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Co in a now classic paper on the socio-cultural implications of trading

Par 11° S ^ URPHY an d Steward (1956) showed that there was a certain
tp e , lsrtl in the specific adaptive responses of two very different cultures -

these UllC Urucu °f Brazil and the nomadic Algonkians of Canada. Although
Soc ieties had comparable levels of ‘socio-cultural integration’ these

riaf ^ demonstrated that as these cultures became integrated into a wider

r u Pb economy, which was essentially one of mercantile capitalism - as
the i 1 ta PP ers a nd fur trappers respectively - so this led to a reduction in

sh if t f 6 ^ oca-i integration. With the processes of change incumbent on a
i]1(ji . ° m a subsistence economy to one geared to external barter so the

 ° r%inal ^ emerged as the primary economic and social unit. Thus the
W ere , stru ctures of pre-contact times - the village and band respectively -

a nd g T aStlca % niodified. Additionally, and linked to such changes, Murphy
coll eo WARD emphasized the importance of the personal ties linking the
Rle dia S ^ ores ^ P ro(iucts to individual merchants; the lack of any

biture exc bLan ge in the transactions; and the part which a system of inde-
aRn 0 f^ a yed in binding the primary producers to the market system. The
inter Present paper is to provide further illustrative material for this
gath e • ^ fhesis, and to discuss the ways in which one particular hunter-

^diistr' ° SOdet y constitutes an integral, even if a marginal part, of a pre-
Soci 0 _ sta te. That this particular community is located in a very different

 ki ari I n(f Ula ^ env ironment to that experienced by the Mundurucu and Algon-
Ca ntil e lanS an(^ y e ^ evinces a similar adaptive response to an intrusive mer-

Tfi rter eCOnom y’ l en d s support to Murphy and Steward’s seminal ideas,
is - Qr r ° u ghout the remaining forests of nuclear and South East Asia there

§a.th ere |. dS ^ ear iy P ar t of this century - a scattered population of hunter-
 for e §f ' xv hose pattern of living was largely focussed on the gathering of

 mR nitie sr°dUCts ~ doth for subsistence and for external barter. These com-
aie often described as if they were isolated hunter-gatherers; as if,

 nihr °P^ 72. 1977
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th^ C Worc^ s of Ehrenfels, they were “food gatherers in the strict sense of

'Word (1952: 47). It is evident however from early ethnographic reports
communities 1 - the Kadar, Veddas, Semang and the Kubus are

that trading contacts formed a significant and integral aspect of

the
° n these

exa mpf
^ e - P ies - that trading contacts formed a significant and integral aspect of
^ r Cu ftural life. Various jungle products such as dammar resin, honey and

are ^’ -^cat and turmeric were traded with specific individuals in the plains
si] ln exc ^ an S e f° r tobacco, salt, billhooks, arecanut and cloth. Although

a carter with villagers was recorded such trading was done mainly through
the^ 6111 P a t rona g e &gt; the gatherers of the forest produce being considered

esse ^ assaf s ’, or owing allegiance to specific individuals whose orientation was
la lly mercantile 2 . The social patterns and cultural life of these various

cich Cornrnu mties were remarkably alike, for they filled a similar economic
Sllrr an(f experienced the same kind of harassment and exploitation from
oj ° Un(fing agricultural peoples. A comparison between these communities is

°f hu^ 86 instruct ive, but need not detain us here, for they constitute the type
nter 'g a therer which Gardner has described as ‘individualistic culture’,

y elated, according to this scholar, to inter-cultural 'pressure’, the
av oid as P ec f s °f this culture are a stress on bilateral kinship relations, the
r e§ ance °f overt agression, and an emphasis on self-sufficiency, symmetric
of ’ mdividualism and memorate knowledge (1966: 1969). But what is

f ra ^ ai ln ferest with respect to these Asian communities is the seeming
i entar y na ture of their social aggregates. In all these cultures the nuclear

c 0lls - y ^ Unc tioned as the primary economic unit, and residential aggregates

in ten| e ^ essen fialfy °f between one and five families camping together, either
Pcrlp P ° lar y ^ ea f shelters or rock caves. Like the Shoshone Indians they are

gr atiaoP'! Pe$ f described as living at the ‘family level of socio-cultural inte-
f° Un ^ n (Steward 1955), for rarely more than thirty individuals were ever

c^o^-tmg together. Equally important, as Fox stresses in his dis
arm fhe Indian hunter-gatherers, was the lack of extensive reciprocity
t° r y i nn ^ ainon £ family groups, and the prevalent pattern of highly migra-
^ent *+• ^duals - features which Fox suggests are consonant with “the frag-

ext ern ai° n societ y individually competitive units, each geared to
cuit Ure f ra de” (1969: 142). What is of interest is the contrast between these
fore^ an&lt;^ Andamanese Islanders who, though living in a very similar
CLip FE eav ^ ron ment, lived in larger, more settled aggregates. Indeed Rad-
Anq a r °Wn (1964) and Man (1883) speak of the ‘forest dwellers’ in the

as living in ‘villages’ or ‘permanent encampments’ that
dis^ ^es f°°k the form of large communal habitations. Moreover their noma-
Paucity^ limited to dry season movements only. Equally significant is the

