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8
MIGRATION AND DOMINATION

Gauda Saraswat Brahmanas
of South Western India

Nagendra Rao

Introduction

The concern of the present chapter is with the migration of a large number of Gauda Saraswat
Brahmanas (GSBs) who settled down in coastal Karnataka after the arrival of the Portuguese in
Goa in the sixteenth century, leading to the involuntary migration of this trading community." It
also deals with the argument of Tambs-Lyche who suggested that GSBs were considered as outsid-
ers, subordinate to the host society, and had a subaltern status. It is interesting that the GSBs have
been termed as capitalists on the one hand and subalterns on the other (Tambs-Lyche, 2011, 2018).
Apparently, there is the intermixture of social and economic argument here, showing that the eco-
nomically dominant group is not necessarily the socially dominant one. However, one needs to
look at this problem in the light of the literature concerning the diaspora and migration theories.
This chapter argues that the GSBs had a dominant economic position. As they had a dominant eco-
nomic position, they need not be considered as inferior and having a subaltern status. On the other
hand, the other migrant groups such as the Kharvis (the fisher folk) had an inferior caste status in

coastal Karnataka (Rao, 2017).2

The GSBs as the Migrant Community

::l::s :&Tn suggested that the migrant groups generally bring with them the mcmorj_\-' ot‘ the .bm,“-i_.
Own’celsue to return to the perceived homeland, speak a distinct !anguage, t.hereb) ?&‘bt{“ Il'li,hl‘:
i nztturai identity.’ While these features are generally found in .tranm.latm-:‘u.nl nTlgl:a.lmn. tthc.i.r
iy be apparent in the regional or internal migration. The GSBs, In lhc‘tr -WIngT rt??\u;{-l]i fa
201 0; from _GOa due to the atrocities committed by the Portugl!csc (for cm‘i?p e;“. '_‘]t:h; l;
of lh;%sg)' This policy of the Portuguese could be one of the many factors that It. . tot ';‘ jljlh_,r:_ .

s from Goa and not the only factor rcsponsible for this development. I'he present a.ufq,
i internal mi [ i ional migration. It may be termed as representing

. . < N o e r, ’ ka_-l
onal migration i hical continuity between Goa and Karnata
¢ A e he homeland of the GSBs.

that in the i 1 i > of Goa, t
ere : colle I ; g the 1Image 0 d, ) -
e is th llective memo Y there 1 £ - " 1o migrat f

memory of the ci 1 the GSBs were
0a ry of the circumstances under whic a : oo
0 Kamatak,_ Also, every year, the GSBs visit the temples of Goa where their kuladevatas
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he GSB writings, there is the image of Gog, 4 ;, histq
ety clture folk practices, and so on, are reécorded, o, ancieﬂt
Goan C_l:jcr m’igration of the GSBs as representing 5, ;
ide : s
’l’sz":;ue that this was a quaSI-‘;OIUma"}I;_m'tgrztlon. Th
. one may also & actors. Irst, t
tion catcgop_ one mw}s developments or pu.sh and pull C discrir e'je Was
were two snuulitance‘; alwho initiated the pohc;r of conversion, kmlpatlng bet
the Portuguese in U the GSBs to migrate from Goa.to Karnataka in _large n
Catholics, compc.lllﬂg_ f the GSBs, there was a major development in
along with the milgl"angn 0 which unlike its predecessor Vijayanagara, en
rise of the Keladi king e t opportunity for the GSBs, the traditio
stal trade.® This was an important opp . e Mg,
coastal trade. ed by the Keladi kings, despite the fact that the Keladi kings Were the \»
which was encourags ditional business community of the region, the Julnas 7 .V|.
rashaivas. They despised the tra : + The kipy,
re looking for a business community to replace the Jainas, and they found the GSBs a5 the pe:
we B .
fect replacement. There were the push and pull factors that led t{') the mlgratlor_l of the GSBg from
Goa to Karnataka.® The push factor relates to the Portuguese policy of conversion, The pull
refers to the encouragement of the GSBs in Karnataka where there Wwas the need for a “merchap,
caste,” particularly in the coastal belt of Karnataka.
Ithas been suggested that the relationship between the stat

allowed the migrant community to emerge as the politicall
powers should be studied (Chamie, 2008, p. 29) i

(family deity) are -pla
customs and 1rad|tt(:ns.a ?VP]untary m‘

Even though one m " because :hgra
the eme,genc:re
Ween ; » anf
umbe,-s.s s nq
Karnataka. That 11:
COurageq Marifpy "
nal tradip, . ang

