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Scheduted Jrif and Fàrgoften KingsEthnohisrory of rhe Joria p".;i;;; the ersrwhite
Nandapur_Jeypore Ën!oo_

Raphael Rousseleau
Kabiraj Behera I

The paraja group is considered. as o_ne of the many Schedured Triberesiding in the Koraput bi.oi"i oîiîi,n"- orissa- ri. ,"iuriu. regionar fame ispartlv due to the nover l!:ql, p"iriri.o in oriva ; il;;y Gopinath Mohanrv 
,and hanslated into Engrish in rôsïl'îa.,nisrrarivery speaking, the Joria 2 

arËincluded in the larqer group of the paraja.]wo years ago,.we planned ro study theJoria paraja nom àin"î""i r". 
"'iln"riroersra;din; "?î" i-,irr"ricar procesi, wefollow generallv the geograpir."i'ï"a 

."rrronoiogïJ 
"o.o"r, 

crossing ancienradminisrrative divisionr ri"h;ilr. r"'iro* to ,"u.î u -JrJ.orpr"hensive viewof this group' t' 
:::Tj,,,nË""r.ârv',J pro.".d our srudy with a preriminarvhistorical and general enquiry. The ânarysir;i;.";;"#J" descriprions of thisgroup has been a way io uno"..tu-J' the present l;;;'ïu*,u identity. T.hisclarification heroed u. io r".on.ou."rla"rrr.i, .iruution ;;';" a*". rocar context.This article present rl**t", Ëîi f,resentation of the various descriprions ofthe Joria paraja, to a reconstruction of their pru."-inii;'à;". rcicar kingdom ofJeypore-Nandapur. ' . Lw' Pr'lt'iti ln Ine lorrn

l' The Joria paraja category in the ancient ethnographic reports :

i/,r:i:r."îfl,:îi:î:". and Bengar presidency, 2) tbeMadras presidency (rormer

I Respectively ph.D
and, M.phil comol
fieldwork of the fir t

' student in anthropology at the Ecore des Hautes en Sciences Sociarcs, paris,ered srudcnr in anrhronorogy 
-at tn" uruïi'ùi'".rsity, Bhubaneswâr. Thehas becn possiblc thanks to a fellowship of the EHESS.

A rough vcrsion oFthis articlcs has becn presented at the l7,h European conference on ModernSourh Asian Srudics at Hcidclbcrg i; ;;^;,i;;;;

3-tl*T", 
persons hclped us in various ways in rhc ficlrt F.iro+ ^r^, none of us considcrably during his first srcps ,t1 oT^I"'9 

First of-all, Profcssor P.K.Nayak helped
Bhijov Kumar puol'l iu.ir,,uË; ;#;"#;'"#iltj.,ll jhe field, the precious ni.nasÉip oiJl,J
wc owe to Sri pandit Biswambhara ,."0.1i",îr",li.T,:,ilï;.,lll,iiilïï;,ll)fi:::ïirïj;lfi:
thank our nunicrous fricnds.among ;hil-d;r"Kr,ora, r4ari ,r"à."'în.*,, naiko, and the rwo
gurumai Kamala Khora anr, v"ti Âttti. w.ii. r"r, of àur informa,ion, on the Benek paraia,s
f:io '" 

Vishnu Sisa, Rama sisa, and'Lakr,-'îi* r.". i.ru"iiîïï'Àîr."r0". Thanks to arï or
2 Regarding thc spe'ing 

"^,-iT.gllrir::t eLouqs, we wrire ..Joria,, rb,owing rhe commonpronunciation' orhcr varianrs. (".rot,ia" , irr"irr.l'*irr ne giuen-in'tî" ilî;r, according to thespctting of rhc aurhors quo,.a.'rr,'or.-e.;#;;:*i"."rîririi"r.;;,;r.Jil 
an invariabre form.
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l) Joria and Paraja in the.former central Provinces and Bengal Presidency :

,Thefirstreportmentioning..Joria,,.peopleisinthe.notesoftheReverened
Stephen Hislop, about the tribes of Bastar 

3. Foi him, Joria is a synonym for Maria'

a section particularly .uuug. of the Gond' He is the first to suggest the etymology

from "Jhodi"; "brook", o'stream"'

In 1906, Grierson defines a "Parji" Ianguage spoken by the Parja tribe of

Bastar L e."oràlng to him, the Parji is a dialect of gondi, but some forms are more

close to the Bhatri, itself a mixture between chhattisgarhi Hindi and oriya.