°f myth and ritual ceremonial among the Asian hunter-gatherers as

d863) ) s eleva nt information on these communities is given in Fryer (1868), Bailey
i &gt;ort an t LlGMANN (1911), Schebesta (1929), Evans (1937) and Forbes (1885). Also

a g are Pahmen (1908) and Roy (1925) on the Paliyans and Birhor respectively.
H ° SE a ndeV 0r ^ nstance Annandale and Robinson (1902:414), Maceda (1964:48),

McDougall (1966; 177-193) and Evans (1937: 34).
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compared with the Andamanese 3 . 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 enclave

ment, as gatherers of marketable forest produce, within a wider economic
system. Both these factors, as I have argued 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 Malapantàram (Hid
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 three
parts. Firstly I shall offer some historical notes on South India stressing what
has hitherto been overlooked, or at least considered of secondary importance
in accounts of Asian hunter-gatherers, namely the trading contacts. Then
I shall give a brief outline of the Hill Pandaram, focussing on their pattern
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 I shall discuss the socio-cultural implications of these external
contacts with reference to Murphy and Steward’s thesis broached at th e

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 Kurinci 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 earb
Tamil kingdoms had important and well-developed trading relations overseas,
especially with the Roman Empire with whom they traded living animals-
External trade also included important forest products such as sandalwood,
ivory, pepper, ginger, cardamom and myrobalam - all of which are mentioned
as being exported from the Malabar Coast. As the forests came under th £

jurisdiction of the Tamil kingdoms, or under the control of semi-independeE
chieftains or zamindars, from ancient times ‘royalties’ were levied on sud 1

forest products as cardamom, bamboos, ivory, honey and wax. FurtherrnoE
hunting expeditions into the forests by the Raja or by members of the dominai 1 1
castes seem to have been regular events, and on such occasions the servie^
of the hill-people would no doubt have been requisitioned. All these fad 1"

make it extremely unlikely that during historical times those community
- whether hunter-gatherers or shifting cultivators - would have escaped td

influence and the dominance of the surrounding agriculturists. And sud 1
dominance would have stemmed not from the peripheral cultivators, bd

would have been related to the needs and requirements of a pre-industP
state and a highly developed civilization, centred for the Pandya kingdom d
least on Madurai 4 . Yet many writers on the hill tribes of Southern ludE

3 The relative scarcity of myth and ritual among Asian hunter-gatherers is W eil

tioned by several writers. See for instance Seligmann (1911), Evans (1937) and "

(1935:284-285).
4 Important sources on the early history of South India are to be found in 5lE&gt;

(1924-1933) and Sastri (1966, 1972).
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^Peak of these people as ‘social isolates’ or as ‘aboriginals’ the implication
ein g that they are autochthons of the forest, historically without contact

the plains people. Ehrenfels for instance considers the Kadar as having
1 isolated in their forests” for a long period, thus protected from the
e nce of the plains culture. He in fact regarded the advent of forest con-

0rs a t the turn of the century as having radically altered the Kadan
°my, changing it from one based exclusively on subsistence food gathering

Th° ne ^ asec^ on the collection of forest products for barter (1952: 47-48).
18 Perspective seems to me misleading for there is ample evidence, as I have

tipf eSted ’ ^at external trading contacts had been going on since earliest
thg 68 Otters J ACOrBUS Visscher who resided at Cochin from 1717-1723,
an / ri tings of the Abbe Dubois 5 , and the economic survey of the Travancore
Ce ^ ^ 0c hin states made by Ward and Conner at the beginning of the 19th

ari ^ r y ~ all indicate the importance of trading links between the hill people

a nd Caste - s y s te m °f the plains. What is significant about these contacts,

jgg is brought about particularly in the latter survey (Ward and Conner
0r ^ ‘ f 38-139) are twofold. Firstly, the hill tribes were considered to ‘belong’
fion Ve alle S ianc e f° specific states or petty chieftains, and that the exploita-
• r the forest resources was organized through specific merchants or

ite,Ti 18 ' 3 ec °ndly^, that these forest products formed an important revenue
tjj ^ 0r fhe respective kingdoms. In fact some 78 per cent of the revenue of

and s ^ a f e of Pandalam, which was a small buffer state between Travancore

e handya kingdom, was derived from temple offerings and the sale of
con S° duce { a ddeyerrae). Even as late as 1913 the sale of minor forest produce