€ and the businegs Community, wh;

Y powerful group, having enormoys

d of the socia] hierarchy, an example
IS. At the same tj me, as suggested by
Nnot be considered as representing a

sein a, who were considered outside
Sanjay Subrahmmyam the pol

rade diasporg (Subrahmanyam, 2000, p. vi
)o@ had Minority status

S and lacked the politi

€ local p

Y Narayana Mallya in the service of the king
A grant tg (he templ]

he
wa . € Constructed by Narayana Mallya. 7
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 Migration gy gier o ¥oeN the Gy rieta of Goa (Jois, 2011, pp
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Migration and Domination

;‘:}f:l‘:;:::::; ‘::Z?at.hﬂugh they belong to the lower hierarchy of the Brahmanical communi-
m;e.that in the initial §tage of migration of an individual or a group, there is a possibility
of the conflict between the migrants and the host society. However, over a period they are likely
to understand each other, leading to the emergence of a composite :smd multF;cultural society, that

ks different languages and belongs to different cultures. In the case of the GSBs they were
t has been suggested lhf“.lhlc traders had the inclination to accommodate and accept alien
re than .non-traders. L }_118 5 because the traders aim to enhance their profits and seek for
atisfaction. In such a situation, there is a greater possibility of assimilation of the traders
nt community with the host society (Swain, 2006, p. 10; see also Tambe, 2018). It i
suggested that the three stages of the migrant and the host society’s relationship are represented by
wconflict, accommodation and assimilation” (Swain, 2006, p. 11). It is also suggested that ... mi-
nts who have passed through a cycle of contact, competition, and conflict worked out their way
ccommodation, assimilation and finally merged into the receiving group” (Swain, 2006, p. 11)
If one applies this theory of migration in the context of the GSB migration to coastal Karnataka
one can suggest that there was the adjustment and assimilation with the host society. Consequently
the GSBs who migrated and settled in coastal Karnataka hundreds of years before the present time
cannot be considered as outsiders, as they have become part of the local society.

It is true that the GSBs did remember their homeland, and return to Goa every year to visit thei
y have the opportunity to return to their homeland Goa. It is true that there is occa
sional relocation of the GSBs from Karnataka to Goa. At the same time, there are not large numbe
of instances of the GSBs leaving Karnataka and returning to their homeland in Goa.

Konkani, and not the Kannada and Tulu the languages spoken by the majority population i
coastal Karnataka, is the language of this migrant community. By speaking Konkani and consum
ing fish, the GSBs maintain distance from other social groups in the host society (Bairy, 2010, f
194). At the same time, it would be problematic to suggest that this identity is imposed on them b,
the host society. It is the decision of the GSBs to remain aloof from other social groups.

The GSBs are connected with their homeland in terms of remembering their stay in Goa 50
years before the migration to Karnataka. At the same time, there are some discontinuities. For ex
ample, in Goa they have built temples for the deities such as Shantadurga, Mahamai, Rawalnath
and other local deities. Shantadurga represents the transformation of the anthills into a purani
deity (Xavier, 2010, p. 35). This cult also represents the amalgamation of the Brahmanical ani
non-brahmanical elements. In fact, one can argue for sanskritisation of the non-brahmanica

deities here.'
The GSBs in Goa took the lead in the “flight
they migrated from the Old Conquest Goa to the New

tuguese rule. There is not much distance between the Ol

Goa," as a river or any other natural boundary could separate them. It was in Ponda that there wa
a. However, what is interesting is that the GSB

the emergence of a large number of temples in Go i
who took the local deities with them within Goa, did not seem to have continued the worship o
such deities in the temples when they migrated to coastal Karnataka. _ .

In Goa, there are not many Venkataramana temples. One temple, which is located in Ponda, ha
been a modern creation and it seems to be dependent on funds from the migrant GSBs and othe
KD“l"’ﬂ“i-Sputaking individuals. It might have emerged due 10 the patronage given by the GSB
Who settled in Karnataka and other parts of South India. However, in Karnataka they constructe:
a large number of Venkataramana and Padmavati temples, as they were i“ﬂ“a}ce‘j by the Madhw
Vaishnavism, thereby showing a break between the GSBs in Goa and GSBs in Karnataka. It als