I Fo,. E.A. de Brett, a group called ,,Jharias" is one of the three, Kewat,

Khatik,Khond,Kirar,Kumhar,Kunbi,Kumi,Mahar,Mali,Nai,sunar,Teliand
il; i;;. RJer such a'list, it seems difficult to identify precisely our Joria Paraja

among others! on the othe-r hand, Russell and Hira Lal give us a precious

indicaiion regarding the actuâi meaning of the "Joria" appellation'

Referring exclusively to the Bastar region, both Grigson 
6 and Elwin (1947)

mention the Joria as a subiivision of the Muria gond living in the North-Central

Plains around chota Dongar (at the feet of the Abhujmar hills)' According to those

authors, the Joria consider themselves as former Hill Maria who settled in the

pf.i"r. Elwin precises at this occasion that "Joria" refers to "lowlanders" in

fontrast with their "Hill Maria" neighbours and relatives.

, Pap", relating to the Aborginal Tribes of the central Provinces' R'tenrple ed' with notes and

preface, NagPur I 866.

o G.Crierson, Linguistic Surveyof India, vol lV, Vl, 1906; Vol'lV' p'554'

classes of Rawat, but he count also "Jharian" among gond on Antagarh 
5' The.Parja are'

frere, iotaffy districts from any Joria, and equated *iitt Ot.tur*a, themselves divided in

i-ig*u, peng, and Mundra, ih" lutt.. two iiving i' Jeypore area. For the same area,

Cobden-Ramsay precises an infomration about certain Jhora or Joria mentioned briefly by

;;i,;;i. À;"oiaing to t i*, this group (from alleged Gond origin) was living not only in

ètrnuttirgurtr but alJo in the petty states aro_und ChotaNa'Fur (Bonai, Banua, Gngpur' Pal

Lahara)'irom gold-washing, boâting, and fishing on the Brahmani river'

En 1916, Russell and Hira Lal give a much more complex account of the situation

in 6r. c"nià pr;"i;;r. For "Jharia",iheir glossary refers to "Jltadi"' where we find the

following statement :

,.Jhadi, Jhade, Jharia,.Jharkua, (Jungly) - A name often applicd to the oldest residents of a.caste in

any locality of the Central prouinc-es. In Berar it is used io designate the Wainganga Valley and

adjacent hill ranges, A subcaste of Ahir, Barai, Barhai, chamar, Dhangar, Dhanwar, 
-Dhobi'

Gadaria, Gurao, Kapew*, k;;;;, Katia 5 Russell and Hira Lal. The Tribes and Castcs of thc Ccntral

Provinces oflndia, London, Vol. I and lll, l9l6; vol' l, p'369'

u Crigson Wilfrid V., The Maria Gonds of Bastar, Oxford 1938'



2) Joriaand paraja in the trormer Madras presidency 
:

.r"ypo..fl1'.itt#':Ïl*", cails the

m$gruffmruff*
*."r*' Ë,i'.îiï:?tfl? Barungiorea, Saniorea, penjoopuria, 

cadaba, .u..n*oruuurn

#JÏî,1îÏÏ:-i:flïTi;iii;J,,i,îfjtrï:,rorea,,and,,pu, 
ja,,,,bdiui,ion,,l

For Francis, following the Macomposed of ,"u."-.i.ï_'l:l tt':,Madras census report lf,
somerimes ,r,"i, i1ï .dr1".*"i 

