is equivalent to six weeks collection of
L orest Produce. In certain forest localities individual Hill Pandaram often
mt“T the wrath of the contractors (and their agents) by taking provisions on

Cregd . . e z e
g edit, anq then disappearing into the forests for extended periods. I have
'\Ll:'&rﬂI Tecords of agents refusing to give provisions to certain Hill Pandaram
Vio h L

i

of ad been lax in meeting their ‘payments’. Forest contractors at the end
the yeqy frequently have to ‘write-off’ unpaid debts and they may lament

oy : : L) )
ver their losses'. But these debts have a functional value to the contractor
= ses’, T .

= r nDt nnl:‘; d”

ir they put him in the guise of a benefactor, but they serve as
5 ; : ; ; e .
gtmm“nt-‘s of coercion enabling the agents to cajole and pressure the Hill
ang = =

4ram intg collecting the valuable minor forest produce.
The collection of dammar resin is an important aspect of Hill Pandaram
. relations for not only is it available throughout most of the year, but
U;;i?un_ Lin all forest areas, being common in both clec‘it'lum_.ls and zeve-rg'rcer_a
i Onsisting of the congealed resin of the trees Canerium Sf-;*’f-(?“”if ﬂl‘.lt_l
Weriq dicq it is a fairly easily exploited resource, and its collection fits 1-11
us“:;]ﬁ’ Wwith their pattt—rrn_ of eclectic gathering. The ctjllec.ti'on.o-f .damr.nl;:lr is
- done by men, and it ranks next to honey and wax in its 1rr1|:mhu.1cu
i'clet;t-l ];fill I.J;mduran}, The latter commodities ar-elggatherecilgit}ﬁ'r ad;zlz:ﬁ
Brony, Oft’;aglng or, mth_respec’flto tl?e J.argc }\10:1.1:3}.s ?n;:c;,!ai n']‘ri“'q -lét-_[\.-i.t‘_- e
highly - <4 men and boys. L.-m.mll}- the men are a .r t.m.l H :
dangerous, for the honey is taken from the outer branches of large
trees. Dammar, honey and the illicit gathering of the black monkey
Main commodities collected by the Hill Pandaram for trade. But they
Many other forest resources for this purpose. It would of course be

U . - s o

Moy u_s' to Catalogue them all here, but the following list includes some of the
E i =

Mportany items.

?ral"ling

Ve Tgrepn

E

Incha bark Acacia tntsin

Car lamom Elattavia cardamomum
Kuranlhurii roots Stda vhombifolia
‘].Uf'meric Curcwma longa
?\'Ellikai fruits of Phyllanthus emblica
Orila roots Hemionites cordifolia
Soapnuyt Sapindus trifoliatus
Maravathi seeds Hydvocaypus weightiana
Wilg Ginger Zingiber officinalis
Kanjiram beans Strychnos nox-vomica
-IilTLL_{u seeds Messua ferrvea

[ 1 - ’ ~ -
of m; 2 his work o the Kadar EnreNFELS has little to say on the collection
produce, though he clearly recognized the contractual system
Ve one. And he primarily sees it as a male activity which has

{
QS a T fi_’lrf_xst

ExXploitat;
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led to a fundamental change in their socio-economic system. Men are thus
portrayed as the ‘rice winners' of the family, the women idling away theif
time “doing nothing and becoming lazy, weak and even moody” (1952: 31):
FURER-HAIMENDORF, who visited the Hill Pandaram of the Koni range in the
early 1950’s, paints a very similar picture (1960: 46). It is very easy to vieW
contemporary Hill Pandaram life along these lines and to see a complete dis*
juncture between the “days of yore” (to use a phrase of EHRENFELS) and the
present situation; to look upon the past as one where food gathering was the
exclusive mode of subsistence. Consequently, it is tempting to see view the
collection of forest commodities as having indirectly led to the displacemen!
of wild food plants by such staples as rice and tapioca, the women, in the
process, having become redundant. But to see a change-over from .1];]1-.[:(-11'"
food-gathering to the systematic collection of marketable forest produce i
such stark terms seems to me misleading. And for various reasons. Firstly i
ignores the fact that such trading relations, as I have indicated earlier, hav®
a long history, the marketing of forest produce through contractual gystem
having been in operdtion since at least the beginning of the 19th centurys
and perhaps earlier. Secondly, it ignores the fact that although the collectio”
of dammar, honey and black monkey is mainly the prerogative of men, womel!
are also actively engaged in the collection of forest products — the gatherifis
of turmeric, gooseberry (nellikar) and many other marketable products being
primarily done by women (and children); although it is worth stressing B ere