Brahm
ties of
Itis

graders. |
culture mo
customer
as the migra

gra
toa

temples. The

of the deities” (Axelrod & Fuerch, 1996) whe:
Conquest region which was free from Por
d Conquest and New Conquest regions o
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ahmanical deities in Goa but there wag p,, S
Moreover, it Was also anlattelmpt to enhance theirzls'nn
3 ted with the local Brahmanas, Ocig)
s Thereby, they compe
, Ys
aka - adopte land. ]hcri o kani i Karnataka, they ftlso f‘requ1em!y Conyer..
sin their AC0F L spcali': oducing stalwarts such as Manjesh;\rara Govindg p,; \;?.!n
tolp : immensely to » Ulrjg
1 nd sthers who have contributed '|' e 3; the growt, of loc.h
od Ja aikini an l]qn paﬂicipﬂwd in the local pn{ ‘IlI(,El and social mm,emcm& F.u
Kmmd.? nd culture. ThEY e ed in the freedom gtrugg'le- ey 'htwe bce_n the beneﬁciar.("
re a sipa «d education and established their enterprises 2 |, Face s
C

< . act, ¢
s in this region, the Canara and Syndicate banks beingI:;y
‘ e

n-Br

suc deities.

Od(.‘ﬁ'lit}"

¢ colonial m
of coloma rst f0 esta

one of the f . ‘
jmportant examples. - diasporic group generally establishes its -mfvn Cultura]
hed th.a ool from the host society (Bala, 2015). This is generally

uish itse Marriage within the migrant community is gpe oy

jonist strategy- IR
?ulsn this case, if the GSBs maintain distance from the host society, it is

e n':t“;‘omething, which is imposed on this migrant group by the host society,

a voluntar dcaswrg SBs have a socially inferior status, but so do also many other Brahmanicm
Apparently. the . which have been termed fallen Brahmanas. These consist of the domipgy,
E:;h“ﬁaﬁif ur:d%ilt?o;us such as Sahyadri Khanda, an example being the Sthanika Brahmanas who

had a higher status under royal patronage in the pre-modern period and lost their caste statys gy,

o the loss of royal patronage and the emergence of colonial r.n.odemi.ty,' leading to the rise of differ.
-nt traditional elites. If the GSBs have an inferior social position, this is not something found only
with reference to their case. Many other groups such as the Havyaks and Karad Brahmanas, for
jifferent reasons, have inferior status, mainly because they are not priestly communities (Pereira,
1973, p. 13).

The GSBs were also not the priests, even though they fought to obtain such a right with the
Celadi kings. Eventually, they failed to obtain the right to act as the priests of other Brahmanical
mroups. But there is no objection for them to provide priestly services to their own community.
[‘_hc Shenvis, among the GSBs were considered the priestly group. There are linguistic and dietary
lifferences between K onkanis, as the GSBs are called in Karnataka and the local Shivalli and Kota
3rahmanas, the most dominant Brahmanical groups of the region. The Konkanis are despised be-
ause they eat fish, while the local Brahmanas do not.

!ml\;ng;;il::ar Oflsg{;;da! groups in India is not a modern development (Chatterji & Washbrook,
; » 1984, p. 83). People have migrated within India in the past. The GSBs, in this

©nse, were not the exception, as th £ :
ither. For example, we ﬁr:ld th efe are many other groups that migrated from one region to the

ajasthan Marwaris from thei: }?‘::graltlon of the trading groups such as the Gujarati banias and the
Itisan groups such as the Deya meland to a new settlement, in search of green pastures. Several
ind the Telugy Komatis mi l_gas migrated (Ramaswamy, 2016a, p. 175). In the same way. W
. 164). It has beep shown Et‘,l::;t"?g from Andhra to Karnataka and Tamil Nadu (Srinivas, 1976
ommunities. In My i A Ie:jn Mahar_ashtra there were no dominant Indigenous mercantilé
Palsetia, 2001, The G§ : : to the rise of the Gujaratis and Parsis as the major trading %

s dominant tragi oo though they migrated 1o Maharashtra, could not compete With

were
most :

It has been SUgRESt
which enables it t0 disting
Jefensive exc¢

dentit,
done 4

a CONSCIOUS sl
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Migration and Domination

usinessmen (Roy, 2018, p. 112). In Kerala, there were the Payyari Brahmanas, who origi-