",,înîiitiîï::"H.i:o:n 
1t1l.jl"^toroja group is

Barang rooiu po.llsinal . 
languag;: rËï"i3"l,iliil'Ty o.iv', uir"r5"p

r""e,;s" 
"î"iJ,iin: iff ,H:?ft 

,, ffi* "i:",'"jl;;ï:'1"0 
as rorlows : ihe

,tl'l;*ii: :nril:i'*'ffidï# r m a*,*i"r#4ffi 'fifrf

ii;lÉ:ïiffTi;:',iïJ:",ff 
::,T,ï:f 

"fi 
lT:-iiîTffif ï#Joria, wom"" ;J; ffi;l;ffi Tll-,n': .;n.Ji, 

iiJ,,'in"" i: r an g I or i a,o., im orï
;:ïâï1"iffi fffiî,;.,ii.îï?à:,iitËïï,::îir,îïi,i:,ï:î;;ftfi+

"u'''"'1Ï"tniff;iî'^t 
llbes or sou*re

el!llrt'r,"n"**f,lr,,i,';"f; #fi j;fl1,"'J411ïïË,"ïïlË,iitr

;::;i{1;1:'ii;:q,;::iriî;f ï:ï*"a'*}Èiffi 
iffi";*:;1;;,pGo u do' i p" J'# i". ;'fi i' # i I i,îî,ï8r"r. m a nd rù;,, ;" gapa ra m d i s rri *s.

1
Carmichael t869,p.|6

,":li';ffiIi îr;;l/i *" Nishada,s myh, rargery kn

e 
carmichaer r 86e, p. r 03. 

",,"^,,- 
-:_,"': 

'*o known in India' can bg found in the Arharvaveda vtr,

r0 ^ 
alsowra stands for the "Hill (mal) saora,,.

rrancrs 1907, p. g6, and foornote2.

,,.r2;,#;;i-and 
K'Rangachari, casles and rribes ofscruthern India, Madras, Vol. II, VI, 1909; Vol. Vl,
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Inlg3l,G.Ramadascombinestogetherthevariousinformation,and
speaks aUout u iiuid.d tribe whose "lost laiguage" wa1 certainly Dravidian' I{e

indicates twelve subtribes, but insists on the stionger distinction between Bodo (or

Sodia) and Sano (and Joria; and Perang) Paraja' on the basis of beef-eating'

According to him, .;;" ii those peopl. i.u, vàrious sorts of cloths' "the white'

cloth with red hems is the one peculiar to all the classes of the Parajas 
12"'

lntheyearsprecedinglndependence'G.Mohantyoffersusagroupswithin
the framework of the Jeypore kingdom'

Morerecently,intwostudiesabouttheDhurwa/PorjaofBastaraigth:
pengo Paraja of Koraput, K.N. Thusu-recalls the Dravidian origin of the Parji and

Pengo languages tt"ô""ii""fy more c]o19 to the Gondi' and' to the Kui languages'

according to the *ort , of Bunow and Bhattacharya 
131. ln a latter work about thè

ollar politicalty committed image of the Paraia. As a writer, Mohanty was deeply

influenced by Gandhi and the Russian author Tolstoi, and atthattime involved in

the social & Hiralal according to whom the term lneans something like "jungly"'

and is a common upp"fiurion ior the oldest sub-castes and tribes of the area' More

u".u*,"f' than 'Juriiy" ho*.u.r, the translation could be render'ed by the term

,,lowlander" (Elwin), or even more by "people of the -valley 
to"' Th" origin of our

Joria seems to be local, but we know by different traditions and legends, that some

group, connected with'the king (like tire Rona) accompanied.him during 
-tfe {ft

of his capital. More close to thË joria, the Pengo Parujaare said to have followed a

raja from their original abode in the warangàl area (present Andhra Pradesh) to

Bastar, before to reach the Jeypore and Kalahîndi regions by themselves 
ls'.

3) The Parji and Desia languages :

The Parji has been identified as the language spoken originally by the

,.paraja tribe,,, but was defined differently by Grierson or Burrow uld

Bhattacharya. If we follow the former, the Pàrji is an Aryan dialect close to the

ghatri, mixing Oriya and eastern forms of Hindi (Halbi, Chhattisgarhi)' If we

follow the latter it's a Dravidian language more close to the Ollari than to the

common gondi. It seems to us that thè eirji doesn't refer to--one language' but to

different Jnes practiced by different groups of Paraja' Secondly, one same group is

n"qu.ntfy at lËast bilingual (as G. Pfeffei insisted upon, since long time)' Thirdly,

the present language or"tn" Jària Paraja of Koraput is the Desia dialect of oriya'

