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CHAPTER ITT
KINSHIP

Fetle ons init

What constitutes kinship was for a long time a debated
sudbject. Pc:x1 regards kinship as a social relationship based on
consanguinity. Consanguinity is usually defined in termsof
common descent from an ancestor (or snoestors). When common
descent is taken as the oriterion of kinship, only those who are
related cognatically to, that is, those who share a coamon ancestor

with ego are to be reckoned ae kin.

For some purposes, howsver, the descent criterion may be
restricted to males and descent may be traced thoough males
exclusively and 'on ly those deacendan\‘tsv of a common ancestor in the
male line will be recognized as kin. This suggests that in the
patrilineal system, ego can have kin only bn the father's side and -
not on the mother's aido;vhis kin will be only agnatic. Similarly,
in a matrilineal system, where descent is traced through the females
excluasively, ego's kin can only be uterine. Of course, unilineal
descent is kinship. But it is only a kind of kinship; it does not
exhaust kinship.

But in the unilineal descent gréupa like clans, ego can trace
kinship-- consarguineal connection with the agnates--only upto a
certain degree. There are a number of agnates in such unilinesl
descent groups to whom kinsip links may not bs traced. This
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raiges the following questions: Is it proper to regard as kin
those people to whan‘bgc cannot trace kinship links? What else
is then the d&ttereheo between those to whom kinship links can dbe
traced and those to whom they cannot be traced? How is {t right
to place them together in the kinship network?

Soheffler and Lounsbury> hold that kinship is based on

goneyalogy and kin relationships should be defined by genealogioal
reckoning. Kbeuing3 aleo shares the view and atates that every-
where kinship is reckoned in genealogical terms. The emphasis
those writers place on genealogy for kinship reokoning implies
that only those relations that can be genealogically defined can

~be kin relationships.

It is thus made clear that mere sharing a common ancestor
does not fors consanguinity. Descent from a common ancestor should
be genealogically proved. When there is no posasibility of esta-
blishing genealogical relationship, desocnt from a common ancestor

| cannot constitute consanguinity.

Again, there is s problea in defining kinship in terms of
oonsanguinity. When kinship is taken to be biclogical or genetie,
ts re can be no such phencmenon as social kinship. The genetic
principle of kinship does not operate in fho case of adopted
children who lsck a ganetio link with the fostereparents and the
asdopted children are,of course, non-kin. However, the relationship
between them is assimilated into one of real klnship.4 Though not
a genitor, the foster-parent is treated as the father (pater) and
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the adopted child as thejson/daughter. The sdopted child becomes
a menber of the foster-father's descent group and carrieé the
descent line without any break; his children deocome the heirs

to his 'father'.

!ax5 says that kinship system usually works on the ‘genetic’
model. Kin rels#ionship is diological. Should any non-biological
‘relationship oscur, it is just assimilated into one of biologieal
relationshtp. |

3.2. Affinity

When kinship i restricted to oonsanguinity, it excludes
affinity or relationships that flow through marriage. Not only is
affinity excluded from kinship but it is also deemed to be distinect
from kinship. Quite often, kinship is contrasted with affinity.
Kinship 1a taken to mean relastionship by blood and affinity,
relationship by marriage. |

But the distinotion between kinship and affinity is s mere
exaggeration. Affinity forms part of kinship. As ?read-ans remarks,
it is impossible t0 speak of kinship without including marriage and
consequent relationships. Kinship is bilateral. Bot only the
oonlanguincul‘rolationa. but also affinal relations conestitute
kinship. In other words, kinship is consanguinity plus affinity.

3.3. The ?1::3&131 Ka}}ara' Concept of Kinehip

The Piramslai Kellars' concept of kinship includes both
consanguinity and affinity. Those who are related by bdlood ties
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and those who are related by marriage are both deemed to be kin.

The Piramalai Kallars use the word kele for kin relationship

and the word kelakarri for kinsfolk. Those who are related by
blood ties and affinal relatives are both designated kelakarri.

3.3.1. Zracing of Kinghip

Among the Piramalai Kallars, one can be kc}akﬁiz or ke}akiwiv

to ego, only when the relationship is traceable. »Anyone to whoa

 ego can trace relationship of any kinlis taken as a relative.

But the kinship need not be traced in a direct, straight line.
It can be traced in a roundabout way. Ony msy not come in a straight,
direect line of kinship to ego. Yet one may be recognized as a
kelekare or kelakfri,if one is related to a direct kelakdré or

k‘}akiri of ego. If one's kinship to a relstive can be traced, one

&s
may be reckoned a relative.

Thus, the Piramalai Ka}}ara ineist upon traceability of
kinship to recognise a person as & rcl@tivn. When kinship is beyond
tracing, it ceases to be kinship. Mere claim is not sufficient to
establish the kinship.

3.3.2. Claspification of Kinship

The Piramalei Xallers classify kinehip into duratts kele ,

meaning "distant relation” and kiggn ke}e, meaning Yolose relation."

The basis of such classification of kinship is not intimaocy of
contact, but degree. Those who happen to be the kinsfolk of the
nown kinsfolk are designated duratts kt}akirr& and those whose
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kinship is straightway traced form the kitta ke }akirri.

However, this classification of kin relationship is based
not merely on degree. It is inleed based upon kinship obli-
gations. While the clome kin are bound to exercise certain

kinship obugatzon-,a the distant kin heve no such obligations.

¥in relationship is walid to the extent to which it is
activated. It is activated by the exercise of kinship obligations
which are demanded of a relative., Otherwise the kin relstionships
will be apt to break. One ocan remain a relative in ego's kin
oirole only when one exercises the kinship obligations expected
of one. The failure or i-oru-al to exercise the due kinship

obligation leads to the enappingpf the kin relationship.

When two persons stand in the maternal uncle-ne phew
relationship, they are dbound by certain mutual obligations. The
nephew is obliged to marry the maternal uncle's daughter and the
maternal uncle, on the other hand, is bound to give his daughter
51n marriage to his sororal nephew. When either of them fails
or declines to exerciss the kinship obligations expected of hinm,
the kin relationship is broken and further interaction stopped.

The following concrete case illustrates this point.

CASE 3.1

Periya Karuppa Tevar, son of H'iy'ar.::.:i Tevar, wanted
to marry the daunghter of his maternal uncle, VIragn
Tevar. But, as Periya Karuppa Tevar was poor his
maternal uncle refused to give him his daughter in



36

marriage, even though Periya Karuppa Tevar, as his
sister's son, had a birth right % claim her hand in
sarriage and VIraga Tevar,as the maternsl uncle, is
under the obligation to give his daughter in msrri age

to his sister's son. Due to the refusal of the maternal
uncle to exercise the kinship obligation expected of hinm,
Periya Karuppa Tevarbroke his kin relationship with his
maternal uncle. His parents and drothers also followed
him and stopped their visits to the hou shold of VIrax‘:a
Tevar and gave up sttending his household functions.
£ven though Periya Karuppa Tevar was not on good terms
with his brothsre, they also followed his axam?le.

Sometimes, the anap of the kin relationship does not end
with the generational line of the snapper. It continues into
hie sucoceeding generations, The posterity take it over and
sustain it.
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