v e jjy ] f u f e d some 25 per cent (Rs 24, 616) of the total revenue of the Tinne-
W ere Strict. It is probable that the main collectors of this forest produce
tlm +f Ucdl lifting cultivators as the Kannikars and Muthuvan; nevertheless

e three
§athe r i n

p and ^ at the end of the 19th century - the Kadar, Paliyan and Hill
tn r • rartl ~ seem to have been equally enmeshed in trading functions. In

of x ^ then now to the Hill Pandaram 6 1 can but conclude that the gathering

setti 1 P r °duce for barter has always been a crucial factor in the cultural

ev er |5 ^ 0u th Indian hunter-gatherers, and that it is doubtful if they can
histo • re § arde d as being culturally isolated from wider Hindu society - within

!^ al times at least.
of a . e ear liest note I can trace on the Hill Pandaram comes from the pen

^TNry Sl0nar E&gt; and records the observations of a fellow missionary, the Rev.
Ar a y a^ ^KER who began the “work of evangelizing and civilizing” the Mala

8 about 1849 in the forest areas near Mundakayam. The extract reads:

mam communities of the Western Ghats who were still hunter-

5 t

6 context see Menon (1924-1933) and Dubois (1905).
Hl 973 eSearch among the Hill Pandaram was undertaken between June 1972 and

an&lt;^ Was supported by research grants from the Social Science Research Council
^ e&lt;%e h ere Jrranian Trust. To these agencies I am grateful. I would also like to acknow-

Supp 0r ^ le an d theoretical stimulus I have received from James Woodburn, and
§ 1 ven to me in the field by E. N. Bhaskaran of the Kerala Forest Service.
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He also met with a few miserable beings calling themselves Hill Pandarafft
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 chg
roots, snare the ibex of the hills, and eat jungle fowls, eat rats and snakes and even
crocodiles 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 (Mateer 1883: 81)-

Thus the earliest note on the Hill Pandaram makes mention of trading

contacts, and this observation is reiterated by Thurston (1909/5: 51) and by
D’Penha who writes of their collections of minor forest produce for forest

contractors (1902: 392).
At the present time the Hill Pandaram remain “wandering hillmen of

 sorts” (as D' Penh a described them) for their livelihood still largely depend 5
on the gathering of forest products - for subsistence and barter. Living in the
forested hills south of Lake Periyar, and numbering about a thousand inch'
viduals, they are to a large extent isolated from the wider culture. With a
population density of 1-2 per sq. mi., their pattern of social organization wa 5
succinctly expressed by Krishna Iyer who some forty years ago wrote that
they live “in families of two or three in a locality. They do not stick to an&gt;
 one place. They remain for a week and move on when the food supply 15

exhausted” (1937: 97).
Although their movements cannot be explained in such simple econom lC

terms Krishna Iyer in this paragraph indicates the two essential feature 5
of Hill Pandaram residential patterns. The first is that their camps are eX'
tremely limited in size, consisting of one to six leaf shelters with, typically ’
each shelter housing a conjugal family. Each family is a separate commensal
and economic unit. Only meat is exchanged between these units, and the 11
only when the meat is for direct consumption and not for barter. Some thirty
per cent of the camps visited by me consisted only of a conjugal family; bu*
typically an encampment was comprised of 2 or 3 co-habiting couples witb
 their children. Secondly, the Hill Pandaram are in fact, and in sentiment»
nomadic, and are so characterized by local agriculturists - who denigrate th lS
aspect of their culture. The usual length of stay at a particular camping stf e
or cave is from 5 to 10 days usually, and distances travelled vary betwe 011
y2 and 4 miles. Linked with such nomadism is that there is a continuing
pattern of separation and re-aggregation between families and individual 5
(even children); but significantly this is not linked to any seasonal variatE 1^
 in the supply of forest produce. Many of the latter of course are seasoua
commodities, but the pattern of aggregation nonetheless does not indicate aT
fluctuation. There is no seasonal concentration of families such as we find 111

many other hunter-gathering societies.
Although in subsistence terms and as individuals the Hill Pandara 11 ^

display a varied pattern of adaptive response for specific individuals m a L
cultivate small tapioca plots or engage in temporary survey work for *b e

Forest Department, the Hill Pandaram essentially have a gathering economy

7 Efforts were made some forty years ago by the Forest Department of TravaU c
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o j. ls one moreover which involves two modes of production, for the collection
4 . forest products is both for subsistence and barter. Subsistence food gath-