:|I'Id b = . .
pally came from Karnataka, and they functioned as moneylenders (Singh, 1975, p. 40). While a
rigid caste system, having different watertight compartments, is considered a colonial construc-

ion, scholars have attcmr{lcd to represent caste system of India as moulded by regional pressures,
cultures. and lifestyles (Dirks, 2001, p. 5). Consequently, the GSBs were not the only Brahmanas
who functioned as traders. In the ancient and medieval period, the Brahmana traders were active
in the rrans-south Indian trade guild Ayyavole Five Hundred which originated in Karnataka and
gpread to Tamil Nadu (Abraham, 1988; Champakalakshmi, 1996). We find the Tamil Pattar traders
who were the Brahmanas and they functioned as traders in Kerala (Malekandathil, 2022, p. 258).
In fact, the Brahmanas functioned as the administrators, traders, officials, clerks, farmers, artisans,
and so on. 1t shows that all the Brahmans could not function as the priests. Not all Brahmanas had
2 superior economic and social positions. A poor Brahmana, who acts as a priest, may have higher
social status, while a rich Brahmana who acts as a trader has a lower social status. However, there
is one difference between other Brahmanas and the GSBs. Generally, the Brahmanas in South
[ndia did not consume fish, while GSBs were in fact accused of consuming fish, considered as a
non-vegetarian food by the local society. The GSBs were not the only Brahmana community to
consume fish. We find the Bengali Brahmanas also consume fish. Some north Indian Brahmanas

may in fact consume non-vegetarian food, and at the same time maintaining their Brahmanical

status.
There have been a few works that discussed the migration of the Brahmanas and the challenges

that they faced in the host society. Frank Conlon, for example, discussed the Saraswat unification
movement and the attempt made by them to deal with conflicts among the various Brahmanical
groups (Conlon, 1974)."* Tambs-Lyche argues that the GSBs had an inferior status as they were
outsiders and they were the only bourgeoise group in this region (Tambs-Lyche, 2018). In fact, he
compares them with the Jews, who were displaced from their homeland. While the Jews faced far
more severe challenges, the GSBs did not experience such dangerous situations. They have estab-
lished themselves eternally in coastal Karnataka and have become a part of the host society. At the
same time, in any region one can find competition between social groups to achieve domination.
The exclusive caste identity, has in fact, allowed the GSBs to establish an efficient commercial
network, which enabled them to hone their commercial skills. At the same time, there is no insti-
tutional force that prevents them from becoming part of the mainstream society.

Interestingly, even though the GSBs did enjoy a dominant economic position in Goa, they had
to struggle to obtain a higher social position. This is because they dedicated themselves to agricul-
ture and trade, while ignoring their religious function, thereby reducing their position in compari-
son to other Brahmana categories that performed the priestly functions. In fact, as discussed by
Angela Barreto Xavier, in Chorao village, Goa, the GSBs were accused of losing their caste status
for marriage with a non-Brahmana. (Xavier, 2022, p. 305). The presence of a large number of sto-
ries concerning the fallen status of the Brahmanical groups including the GSBs in the Brahmanical
text Sahyadri Khanda shows the lower social position of at least a few GSB groups in Goa (Levitt,
2017b, p. 10). Lack of inclination on the part of the GSBs to perform the priestly function was
mainly responsible for their comparatively lower status within Brahmanical society. At t‘he same
time, when the Shenvis, who belonged to the GSB community, performed the prnestl.y functions
Including teaching students in the traditional pathashalas ot schools they obtained a higher social
Position (Keni, 1998, p. 64).

GOS“E also notes a few connections between GOE} an
Goa E:Sd ruled by the dynasties that trace their origin
ambas, and the Vijayanagara (Moracs, 1990). Naturally,

d Karnataka. In the pre-Portuguese period,
to Karnataka, such as the Goa Shilaharas,
they preserved their records in
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ans for their land records and‘village Comm_llnity P
. ords of the village commun!ty of [?fi“COIIm. 2
i iR di script or the Goa Kannada version of it.!4 However, o ey
the Goykannd lv;‘ite Konkani in Goa. At the Same _ttm_e, the. GSBs use K
Ii(oonkani. thereby showing their assimilation with the Jocq) Sociada
elled from Goa, the GSBs chose Karnataka as thejr NeW hopr,
re exp GSBs with the Karnataka and the politicy om

sociation of the . ; ) POWers.
est that they were outsiders with a subaltern status in Kamataka_ ’