'2 G.Ramadas, "Porojas", Man in India, Vol.Xl, no 3-4, 1931, p.243-258: p'246'

F T. Burrow and,s.Bhattacharya, The Parji Language - A Dravidian Language ofBastar' 1953

The Pengo Language, Oxford University press 
,l970'

ra According to a remark of R.Hardenberg, Joria, indeed' evokes an association with a stream'

r5 This opinion is rapported by different authors who quote the Pengo themselves or their

neighbours , ureu t Ôôs, p.+o; n u.u 1g77, p.12; Elwin 1947. According to Thusu, the king

concerned is said to, be a "Chalkiban"
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The Desia dialect-is geneially described as a ringua franca spoken in thelow "plateau" from Koraput io Bastar. This dialect is mo"stly u tor- of oriya, but
show also some elements from Eastern Hindi and some elelments from Dravidian
languages. As Bell said, fifty years ago, it shourd be seen less as a corrupt
language, than as in ancient and local form of Oriya.

"A number ôf words are current, which in the old Orissa Division of
Bengal had passed out of polite usage years ago. Such words are 'gnoita' for
husband, 'randi' for a widow, 'andira' for man, 'maikina' for woman or wife, and
'paiti' for work. The explanation seems to be that the Oriya now spoken in Gunjam
and Koraput is the form of the language which was generally spoken in Orissa a
century ago. The Oriya of Cuttack has been influenced by literâry experiments and
so has tended to discard words which had humble associations or were considered
to be characteristic of the lower classes. Koraput has long been isolated from the
influence of modern Oriya literature and has thus retained the old form of the
language unchanged 16".

According to Thusu, the Desia was named the "Joria bhasha" in the eastern
part ofjeypore kingdom. We can therefore suppose that the present Desia language
and culture is the result of the interactions between the various local communities
in' the ancient royal society. The periodical migrations of Hindi merchants
(Bohipari, Banjari) through the kingdom contributed without doubt to the
generalization of the dialect 17.

According to our clarifications, "Joria Paraja" appears to mean something
like the "peasant citizens of the valleys". The Joria constitute an independent group
since long iime, sharing numerous characteristics with other local Dravidian
groups. Among those latter, the Ollar Gadaba stand apparently closer to the Joria
of Nandapur area, with respect to their kinship systems 18, and linguistic
expressions. On the other hand, in different areas of Koraput district, the Joria
share some traits with others neighbouring groups like especially the Pengo Paraja
(also Dravidian). unfortunately, we can not say much more on their origins, due to
the lack of historical sources. It is time for us to exploit the possible historical
sources with a local focus.

'u Bell r945, p.57.

'i All the historical account of the Nandapur - Jeypore kingdom mention the intervention of
Brinjari (also Banjari, Bohipari or Lambadi) itinerant camiers and merchants in the settling of the
first Suryavamsi king. See Singh Deo 1939 and Schnepel 1992and2002.

tt Th"y favorized, for example, the cross-cousin marriage and have close kinship terminology.
ln Nandapur area, the names oftheir clans (bonso or vamsa) are the same than those ofother groups
of the area : Khora (sun), Amtal (Snake), Khilo (tiger), Pangi (Vulture), sometimes.Petia (pig). The
status titles (kuda) are also naik (nayak), sisa, barïk, and salan or chaian. We can also find muduli,
majhi, kirsani, bhoi denoting originally village functions but now often considered as lineage
names.
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Ir. :Ethno-hist<irical reconstruction of the ?j"j" and Joria categories

Toattemptanethno-historicalanalysis'weneedtoadopta..localpointof
view re.. by concentr"ii"glf,, study in u'Jn""ift-".irea, a1d combining fieldwork

investigations and ";;iil;I" 
informâtion "Ji;."i 

h^istory. In 
-o,ut 

case' we confine

our inquiry to the 
'ui.u- 

uround Nandapur, the former capital of the Je1'pore

kingdom.Thiskingdom,itiswellknown,wasnearlycoextensivewiththepresent
Koraput district. ff,ir1*"ti"n permits to'gel few lÉtti::t Insiehts 

and to glance

at the links between aî.ïifi"*ti Jati and tfre local king' We may thus attain a more