^rin g involves the hunting of small forest animals - those primarily taken

anil ^ mon ^ or li zar ^, tortoise, chevrotain, bombili, two species of monkey
 th §evera^ varieties of squirrel - either by means of a muzzle-loader, or with

e help of dogs, as well as the collection of certain wild vegetable foods. The

inn lm P or fant of these are wild yams (Dioscorea spp.), the flour from the
r P 1 ih of two palms Arenga wightii and Caryota mens, and the nuts of

small, cycad which grows profusely in certain types of deciduous forest,

s ffi aspect of their economic life I have discussed more fully elsewhere;
p e to mention here that subsistence food gathering presents the Hill
afle ^ aram w ^h a certain economic security, forest life offering a relatively
a jp pUa t e subsistence. Indeed long before the discussions on the original
s 0 societ y Krishna Iyer wrote that the Hill Pandaram obtained "food
 in GaSlly ^^ a ^ they did not suffer from want” and put this down as a dis-

g a ^n^ Ve to progress (1937: 116). Of significance is the fact that although the
ba . eri ng of vegetable resources for direct consumption is done on a family

to ’ any mea t not bartered is shared amongst all individuals camping
labe^ er ^ * S therefore misleading to characterize the Hill Pandaram by such
/ r a s atomistic’ or to describe them as a ‘non-co-operative’ culture

Kroner).
C| e ^ he collection of forest products for external barter falls under three

^v hh ^ distinguishable spheres. Firstly, there is the illicit trade associated
forestthe -hilgiri langur, a species of black monkey which is common in montane

Certain Hill Pandaram have specialized in the hunting of these mon-
t br v' hose meat has a high market value in the plains area) there being
ia cilit^i0Ut ^hats an organized though undercover marketing system
esp ec atln § ^he exploitation of this resource. Secondly, a number of products,
Ta -% meat, honey and incha bark are traded with local villagers or with

-1 tourers working in the reserve forests. These transactions usually do

for lnV(h ye cash payments; the Hill Pandaram bartering their commodities

for e;q Clpc Provisions. Invariably the exchange is to the disadvantage of the
Hip p Peo Ple, especially when honey or dammar resin is involved. As many
anq p a^ararrL Pave no knowledge of current marketing prices in the plains,
the y are

economic sophistication when it comes to such trading relations,
’ to put it bluntly, usually cheated. And very often the villager indi-

0 ^duce th vr
Uns Ucc e 16 ^iii Pandaram to settle down and cultivate - a venture which was largely

aSs °ciated U • ^ P resen i- time, however, some 70 per cent of Hill Pandaram are
(^hich j s " ^ settlements’ - either with the government sponsored scheme at Achencoil
*° r est Th ln attem P t to settle forty families) or with ‘hillmen settlements’ within the
betw e en 9 6SC °i (ter settlements have no corporate functions or unity, and consist of
ticul ar an d § grass shelters. Up to about 12 families may be ‘associated’ with a par-

rarely c emen t but the land alloted to the Hill Pandaram by the Forest Department
a 8dcult u UP ' Va i-ed by the Hill Pandaram themselves - they lease out the land to local

^' e Hill p S S anc^ take a share of the produce (usually tapioca). Thus the majority of
a ndaram are essentially nomadic gatherers of forest produce.
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cates the imbalance only to deride and ridicule the Hill Pandaram for their
ignorance. It is indeed worth noting that until comparatively recently silent
barter was recorded between the Hill Pandaram and neighbouring agricub
turists (Forbes 1939: 218). Finally there is the barter of forest products
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 historically
been considered the virtual ‘wards’ of the Forest Department, and like most
hunter-gatherers have no lands rights in the forest areas they inhabit. Ah
forest products therefore are deemed to be national resources, and then
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 01
June each year, and the contract given to the highest bidder. Depending 611
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 con

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 con
ditions forbid the collection of ivory, timber and bamboo, and demand that
 not only are monthly statements of the products collected to be submitted
to the forest officer but accurate and separate accounts of all produce obtained
be available for inspection. There is also a significant but ambiguous clans 6
stating that the contractor or his men shall not appropriate for themselves
any produce collected by the “hill tribes for their bonafide use”. Whether th e
term ‘use’ here covers the right of hill tribes like the Hill Pandaram to dispo se
 of their collections in a manner of their own choosing is unclear, but certain!)
the forest contractors regard the forest produce of a particular range as th 611
exclusive property. And they go to considerable lengths to ensure that th e
Hill Pandaram do not sell dammar or honey to outside agencies - eve 11

employing agents to visit Hill Pandaram encampments in the forest in orde 1
to check upon the latter’s economic activities. This does not curtail the