- squdies by Teotonio R. De Souza, Pandura.nga PISS‘urlt}:ncar, and M N. Pearso, =
In Goa, ?hc (}QB; had a dominating presence particularly in t € economic sector (de Soy
ih:;;“lﬂ‘itmlencar 1936: Pissurlencar, 1933; Pearson, 1981). This is because the Bost
2009; Fss . RAV
though insisted on the conve

the Go
Kannada. which wé used b)’n e
For example. th
the Goans us
GSBs us¢ Devan
seript in Karnatak "
(‘onsequenll_\-'. when they ‘
Considering the long-term as
it is not entirely correct 10 SUEE

agari script
ato wrile

- . - . - gue
rsion of the non-Christians to Christianity, had to depend on the Hin:;

raders. as the Portuguese who had settled on the cqastal regions of SOUth“_f’e_Stem India could p,
reach the hinterland to obtain supplies of pepper, rice, and Othe"' C"’mm‘(’dlt{es essential for thej,
survival in their settlements both in India and West Asia." In this situation, it was inevitabje that
the Portuguese had to accept the assistance of the GSBs who were allowed to practise their rej;.
gion. The Portuguese records inform us that the GSBs represented Portuguese interest in Mg abar
and Kanara when they went there as the traders to procure commodities needed by the Portuguese,
Second, the GSBs also acted as diplomats of the Portuguese as they bargained with the Keladji king
and the king of Mysore. ;

The GSBs as the Dominant Community in Karnataka

The GSBs were hired not only by the Keladi kings but also by a local chieftain named Baneas
2; Mla;sg;lore to rcli:resent him while negotiating for support from the Portuguese (Pissurl:n-
i i 2011- S;?t)t h;:: clOSle proximity w1fh the ruling authority enhanced the status of the
i i per;"nnnance arrslt: htlrrtle,dthe GSBs in (.‘:oa did not act as priests. They were content
it difficult to obtain high ) ra: oS- AS they did not function as the priests, the GSBs found

) 1ghest social position even in Goa. We should also note that the GSBs

m .
Eastern India to the western coast and to Goa. It shows

edge of the Vedas .
ave a very high social status and did not consume fish. It shows that

2017a, p, 154). They atte n Goa-, their homeland before they migrated
Anonymous, 2001), Mpted to Improve their social status by writing

the GSBs did not h

1s found not only in Goa but also in Kama-
" accounts mepyj ned this significant position. The Portuguese
lon this dominating position of the GSBs. The

fpen“' '
Its avaj lable i
: e :
not be ¢ INter-regiong) . the Goa archives provides information regard-
Compared i and internationg] ¢
co

that the GSRg obtaj

:eflelw Taders such g (g1 P; d with thog wned b al trade. They owned the ships, ¢v¢"
iat:eﬁdu;n the regiong such adddlar’ Babu Hegag,, Rz lhe[? tjarati merchants. The records “‘enuo{rjl
unda » MiMa Poy, Ganay S i o ha
Nara, The Gsmaﬂas- At the Same t?;]r and Bagry;. Some of t}:egay e Eeye e w'}{zlcallf
Such ag Syrq traders g, malntain%d“‘e find some GSBsg ‘-vhorjehtr:‘dﬂrs T s Sptéloa an
a
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Migration and Domination

2 nd Ormuz. By dominating the pepper trade, the GSBs were able to enhance their prosper-
Caniit 34 al Archives of Goa, Livro de Cartazes, MS no. 1363; Rao, 2006, p. 151). .
e o the wealth that they accumulated, the GSBs demanded a better social status in ’fhe

Bm."e_d' O:Idmn In fact, if we accept the authenticity of the Shringeri temple records as studied
mladl}l;‘ﬁ“lry- there was a tussle between the GSBs and the local dominant Brahmanas rega.rd-
byA h: luf l’hc GSBs to perform various Brahmanical ceremonies. It is shown that the klr_lg
g 12 ﬂgq Nayaka, in the early seventeenth century, granted the ri ght of worship to the Konkanis.
\Iengi,".a‘l’p;],istdecision was severely opposed by the local Brahmanas. The king succumbed to the
Hﬂ“.utr:; lied by the local Brahmanas. It was argued that the GSBs or the Konkanigas acted as
pns:;::h&!z However, in one instance, a GSB was allowed to become a disciple of a religious
:::dcr or swami of a leading matha. This was challenged by the local Brahmanas. Consequently,
,hle GSB in question Ramakrishna Seni was summoned and the Konkanigas were as?ked to pay a
fine. At the same time, we may note that the GSBs had approached several mathas in an atte;;r:pl
to secure the right to perform puja like the pancha dravida Brahmanas (Shastry, 2009, p. 91)."7 It
is also claimed that the Keladi king Shivappa Nayaka issued an order stating that the GSBs should
be treated like other Brahmanas of this kingdom (Shenoy, 1977, p. 11).