that there is no pronounced economic division of labour. Thirdly, because the

digging of vams (like so much else of Hill Pandaram culture) is |l|-1|i--fi"-l“ji
by local villagers, the Hill Pandaram when questioned about their diet,
invariably stress that they “always’ eat rice, although in fact (because this ¥
a relatively high-priced commodity) many families take this staple
infrequently. Finally it is important to stress that the income derived 1"'"1
the sale of marketable forest products is only partly spent on acquiring suct

g5t

wl

I'P|Lh

staples as rice and tapioca, and much less than one would expect if the

Provision Value in rupees
Small packet of salt 30
Chillies 231 gm, 1.58
Small onion 250 gm. 35
Coriander seeds 100 .gm, —. 40
1 Coconut .95
Coconut oil 200 gm. 1.70
Palmyra sugar 500 gm. L.50
Coffee powder 100 gm, 1.20
Betel leaves 21) —.-30
Arecanuls 5 —. 40
Lime paste —. 10
Beedie cigarettes 1 packe .25
Box of matches 2 —.60
Bar of cheap soap 2 .25
Diried tapioca, 6 ko .00
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Staples hac
E¥ide
I[r_‘,

l ousted wild yams from the Hill Pandaram diet sheet. This is
I"ni:i.;h}__l_ fm E?x:m{in:{Litm of 51?1115- t_ypic:-\lJn:m'if—:itm‘li:-'.t:&; [gi\-’Pp above), It
from u-”‘-'\' lat constitutes eﬁsemlal.l_\' a week's ‘rations’ for a family, collected
Tading contact by one of its members,

s 1{;‘”\;&]1};1:!(-‘. scen that a large I.]l’L’.!-}.'FﬂI'Ti()ll of their income from trade is-
Mengs, am’l‘-:]ﬂfggvs, tobacco ai,nd chewing materials, and on herbs a.nd condi-
This i« tl-wlt !I.c}t staples constitute less than 40 per cent Uf. the supplies ft‘allicn.
to 1—‘5'0\Jid;. [S L.‘l’r.‘.all prL.t't{*rn: the amount of staples taken being hardly sulhcun.n
D¢ taken ’m“rt a 1"&]1111},' for more lll.mn a day or so. Fkr.cqut'ntj‘\' nant:Lples will
L at all. Thus for most Hill Pandaram families the acquired staples

|'Jll e " . & 5
the . Viewed as supplementing the collection of wild food plants rather than
“Verse

Can

of th:ri‘ntl}le'ui::we paragraphs I have Flescribedjn broad outline the nature
S 7Zch§tuzi.l system through Whl.Ch_tht Hill l’arlda_rum_ 1111_11‘ketnf0!'65.t
Caingy wub H_(Ii I have ,".‘\lel:‘!‘ﬁﬁ(.’d th:-l:t this is not a recent 1}15t1tutmn. Thus 1
anq Su-_“n:alt‘i]h{- to the iew lenlain-'n]v\-. put forward by FI'I‘{EH-HA]E\- NDORF
185 oo i_lb \,\'. argued by EHRENFELS with respect to |.I1e'I\:-1flar) that there
one B _(.hallg_r:-—m-m' fm.m a purt.'l_\‘ food-gathering subsistence economy to
: on the systematic collection of forest produce. Rather, the over-all
SYStem ;4 ‘iil\'_t'bll?m} more complex. But what is signiﬁcai}t about this trading
'\ﬂ-':-“':m]ﬂ. ‘ET affinities to the pattern of exchanges t’li—l:’-iclr'll'}l."tl by MurrHy and
Wity e \-"|.tTI respect to ifhre Mundurucu mu'l‘.J.Igr_')rnk‘luns_ Although bm'[u.:r
andargp, village r?(mmmm.tms. has been, and is still important to the Hill

Ang T ?1\”‘ bulk of trach?lg is done through the ai?n\’o contractual system.
mrmrm‘m;t]tau;{cr :-‘..}'ST.CI'H is geared less t[D local wvillage needs Lh:mlm the
Bay ra;i{.--,“f_“ wider uhrhzm economy. I'he forest contractors are in fact