Hü 1

Pandaram to any great extent for they trade a minimal amount of honey aIlC
incha bark and other products to local foresters, and to other outside cm 1
tacts, and may even sell the produce collected in one range to the contract 61
 (through his agent) in a neighbouring range. But the fact that the right t6
buy minor forest produce is, by government warrant, placed in the hands 0
one contractor means that the trading relationships in which the Hill P alT
 daram are primarily involved are, as far as prices are concerned, alm 0 ^

inflexible. Because the contractor has a monopoly and can dictate prices, td e

Hill Pandaram are paid what is essentially a nominal price for the prod aCL
 they collect, and they have no means at their disposal for influencing th 6 ^
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0r% ^ P r °frt s which are made by the merchant contractors can
e&gt;c pe described as exhorbitant - and such profits are primarily at the

. j-i

) cney nave to be accepted on a take it or leave it basis. They have no

i Uni ty of offering the produce elsewhere, for the contractual system
ha-rul ^ ^ Government severely limits the market, placing it solely in the
s yste § ° ne man ’ ^ * s n °t the P^ ace ^ ere t° examine in detail this marketing

rn,

described as exhorbitant

detail^ P r ^ nc ^P a ^ collectors, namely the Hill Pandaram. Accurate
hio tr ° n c °ll e ction of minor forest produce are difficult to obtain. The

a re ^ reports sent to forest officials are highly inaccurate (if indeed they
tra r f U ^ m ^ 1:ec^ an&lt;-l d 0 n °t itemize many of the products collected. The con-

aff a ir s rS themselves are very unwilling to disclose details of their business
ly s j S ' ^ u t some idea of the nature of their profits can be gleaned by ana-

&lt; dle Sa ^ e tins Poocy» which represents a monthly collection
P a 1 ° ne ran S e during the honey season. This is usually bought from the Hill

a bot^ airL a ^ price of 45 Rs for a 4 gallon tin (19 litres). In Trivandrum
e Xc i u ^. e °1 honey (-.68 litre) is normally sold for about ten rupees, thus,
t 0rs &amp; transport costs, on the sale of one months supply of honey, contrac
tile an rna ^;e something in the region of 17580 Rs which more than covers

Vfpch i ease payment of the whole range. Likewise, white dammar
s°ib .^ a £ en ts buy from the Hill Pandaram for about one rupee per kilo, is
int 0 - 1 * dva ndrum, on market stalls, for ten times that price. If we take

Iïl °rithCC0Unt ^ acd th a t Pandaram collect honey for five or six

P r ° d uc the year, and that large quantities of other marketable forest
girig er . are s °ld’ to the contractors or their agents - dammar, cardamom,

that h' lnc ha bark, turmeric and various medicinal roots - then we can see

j^ e P r °fits are involved.
Hill p 1S difficult to assess with any precision the degree to which individual

 ditj es a ^ ara m families are involved in the collection of marketable commo-

proq Ucts s P ec ific families vary in the extent to which they collect the various
aCc °rdin ^ additi °n the availability of certain products varies not only
difficult ^ Season hut a t so according to locality - and this too makes it
are av . 0 es thnate the ‘income’ derived from this source. No accurate figures

Gng Up • a ^ ^° r s P eci fi c trading localities to enable me to estimate over a

s heq § ^ 3 a nd with respect to those Hill Pandaram bringing produce to the
^fillies arrL °nnt of minor forest produce collected by individual men and
% not esAnd n ° madic as the Hill Pandaram themselves during my research

a 0d. frag 1T] 0n collecting activities of individual families are intermittent
 t° inqj cntary. But inspite of these difficulties some attempt must be made
r He reric ^ e the extent of their collecting activities. This can be done by
the f 0 p 0n e trading shed. At the Kallar shed at the end of September
dv ° arnoun ts of forest produce were recorded on site - the result of

'° c ality S c °Uecting activités by the Hill Pandaram inhabiting this forest

laminar 450 kg.
R°ney 10 tins

Beeswax 20 kg.
Cardamom 10 kg.
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During August-September eight men and their families had been camping 111
the valley, and thus the average weekly collections per family amounted to
7 kg. of dammar, 3 litres of honey, about y2 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 note'
book kept by the agent at the shed. Two typical ‘account-sheets’ will illu 5 '

trate the collecting pattern during the two months.

Date of Visit Value of Produce Value of Pro-

to the Shed Traded visions Taker

6/9 39.00

12/9 37.50 4.00

13/9 2.10 53.50

22/10 1.80

2/11 39.10 5.00

78.70 103.30

balance owing 24.60

balance b / f 115.60

11/10 67.25 69.92

24/10 17.20 3.10
11.80

84.45 200.42

balance owing 115.97

The ‘income’ of many Hill Pandaram families from the sale of forest prod ucC
 is less than this, but for the typical gatherer an income of about 20 rup ee_
a week seems to be a valid estimate - it being slightly higher during the iu al11

 honey season (March-May).
Several points of interest emerge from a consideration of these tradi 11 ^

contacts. .