There is not much difference between the GSB political status in Goa and Karnataka. In both
regions they acted as the traders and diplomats. In the process, the GSBs must have earned huge
poTitical clout and wealth. Consequently, they constructed a few Vaishnava temples in Karnataka.
The rise of GSBs in Kanara is also due to the change in the ruling dynasty from the Vijayanagaras
to the Keladis. The Vijayanagara tolerated the Jainas in Karnataka, who had to put up with anti-
Jaina movement in northern Karnataka (Devadevan, 2016, p. 34). In south coastal Karnataka, it
was the minor local ruling families such as the Pandyas of Karkala, Bangas, Chautas, and the Aji-
las who supported the Jainas (Bhat, 1998, p. 24). However, the Keladi kings were able to emerge
as the most dominant political authority in this region. The Keladi kings were the Virashaivas who
had taken an anti-Jaina stance, which led to the decline of Jainas who previously provided service
to the state as the trading community.'* We may consider the Jainas as the merchant community or
the bourgeoisie. The Keladi kings needed a trading community to replace the Jainas. They found
the GSBs as the convenient replacement. In fact, the Keladi kings tolerated the GSBs even though
they were mostly Vaishnavas. The ability of the GSBs to interact with the traders and the political
authority in Goa also hel ped the enhanced status of the GSBs. During the period between sixteenth
and eighteenth centuries, the GSBs in Karnataka emerged as major business elite thanks to royal
Patronage. This shows that on the one hand, the GSBs were forced to leave Goa and on the other
the}_’ found the support of the Keladi kings. The GSBs earned enormous wealth and invested their
Ca‘_pltal in land and trade. What the GSBs lacked was the social status. They yearned for equality
with the local Brahmana priests. However, as the GSBs functioned as traders they were regarded
as performing the function of the Vaishyas. On the other hand, the Shivalli and the Kota Brahma-
g?sahwho performeq the priestly functions obtained a higher social status than the GSBs and other

eir‘;‘iﬂafcategones such as Havyaks, Sthanikas, Karad, and Chitpavlans. The Havyaks speak
Marah; "T;ﬂ‘ln of Kannada (falled Havyak Kannada. Karad and the Chitpavans speak a form of
the GSlés he atter are the mlgram.s_f‘mm Maharashlfa. CoEn‘pared to the Karads and Chitpavans,
generally 1 EWG. a much better _pollt:c.al and economic posmgn. The Karads and the Chitpavans
178), W: sIl;lncucmcd as the agriculturists and never ventured l.nm the field (_)f trade (Siraj, 2012, p.
g ould also note that the Sthanikas, a local Brahmanical community, have a low position
. tonal Brahmanjca society (Vasanthamadhava, 2003). The Shivalli Nrahmanas do not enter
SBe ages with the Sthanikas, Karads, Chitpavans, Havyaks, and the GSBs,
were not alone in being refused the highest social status. The Shivalli

ity

the G "It shows that
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| Karnataka. Gokarna matha has followers in Goa and coastal Karnataka. Kaivglya matha
e ;he needs of people of Goa and Maharashtra 2! The GSBs attend the meetings of th‘e
el tu 1d exchange information concerning the problems faced by their communities in their
,,mr'hu.\ t"ll‘l:rmr:gh this process, the GSBs are able to maintain an element of unity and remain unaf-
|?:g1t“;-‘; ' the challenges that they face in the host society.
ml? Iilfc many inter-regional migrations seen in comparatively small number, the GSBs mi grate_d
, Il "Y,_.\ munbc:rs to coastal Karnataka, thereby emerging as an influential social group in this
! .ari. We should also consider the distribution of the Konkani-speaking population in urban
w%ju::l;wl centres of South Kanara. Generally, “outsiders” and the “bourgeoisie” live in the urban
:,inun-‘x‘l However, in 1951, around 170,000 Konkani-speaking people lived in rural areas while
::1\ (,(,000 of those who spoke Konkani lived in towns in South Kanara. While 230,000 peo-
;wlc.in South Kanara spoke Konkani, around 300,000 spoke Kannada (Census Hand?ool’c,. 1953,
pp. 150-151).Based on this data, it would be difficult to consider the GSBs as minorities. At
present there are more than 780,000 K onkani speakers in Karnataka who form the second Iargeﬁt
Konkani-speaking population in any state after Goa. According to 2011 census, the Konkani-
speaking population in Karnataka has not decreased (Shenoy, 2018). .
Khandeparkar (2018) argues that the GSBs in coastal Karnataka were called Konkanis, based
on the language that they spoke. He suggests that the GSBs were considered as outsiders and hay-
ing inferior caste status among the Brahmanas. However, he also suggests that the GSBs faced
similar problem in Maharashtra where the Deshastha or the local Brahmanas claimed a superior