16y S\__I_'irl'l‘“('f\-'ﬂ.h f.*xtf.‘n:‘n'r.-. mercantile 1l'|ll-.‘l‘t'-biT..‘.i,. and éil"t"ffﬂ' -'[hf‘. nlmst pfu't

mh”“miiu;..] .hrlsilutll:a or Moslems — |3I)L!i ll'iltl%[l”il{k“_\’ high ‘caste’ trading
on 4 ®S. As the forest contractor is to an important degree dependent
lection of the minor forest produce, and as the Hill Pandaram

hiey ln{:i:‘ (in the forest area under review) are the mllm:tnr:-:' par excellenc.e,
p ram'm :rtbl_\' these entreprencurs go to some 1ung'th.s to I[I{llllt_“.(‘ the Hill
ich iI‘ldeH collect the valuable produce. I have earlier described the role
(. . T
‘-LEN*:;E % ]:'l"e. men to act as personal agents in this respect, their duty being to
ang ¢, :_lf“]m" activities of the Hill Pandaram living within the leased range,
I‘h(-scf "'i"‘.lrﬂ.e Or coerce the Hill Panadaram into collecting the forest produce.
gy “'-'till are often feared and the Hill Pandaram \1:']1{111 camping in remote
ailmltg Fefuse to answer calls of anyone attempting to locate the where-

Hedness plays in this inducement. All forest contractors employ

of the: . . :
In:lp.(,F ,f their camps — fearing it might be one of the unwanted agents.
Ry e : ] . .
Ui the Sabarimala forests the Hill Pandaram express a generalized

Noana o g Lan
thay - d dntipathy towards the agents of forest contractors, and intimate
Pagt e physically assaulted by them. It is very probable that in the

’]'i\‘g' x
thay this Cal coercion against the Hill Pandaram was freely indulged in — and
i accounts for the “timidity” and “shyness’ which characterizes

Chayvg . 3 2 : B z
0ur in the village setting. But compared with shifting cultivators

S largely
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their nomadic tendencies, and the fact that they could retreat easily to mor®
remote forests in order to evade the intrusions made upon them by the agents
of the forest coniractors gave them, no doubt, a certain independence *.

The forest contractor himself visits the forest localities only infrequentl¥
the Hill Pandaram deal primarily with his agents in the forest. In the Achef™
coil and Kallar ranges (some 110 sq. mi. of forest) there are two tradifb
‘sheds’, at Pallivasal and at Chitarmuzhi on the Kallar, Here in temporaty
thatched sheds an agent of the forest contractor lives, somewhat ie«al-‘l“d
from the wider society, the nearest town being Shencottah about twenty
miles away. In Achencoil village, set in the heart of the forest, a local Naydf
(Maran) landowner acts as a further agent for the contractor, taking an agreet
percentage of the takings for handling the forest products. His ‘shop’ n the
village has very much the atmosphere of a trading post, and on their visi¥®
to the village the Hill Pandaram are usually to be seen hanging-about this
particular venue; it is very much an ‘economic centre of gravity'.

Each of these trading localities carries the necessary provisions ne
by the Hill Pandaram inhabiting the surrounding forests. Significantly
Hill Pandaram do not sell their forest collections to the agents, but rathe€
modified form of barter takes place. The agent takes the products which the
Hill Pandaram bring to the shed — dammar, honey or incha bark — and the
value of these is assessed, usually by measure rather than by weight. The
amount is noted down by the agent. The Hill Pandaram will then take whe:
provisions they require (the list earlier gives an example) and the valué @
these too will be calculated by the agent, and recorded, often in a small L’l’t'd.lt
notebook, but sometimes on a scrap of paper. Sometimes the collectors W!
take a small advance with the provisions, and on an occasion may even s€
their produce directly to the agent — but typically there is no mediu® 0

J , . ; s . - . . - sapll®
exchange involved in the transactions. Although this relationship is esset

e
en tf

eded
the
T a

tially an economic one, a fair degree of intimacy is engendered betwe
Hill Pandaram and specific agents by these contacts. Sometimes a Hill pat
daram family may camp near one of the trading sheds for a few days (thous
never close to the wvillage). Loose sexual relations between the agents ant
Hill Pandaram women are evident; but it is noteworthy that I recorded “
permanent liaisons. Village gossip often refers to the activities of past Elgﬁﬂt?
alluding primarily to the alleged ‘promiscuity’ of the Hill Pandaram. A K ura¥®
man [ knew in Achencoil told me graphically how one Naidu contractor, who
had a shed near Ambanad Tea Estate in the past, gave all the Hill Pandard”
of the nearby forests muzzle-loaders, and while they were away hun'riﬂé‘f‘1I
the forest, and collecting other forest produce, made himself at home w

: : : : . the
their womenfolk. Several Hill Pandaram I knew were considered to be

: : 3 e . . : ! 1 Pal

8 There is an essential similarity between the social situation of the Hill } ‘,,5

4
daram and that of the Mbuti pygmies as described by Turnsurr (1966). Like the E’Ygﬂfhc

the Hill Pandaram move between “two worlds” — the forest and the village. But a
“village world” the latter community comes into contact with is not a tribal on€
highly developed agrarian civilization.