The first is that there is considerable variation in the degree to wh 1 -
individual Hill Pandaram families are involved in the trade of marketa 1

forest produce. Some young men are almost professional honey gathe rel
collecting over 15 tins a year; some families maintain a continuous exploitab 0

of marketable commodities and come regularly each week to the tra&lt;
di^
tlrá

HWcontact to exchange their collections for necessary provisions. But o

families collect only dammar, honey and wax systematically and then 0 ^
on an intermittent basis, and depend for long periods wholly on food resoui

gathered from the forest.
The second point of interest is that many Hill Pandaram have

on M
to

intermittent contacts with the outside world, coming every ten days or s°
the trading shed for the purposes of trade, but otherwise remaining sod a
isolated. Their contact with other communities therefore is limited alu1^ .
entirely to those engendered by trading relationships. The third point aim
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to ttlg ]
CQnt lar §e debts the Hill Pandaram often incur with the agents of the forest
sin aci:ors - Not all agents give provisions on credit, though they may occa-

pj-jj y advance loans, but most do, and the general pattern is one where the
coll an&lt;aaram are often paying-off debts with the forests products they have
, e d. Sometimes these debts are considerable, like that of the Hill Pan-

for eS £ &lt;ae ^ a ^ e&lt;^ above, for 116 rupees is equivalent to six weeks collection of
^cur ^ roc^ uce - certain forest localities individual Hill Pandaram often

credit^ 6 Wra ^ °f fbe contactors (and their agents) by taking provisions on
sever ’ an d then disappearing into the forests for extended periods. I have
w ho h recorc^ s °f agents refusing to give provisions to certain Hill Pandaram
°f ^ a&lt;a been lax in meeting their 'payments’. Forest contractors at the end
° v er if ear frequently have to ‘write-off’ unpaid debts and they may lament
f nr eir losses’. But these debts have a functional value to the contractor

frstr ° n ^ P ut bim in the guise of a benefactor, but they serve as
p a Ument s of coercion enabling the agents to cajole and pressure the Hill

am mto collecting the valuable minor forest produce,

fradip Co ^ ec fr° n dammar resin is an important aspect of Hill Pandaram
it i§ f g Nations for not only is it available throughout most of the year, but
f ° r est s Un(i ^ f° res f areas, being common in both deciduous and evergreen
V a t e S ' Consisting of the congealed resin of the trees Canerium strictum and

n eatl ln ^ ca it is a fairly easily exploited resource, and its collection fits in
Us Ual^ fbeir pattern of eclectic gathering. The collection of dammar is
t° done by men, and it ranks next to honey and wax in its importance

ecl ec tj Pandaram. The latter commodities are gathered either during
gr 0llp 1C f° ra ging or, with respect to the large honey bee, at night by a small
hi glUy ° men and boys. Usually the men are affines. This activity is
eve re. ^ dn § er ous, for the honey is taken from the outer branches of large

are n f ree s. Dammar, honey and the illicit gathering of the black monkey

Coli ect main commodities collected by the Hill Pandaram for trade. But they
t edi o Us man y other forest resources for this purpose. It would of course be
n\ 0r S catalogue them all here, but the following list includes some of the

lm P°rtant items.

India bark
Cardamom
Kuranthodi roots
Turmeric
Nellikai fruits of
Orila roots
Soapnut
Maravathi seeds
 Wild Ginger
Kanpram beans
Nangu seeds

Acacia intsia
Elettaria cardamomum

Sida rhombifolia
Curcuma longa
Phyllanthus emblica
Hemionites cordifolia
Sapindus trifoliatus
Hydrocarpus weightiana
Zingiber officinalis
Strychnos nox-vomica
Messua ferrea

Of
as

In h'
s w °rk on the Kadar Ehrenfels has little to say on the collection

e ' )re§ t produce, though he clearly recognized the contractual system
Native one. And he primarily sees it as a male activity which has

^inor
an
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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 then
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 vie"
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 th e
collection of forest commodities as having indirectly led to the displacement
of wild food plants by such staples as rice and tapioca, the women, in th e
process, having become redundant. But to see a change-over from subsisted
food-gathering to the systematic collection of marketable forest produce 111
such stark terms seems to me misleading. And for various reasons. Firstly 1

ignores the fact that such trading relations, as I have indicated earlier, ha ve
a long history, the marketing of forest produce through contractual system
having been in operation since at least the beginning of the 19th century»
and perhaps earlier. Secondly, it ignores the fact that although the collect! 011
of dammar, honey and black monkey is mainly the prerogative of men, worn 011
are also actively engaged in the collection of forest products - the gathering
of turmeric, gooseberry (ndlikai) and many other marketable products beh1 #
primarily done by women (and children); although it is worth stressing h° ie
that there is no pronounced economic division of labour. Thirdly, because tb®
digging of yams (like so much else of Hill Pandaram culture) is denigrah
by local villagers, the Hill Pandaram when questioned about their diet,
invariably stress that they ‘always’ eat rice, although in fact (because this 15
a relatively high-priced commodity) many families take this staple o 11 ^
infrequently. Finally it is important to stress that the income derived h 0111
the sale of marketable forest products is only partly spent on acquiring su°b
staples as rice and tapioca, and much less than one would expect if th e ~ e