."*p*fttt.ive view of the Paraja and Joria categories'

1) The Paraja as "peasant-citizen" class :

In the area surounding Nandapur, the paraja in general hold a relatively

low rank in the hierarchy, though no,.iufiifte loivest' ih"y ut" supposed to be

among the most ;if,;i'inrruui"tunt of the area, the rural "dominant" group or

..earthmen,, (n,utvul'in irr" pi"ir"r', *orit roir'o*ing the local term t0' The Madras

census Report of 1g71 pleaded uJrg for, their ancient presence, in view of their

knowledge on the regional land rights 
j'. 

Fo, this reason they are considered as

..senior" (bodo). On this topic, we cal.euote arvidespreadmvth in Central India

according to which the tribes *"r" origiiliiy r"luted,: t: Rujur The ancestors of

both were brothers, bu the younger (sano) succeeded in ri{|ng a horse and became

the hrst king while tft" ofaËt faiLO ànA rémained peasant 
22' This legend is a way'

through kinship t";i;"Iô and antiquity in the àrea, to reverse the hierarchy in

favoui ofthe tribal "subjects"'

we have to examine now the distinctions made within the Paraja category

itself. At a first level, most of the informants recgen]?e$ the classical distinction

between goao (eiaîi--r"ry1u, co*priring mostlf -sodia..and 
sano (youngers)

including loriu uniiJt;;'fi. w;-".i pt"!it" thai the Sodia and Joria are Desia

speakers, while the f"ngî are still Dravidian languages speakers (related with the

Kui Khond). To thisbas"ic structure, they add toàtty ttt" Put"tgu (related with the

le One of us (rousseleau 2003) tried to show that the "local

Ournontt perspective on the "tribal question" in India' and

though othlr aspects are more open to criticisms'

to Pf"ff". 1983, P.90-91.

,l ,. Their ancient rights to these lands are acknowledged by colonists from amon' the Aryans' and

when a dispute urir., uuoui'it. Uounduri., ofa field iorr.rr"d by recentarrivals a Parja is usually

called in to point out the aîcieiituna*-tr. Gadabas'are also represented as indigenous from the

long lapse of years tt,at tt ey t ave been in the country, but they aie by no.means of the patriarchal

type that characterizes ,fr. i'".i"i', f"fadras Census n.port f fi f , quoted in Russell and Hira Lal

1916, p.371.

,, we can find close versions, among others, in Elwin 1954, p.xxxiii, and Russell and Hira Lal

1916.

2' In the north-westem part of Koraput, around Nowrangpur, the Joria arerlassified with the Sodia

",";;;;;;;o 
e"ru3u,'ùi ti; P;";; informants of K'N' rhusu : rhusu re77 ' p'3'

noint of view" was generallY the

ihat this perspective is still fruitlul

I
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Gadaba), some Kond, the Bondo and the Gadaba 2a. we face, thus, subgroups fromdifferent origins whose common o"no-inuto, t; ;;;;; been more croselyconnected with the king and his capital-city than other relateo ii*"g*-rt .""*,
therr that the Paraja hierarchy follows the spatial dispersion too: the closer you areto Nandapur and Jeypore, the higher you are consideied.

From the paraja's point of view now, to be acknowredged citizenof theking constituted a form of"social distinctionj'. At the lineage or individual level,secondly, the same process was going on, through the use 
"iÀ" ii,i", ikt"). ù;;of the present local "tribal" titles ùdeed, u, ih" oriju ones, come from royaloffices considered.as hereditary. obviousry, it doesn,t irfry that there was no"tribal"-chief or priest before the local kingdom, but their J.iginat functions havebeen influenced by the wider royar structurè. on this topic, we can attempt a moregeneral remark, one find a widespread tendency urriong the local ,,tribes,, tointroduce themselves only by their title instead or ineir ctai name. This fact takesplace once more in the commol qtratew of distinction. rr" ;ph";i. ;;Jl,;permits to separate them from their locJ origins 1at least-in the words), as well asto "functionalize" their lineage in a more prestigious.way. More generally, thisprocess' combined with c-laims of respecting rulei of purity lespecàlly ,rguraingcow), has been a powerful factor in crôating-n.* rnaoglÀoir.'.o11*unities rr. The

.f1m9us_"Ksharriyaization" can be considJred rike rî;*,r;;;;;ffi; "i,il;kind of phenomenon. 'u. .8u1, beyond the tribes, flrà suÀe sftategy is in factemployed since long time by the caites. Beyond tn. nayrey;s lontinuum from tribeto caste, this observation supports the hocartian hypoitresis or u p.og.e.riu.subordination of the kinship principre to a status one in a royal context.