Tappers, Trappers and the Hill Pandaram 239

Shildren of
Wistfy] gap
to th

the contractor. The story had a suitable ending; after a carefree,

£ Kurm;sl, lives a secluded life in Madurai temple.
intrusive nature of this contractual trading system, geared as it is
= ’"'l'rcan?{jls of a wider market crl;'mmmy; the fact that it 1~\ essentially one
. Allile barter and that credit arrangements serve to bind the collectors
€ merchant trader: the increasing reliance of the Hill Pandaram on
l‘ernjl:fi::m{‘c_l ?_-.’.OUEIIS brought in by the merchants ] :]_1_1 [lu‘:sc‘ ff-::lLur.us. are
alsq iy 'th“:i of U'Ff.rlmg‘ contacts .elsc-u'hc—.re. not only in ?011th l'uas’t Asia but
link ih---q;_ —jLI.llerlch-_ as described by Mmuiln‘ and STEwARrD. The causal
of g suci,li‘all hch_‘-'larﬁ .post ulla,tc- l:iet‘v.'c.?nrsuch trar__tm;jj CI_Hﬂ'.E!.(‘t'S and Th&? (f_Tﬂl?'.Tgf_*.H(‘.t!
Wposite fl’.-it_tern in wE!u;h the individual family is the primary unit is equally
int‘?""iulnm.- South Indian }}untﬁr—ga-l.rherers{. For as I ‘h:'t.w argued elsewhere
Present fll—l.r,d..l factors are highly Il'nrlu_\'an! in uiterfu_:lmg to. uncle:.’stfmd the
the;, “mi{l.:.;;‘neﬂtary nature :;zf }-hlJ Pandaram society — th(‘{ll' 110111&(11‘51'11 and
Deen denrl.{-':.. grnup” structuring. The humcr—gatheiers of South _Ind!l&(ha‘:'c
ang ¢ ;h]&"l as C}ﬂt_u?'allé-‘ t{w most backward” (DarvingToN 1969: 29)
) pre.i: most |';r1111111\.:¢.. (];L\a.-|.:~: 1943) of u.,'.c:ntemp.m—;.w}.- L‘uitu?’e:-:, HI!L
fic mr{: cultural (‘..I)Ildlllti-ll has it seems to me nothing to do with I..hi::!l'
fu“Ctinnal?.ﬁ:uP or with .Lhe1r status as hunter-gatherers, but rather -11;. is
ithip A -Ul*' I.E'lz'ned to their cm.:la\-'cm?-nt, as gat'h:erers of forest COﬂlIm.)d.l'thS,
Cishin e environs of a pre-industrial state. The alleged cultural impov-

e It of these cultures therefore has little to do with the fact that they
MNter-
fog

Batherers, still less that they are a ‘survival’ of some primaeval
‘Lheir'i;: ?ei-i”g i_‘ulturc that was once widespread in Southern India; rqt]wr
f:’m,stﬁ_e q“lt[ilallstic culture’ (as both RacrAvIAH 1962 and GARDNER 1966 so
ang -—Ol_ltll Indian gatherers) is an adaptive response to external pressures,
Ir economic enclavement in, and exploitation by, an urban pre-

Ndyey .
Stria] Civilization.

Bibliography

5 N. and H. Roeinson
Some Preliminary Results of an Expedition to the Malay Peninsula. The
GMLF? ; Journal of the Anthvopological Instifute 32 407-417.

An Account of the Wild Tribes of the Veddas of Ceylon. Transactions of the
Ethnotogical Society of London 2: 278-320.
=N, I-{Q'.-" F
Dy X The Paliyans: A Hill Tribe of the Palni Hills. Anthvopos 3: 19-31.
NGTON C

14 Sl D,
= The Fyg
YHA, G, g

99 .. E
“L"llr)

lution of Man and Society. London,

= The Life of the Pallivars. I'ndian Antiguities 31: 391-392,

l-“i]jﬁbhé FoA
[]Uﬁtripﬁon;‘ of the Character, Manners and Customs of the People of India,
London.