Provision Value in rupees

Small packet of salt -.30
Chillies 250 gm. 1.88

Small onion 250 gm. -.35

Coriander seeds 100 gm. -.40

1 Coconut -.95

Coconut oil 200 gm. 1.70

Palmyra sugar 500 gm. 1.80

Coffee powder 100 gm. 1.20

Betel leaves 20 -.30
Arecanuts 5 -.40

Lime paste -.10

Beedie cigarettes 1 packet -.25
Box of matches 2 -.60

Bar of cheap soap 2 -.25

Dried tapioca 6 kg. 6.00

16.48
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ev'îf eS ous ted wild yams from, the Hill Pandaram diet sheet. This is
it ent b y an examination of some typical provision lists (given above). It

frorp cons titutes essentially a week’s 'rations’ for a family, collected
a trading contact by one of its members.

s ^ will be seen that a large proportion of their income from trade is
‘ Pent on '

^ents
beverages, tobacco and chewing materials, and on herbs and condi-

This '' an&lt;^ sta P les constitute less than 40 per cent of the supplies taken,
to 18 Epical pattern; the amount of staples taken being hardly sufficient
b e ^ ray tdc for a family for more than a day or so. Frequently no staples will

c an ^ a ^' "bbus for most Hill Pandaram families the acquired staples
Vl ewed as supplementing the collection of wild food plants rather than

16 reverse.

^ the above paragraphs I have described in broad outline the nature
reso c °utractual system through which the Hill Pandaram market forest
e^s. And I have stressed that this is not a recent institution. Thus I
(and Su b sc ribe to the view tentatively put forward by Furer-Haimendorf
has strongly argued by Ehrenfels with respect to the Kadar) that there
°ne h n a c hange-over from a purely food-gathering subsistence economy to

cb a e&lt;a on the systematic collection of forest produce. Rather, the over-all
s y§F es .have been more complex. But what is significant about this trading
Sx Ew 18 lts affinities to the pattern of exchanges described by Murphy and
Wjfp , with respect to the Mundurucu and Algonkians. Although barter
^ aiMa ^ V ^ a ff e communities has been, and is still important to the Hill
And 4.f arn ’ the bulk of trading is done through the above contractual system.
re( luir S exc b an ge system is geared less to local village needs than to the
Ur ban eillent’S a w iff er urban economy. The forest contractors are in fact

eitb e r d. ra(^ ers with extensive mercantile interests, and are for the most part
c° mn v iwian Christians or Moslems - both traditionally high ‘caste’ trading

on lles - As the forest contractor is to an important degree dependent

tradip C °^ ec ^ on °f the minor forest produce, and as the Hill Pandaram
tb eri .° nall y (in the forest area under review) are the collectors par excellence,
^and a neV ^ a ^^ these entrepreneurs go to some lengths to induce the Hill
Which raiTl collect the valuable produce. I have earlier described the role
t\vo 0r 11 ‘ c^ e htedness plays in this inducement. All forest contractors employ

che c p ree nien to act as personal agents in this respect, their duty being to
and to a ^° n activities of the Hill Pandaram living within the leased range,
Ihe§e Ca i°^ e or coerce the Hill Panadaram into collecting the forest produce.
forestg 1*1611 are often feared and the Hill Pandaram when camping in remote
abont s ^ ^ re ^ use t° answer calls of anyone attempting to locate the where-

tndeed • camps - fearing it might be one of the unwanted agents.

arAiety ln Sabarimala forests the Hill Pandaram express a generalized
that the^^ an tipathy towards the agents of forest contractors, and intimate
Past ph are Physically assaulted by them. It is very probable that in the
Plat ^h[s , Ca^ c °ercion against the Hill Pandaram was freely indulged in - and

'heir b e h ^ el y accounts for the ‘timidity’ and ‘shyness’ which characterizes
Vl °nr in the village setting. But compared with shifting cultivators
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their nomadic tendencies, and the fact that they could retreat easily to moi e
remote forests in order to evade the intrusions made upon them by the agents
of the forest contractors gave them, no doubt, a certain independence 8 .