caste status (Khandeparkar, 2018, Pp. 19-20). It shows that Kanara is not the only region that dif-
ferentiated between different Brahmanical groups. It has been shown that th

the difference between
2010). The GSBs, as members of pancha gauda
btain the treatment that they would have had in North India.
GSBs and the local Brahmanas contributed to the GSB unifica-
tion movement not only within Karnataka but also in the western coast from Maharashtra to Kerala
(Conlon, 1974, p, 359). It shows that the GSBs did not have a subaltern status in coastal Karnataka
as they strengthened their relationship with other members of their community.

The GSBs have been accepted in different parts of South India, particularly in Karnataka and
Kerala (K eni, 2008; Moore, 1905, p. 7). Today, it is not possible to consider them as outsiders. One
May note that there are different categories of insiders and outsiders. One such category belongs
1o the linguistic Category. As the GSBs could speak the local language and they lived for severa)
E€nerations in Karnataka and Kerala, they cannot be considered as outsiders. Indeed, in Kerala, in

€ Pre-colonial period the GSBs were termed Kannada traders and some of them used Kannada
SCriptin thejr writings (Shenoy, 1944),

One doubtg whether Tulu
ave

pancha gauda and pancha dravida (Deshpande,
Brahmanical community did not o

However, the distance between the

society considers them as outsiders or not Indigenous. Today, GSBs
Similageg me a part of Tulu §ocicty. Coastal Karnataka has welcomed .so-c?alled ‘outsiders. and as-
Sl ﬂf;hem with the Ind‘lgenous culture, There has been Kannat:ialsauon ot. Konkani, which
bl e rfeason fl‘or the links between Goan and K'cfnaru Konkani (Sarl?essal, 2000, p. 46). A
dominan:’énﬂjor social gruups have been immigra‘nls. For cxampllc, Sh:villla Brah.manas, t.he most
Indig fahmana community of the region, claims that they migrated from Ahlcchalra in North

; Ceria, 1974). The GSBs, writing about themselves, do not seem to think that they hag

Infer; . NP . g
®T0r status in coastal Karnataka. For example, the work of Chandrakant Keni, mentioned
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e GSB belonged ¢ . the northern part of coastal Karnataka. He yisjeq
. ntury and donated 100 gold coins or gadygn,

2, no. 301). We can mention that the grant of |0
for the l’“f'?ﬁ“a‘?“ .‘; t number. The inscription shows the Brahmanical status of the donor
oid coins is 2 signi ;innier temple of south coastal Karnataka, the donor was able to obtain ac-
As it “:tif\;z :zcirsmiety. Further, it also ensured that he obtained the suppc?rt gf the royalty
ﬁsev&teenth century, the region was ruled by the Kelalldl kings. The financial importance of
h mentions the grant of 160 dodda varaha or

ihe GSBs is also proved by another inscription, whic th
big gold coins by another GSB named Damarsa Prabhu. He originally belonged to Mathagrama