(1905,




]S,l.'-'.n’

240 BRIAN MoRRIS Anthropos 72.

EnRENFELS, U. R.
1952 Kadar of Cochin. (Madras Univ. Anthropolog. Ser., 1.)
Evwin, V
1943 The Abaoriginals. (Oxford Pamphlets on Indian Affairs, 14.) London.
Evaxs, 1. H. N.
1937 The Negritos of Malayva. Camibridge.
Forsrs, H. O,
1885 On the Kubus of Sumatra, The fournal of the Anthropological Insiitute

121-127.

14:

Forees, R,
1939 India of the Princes.
Fox, R. G
1069 Professional Primitives: Hunters and Gatherers of Nuclear South Asi®
Man in Indig 49: 139-160,

FryYEr, G. E.
5 . 3 : 3 : 3 . ¢ +he
1868 A Few Words Concerning the Hill People Inhabiting the Forests ol th

Cochin State. Jowurnal of the Royal Asiatic Society of Great Byitain and Tréld

3: 475482,
FiRER-HAIMENDORF, C. VON |
ot

1960 Notes on the Malapantaram of Travancore. Bulletin of the Infevnait
Commiittes on Urvsent Anthropological and Ethnolozical Reseavch 3: 45-51
GArDNER, P. M i
: A - 7l = « 0
1966  Symmetric Respect and Memorate Knowledge. The Structure and Ecalog) :
Individualistic Culture. Southwestern Jowrnal of Anthropelogy 22: 359412 Y
1969 Paliyan Social Structure. In: D. Damas [edit.], Centr. to Anthrop patt
Societies. No 228 Nat. Mus, Canada. Ottawa.
Hosg, Ca. and W. McDoucALL
1966 The Pagan Tribes of Borneo; 2 Vols. [1912] London
IveEr, L. A KrRIsHNA
1937 The Travancore Tribes and Castes; Vol. 1. Trivandrom,
Loes, E. M.
1935 Sumatra: Its History and People. Wien.
Macepa, M, N, i
_ 0
1964 The Culture of the Mamanua as Compared with that of Other ,\':--;;r:h-'-‘
South East Asia. (San Carlos Publications.) Cebu City.
Maw, E. H
1883 ©On the Original Inhabitants of the Andaman Islands. The [owrnal &
Anthropological Institute 12: 69-175
MATEER, S.
1883 Native Life in Travancore. London

e

Mexox, K. P. P.
1924~ History of Kerala, Notes on Visscher's Letters from Malabar; 3 Vols.
1933 Cochin.

Mureay, R. F. and J. H, STEWARD e
1956 Tappers and Trappers: Parallel Process in Acculturation. Economic BeVE

=9

wient and Soctal Chanre 4: 335-333

RapcLirrE-Browy, A. R,
1964 The Andaman Islanders. [1922] Chicago.




Tappers, Trappers and the Hill Pandaram

Nu,\- S e : 4 Nagpur., Ranchi
H T A Nagpur,
1925 The Bivhors, 4 Little Kriows Jungle Tribe of Chot :

B e o 4 -
"I"\‘i'l‘m K. A N
LA N, P | —— !
1""“:1 A History of South India. |1l":lm- I.E,}Tijl."
1972 The Pandyan Kingdom Swathi. Madr:

5““]—'[1:&;1 y
St P ; ST P SR ondon.

1929 Among the Forest Dwarfs of Malaya. Lon

?\1-.1.“_;3"__”:2\. C.G. and B. Z.

1911 The Veddas. Cambridge.
Uy

"ARD, 1R, s
Theory of Culture Change. Urbana, 111

IH“'ihl’r_n.- E

St 6 Vals. Madsas,
(-.U‘le% . ‘Tribes of Southern [l}i]].l. O Vals {
]Ui(?\'l;l.l LL, C. M

i g Servants. London.

nd Conner
1H"|_:"|

v ARTY

Travancore,

A
kIITlll'(_,Tgu,‘ 72, 157

I!. noir =RV E T 23}
L i L} L . es I 25 a2l
i “hi SLETEs “_‘\j_ 182
N [t rvey of the Travancore and Cochin
el ol th 11 Y C



	Tappers, Trappers and the Hill Pandaram (South India)
	Hill Pandaram