The forest contractor himself visits the forest localities only infrequently»
the Hill Pandaram deal primarily with his agents in the forest. In the AcheU'
coil and Kallar ranges (some 110 sq. mi. of forest) there are two trading
'sheds’, at Pallivasal and at Chitarmuzhi on the Kallar. Here in temporal}

 thatched sheds an agent of the forest contractor lives, somewhat isolated
from the wider society, the nearest town being Shencottah about twent}
miles away. In Achencoil village, set in the heart of the forest, a local Nay al
(Maran) landowner acts as a further agent for the contractor, taking an agr ee ^

percentage of the takings for handling the forest products. His ‘shop’ in th e
village has very much the atmosphere of a trading post, and on their visit 5
to the village the Hill Pandaram are usually to be seen hanging-about th 1 ^

particular venue; it is very much an 'economic centre of gravity’.
Each of these trading localities carries the necessary provisions needed

by the Hill Pandaram inhabiting the surrounding forests. Significantly
Hill Pandaram do not sell their forest collections to the agents, but rather a
modified form of barter takes place. The agent takes the products which d lC
Hill Pandaram bring to the shed - dammar, honey or incha bark - and fd e

value of these is assessed, usually by measure rather than by weight. Th e
amount is noted down by the agent. The Hill Pandaram will then take w

 ha 1

provisions they require (the list earlier gives an example) and the value
oí

these too will be calculated by the agent, and recorded, often in a small creudit

notebook, but sometimes on a scrap of paper. Sometimes the collectors \\dd
take a small advance with the provisions, and on an occasion may even

their produce directly to the agent - but typically there is no medium
exchange involved in the transactions. Although this relationship is esse 11
tially an economic one, a fair degree of intimacy is engendered between
Hill Pandaram and specific agents by these contacts. Sometimes a Hill P al1
daram family may camp near one of the trading sheds for a few days (thoU&amp;
never close to the village). Loose sexual relations between the agents a11
Hill Pandaram women are evident; but it is noteworthy that I recorded llL
permanent liaisons. Village gossip often refers to the activities of past age Ilts
alluding primarily to the alleged ‘promiscuity’ of the Hill Pandaram. A Kur aN ‘
man I knew in Achencoil told me graphically how one Naidu contractor,
had a shed near Ambanad Tea Estate in the past, gave all the Hill Pandai a ^

of the nearby forests muzzle-loaders, and while they were away hunting ^
the forest, and collecting other forest produce, made himself at home
their womenfolk. Several Hill Pandaram I knew were considered to be

8 There is an essential similarity between the social situation of the Hill

daram and that of the Mbuti pygmies as described by Turnbull (1966). Like the pyê n ^ e
 the Hill Pandaram move between “two worlds" - the forest and the village. B ut ^

“village world" the latter community comes into contact with is not a tribal one h

highly developed agrarian civilization.
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l u ren the contractor. The story had a suitable ending; after a carefree,

^ e a.rly lif e the Naidu contractor later became a swami and now, according
e Kurava, lives a secluded life in Madurai temple.

f 0 ^ ^ he intrusive nature of this contractual trading system, geared as it is
0 j heeds of a wider market economy; the fact that it is essentially one

f 0 ^ rcardile barter and that credit arrangements serve to bind the collectors
merchant trader; the increasing reliance of the Hill Pandaram on

r emin Ured £°°h s brought in by the merchants - all these features are
a j So , 1Sce ht of trading contacts elsewhere, not only in South East Asia but

hnl' fu Americas - as described by Murphy and Steward. The causal
°f a 686 sc ^°^ ars postulate between such trading contacts and the emergence
a p s ° c iaJ pattern in which the individual family is the primary unit is equally

ijjtg 1 e ^ 0r South Indian hunter-gatherers. For as I have argued elsewhere

prCtTTT” 3 are highly relevant in attempting to understand the
thei r ^ • ^ raT men t ar y nature of Hill Pandaram society - their nomadism and

b ee mi ted group structuring. The hunter-gatherers of South India have
a n q esc ribed as "culturally the most backward” (Darlington 1969: 29)
th e i r S "most primitive” (Elwin 1943) of contemporary cultures. But
§en e p^ reSen ^ cu ltural condition has it seems to me nothing to do with their

f Uncti rtla ke-up or with their status as hunter-gatherers, but rather it is
^thip0nad^ re l a ted to their enclavement, as gatherers of forest commodities,
eri s p environs of a pre-industrial state. The alleged cultural impov-
ar e Z11611 ! °f these cultures therefore has little to do with the fact that they

f° 0(1 er ~gatherers, still less that they are a ‘survival’ of some primaeval
lkei r ^ a ^ e ring culture that was once widespread in Southern India; rather
de Scr i^nc^v ^dualistic culture’ (as both Raghaviah 1962 and Gardner 1966 so
and t Q e S ° Uth Indian gatherers) is an adaptive response to external pressures,

their economic enclavement in, and exploitation by, an urban pre
civilization.
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