‘Madgaon) of Sasashti, which had several Brahmanical villages (Aiyar, 1932, no. 302). The grant
was handed over to Vedavadya Tirtha Sripadangal, the seer of the matha. Through this donation.
he GSB could demand acceptance from the local society. As the Brahmanical status of the GSBs
s clearly evident here, one cannot accept the argument that the GSBs, migrants from Goa, had an
nferior status in Karnataka.
ionénb::‘ifz ?li;h?;nu;?;jz Llle GSBs to integrate with the local population is by temple consire”
suilt their own temples dedi e large number of temples of other Hindu social groups. the GSBs
wie that the local Brahm pdie Ananta‘_ghayana, Venkataramana, and Padmavati. We may also
Crishna temple in Udupi ?:‘ta;chald 31.50 built Vaishnava temples in Udupi and other places- The
O with a view to conyert th glon Dﬁl?ticularly with the rise of Madhwachaf} “:
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ataka. Indeed, they were given exalted positions by the Keladi king and even attempts Were
e to allow them to indulge in priestly occupations, thereby challenging the dominant position
mlat}i: local Kota and Shivalli Brahmanas. The GSBs could not marry dominant Brahmanas. How-
° l clhev were not alone in belonging to this category. Several other Brahmanical groups such as
ewrg.;tha;likas. Pancha Gramas, Havyaks, Karads, and Chitpavans could not enter into marriage
:?::h the Shivalli Brahmanas. In fact, this exclusion allowed the GSBs to strengthen their relz.nion-
ship with GSBs in Goa fmd Mahara.?hlrz.i. The GSBs, apart from being the dominant group in the
local society, made sigmﬁcanl cont.rlbutlons to growth of the society and economy of Karnataka.
The GSBs assimilated with the society of coastal Karnataka.
We also need to note that the GSBs were not the only community that migrated from Goa to
‘arnataka. There was also the migration of the Kharvis, goldsmiths or Sonars, and Christians.

K = . " .
Compared to these groups, the GSBs enjoyed a better social status. This is due to the Brahmanical

status of the GSBs on the one hand and their economic position on the other. Perhaps one of the
greatest achievements of the GSBs in coastal Karnataka has been the establishment of the medi-
cal college in Manipal, which is at present managed by Manipal Academy of Higher Education. It
<hows that the GSBs have been at the core of the society and economy of coastal Karnataka and
the attempt to marginalise and peripheralise them is likely to fail.

Notes

I. Regarding the Portuguese policy of conversion, see (de Costa 1965; de Mendonga, 2002; Borges, 2002;
Henn, 2014).

2. The Kharvis, like the GSBs claim that they migrated to coastal Karnataka due to Portuguese oppression.
However, they have lower social and economic positions in coastal Karnataka when compared with the
GSBs who have the Brahmanical caste status.

3. Some of these features are listed in N. Jayaram (2004, p. 16); see also Rai and Reeves (2009, p. 1); Chat-
terji and Washbrook (2013, p. 4).

4. Regarding transregional migration, see Upadhya, Rutten, and Koskimaki (2018).

5. Regarding such discriminatory laws, see Priolkar (1998, p. 114).

6. Regarding the rise of the Keladi kingdom in Karnataka, see Shastry (2000).

7. For the attitude of the Virashaivas towards the Jainas, see Glasenapp (1999, p. 72).

8. Regarding push and pull factor of migration see Jayaram (2004, p. 24).

9. Regarding state induced migration see, Ramaswamy (2016b, p. 4).

10. Some of the non-Brahmanical deities were Kalapurush, Betal, Vetal, Ravalnath, Santeri (also called Shan-
tadurga), Ksetrapal, Gramapurush, Karya Santeri, Kukumb, Goapurush, Kulapurush, barajan, and so on,
see Keni (2008, pp. 393-396).

1. T:vcnitorics such as Ilhas, Salcete, and Bardez of Goa, which were conquered by the Portuguese in the
sixteenth century were called Old Conquest area, while the regions beyond them such as Bicholim, Cana-
con, Sanquelim, which were conquered by the Portuguese in the eighteenth century were called the New
Conquest area. It shows that the GSBs had the opportunity to migrate to the New Conquest area. However,
as they were looking for new commercial opportunities, they decided to migrate to coastal Karnataka in
large numbers.

g ::cg‘a:dmg colonial modemity, see Barlow (1997). _

- He shows that the GSB was not a monolith and a homogenous group as the Sasasthikars and vaishnavites
were more prosperous due to trade. However, they presented a unified face when they dealt with the

i ,’;;’]"-(JSBS (Conlon, 1974, p. 354).

.Rce I'\:Iiha,mal rccords_ were written in the Modi Kannada script. See de Souza (1980, pp. 435-445);

1. garding Goykanadi records see Ghantakar (1993). ) _ _

+Forexample, in 1631 a GSB Vithula Naik was sent to the Bijapur kingdom to obtain the supply of salt-
petre, See HAG, Assentos do Fazenda, 111, f. 36-37. Rama Keni was another GSB who was involved in

€ Supply of 1200 khandis or 2,64,000 kgs of rice from Kanara to Goa. Due to the scarcity of rice, Goa

pended on Kanara for rice supply. See HAG, Assentos da Fazenda, 1V, f. 170. The trade relationship
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