Together with different Desia Scheduled Castes, the groups living in thisarea form therefore a_''local system', which, rno.. g;*l'ly, constitutes whatG.Pfeffer called the "Koraput ôomplex', or what p. Berger, following the localpeople, call the Desia society. Beyond caste hierarchy, thJ very existence of suchorganization centred on Nandapuitums our attention io*-a.-ir,e ancient kingdomframe' It may be time for us to leam from'the historians what couldu. irr" Ë*".i.category in the ancient royar context. If we foilow, ro, 
"*u*pr., th; g;;;;'iindications of Ronald Inden, praja appears to mean ,,subject,,, 

or a certain ,,kind ofcitizenship" whose members *.rr'';rupposed to be royar to their king,,. Moreappropriately still according to Inden, piàja stands u,,ynonyr forjanapada : the"residents of the countryside", mostry engageo in agricurtuÉ in contrast with thepaura or "residents ofthe city" (merchanis, and casies involved in mcire ,,urbuni
activities) ?t. But that's not âil,'and rnoeï ,t;ffi;h" irr"','rror" rurar world

2a on those distinctions' see Francis previously quoted. we can also stress the conventional aspectof the Paraja list, often composed of ieven grorp, 
"u"n 

if the names .n*g.. Seven is a commonnumber for the founders of a tribe, or the pJranlc world levels, etc.

^t t I thusu reports the case.of a-P.ngo irouf tiuing near Jeypore whose members call themselvesSodabesia, respect pollution rites for the Àws'and buffaloes dead in their house, and refuseintermarriage with the other paraja whonr they nickname the petia, ,.pigs',! Thusu 1977, p.9.The lerm sodia may come liom sud : ..purete,;.
-:ll.erm.aT Kulke proposed a rather similar scenrio of "ritual democratization,' in his article :"Kshatriyaization and social change. A study in orissa setting,,, in Aspects on changing India.Studies in^honour of prof. G.s.Ghurye, Devadas piilai ed., nà,nuuy t6ie'.- 

"'
-' lnden 1990, p.2t}-220.
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"consisted of overlapping territorial societies tt. What Inden defines here, from his
historical data, reflects quite exactly what we faced actually on the field. The
Paraja of Nandapur area constitute a peasant society overlapping the more urban

and mercantile one which can be divided in lower (the local Domb and Ghasi) and

higher castes (here mostly the Rona, the Mali, the Gouda, the Kamar blacksmiths
and the Kumhar potters) 2e. The Paraja society is divided in its turn, as we have

seen, according to different criteria among which the most important one was

formerly the proximity with the royal palace and the temple.

2) The Joria or the "peasant citizens of the valley" compare to the"peasant
warriors of the hills":

In this context, as "peasants of the valleys" 30, the Joria were considered as

somehow inferior to the Sodia living around Jeypore and closer to the palace life.
According to the Joria themselves, they accept food and water from Brahmin and

Khandayat (scribes) obviously, but also from Rona (ancient warriors of the royal
militia), Gouda (herdsmen), Mali (gardeners), Parenga and Gadaba. They accept
only fruits from Dombo, Teli (Vaicya), and Bondo, but nothing from the Ghasi.
Dombo and Ghasi are their common "client" castes 31. A close version of this
situation is given by another legendary account of the origin of the Joria, reported
by Elwin:

"the first Joria was the child of a Mali woman, and was born in a stream. He was
adopted by a Gadaba. and when.people asked him his tribe, he could say nothing
but'Jo ri a, Joria. stream, stream'."".

" lnd"n 1990, p.224

tn Those "overlapping societies" can be equated, in our view. with what Peter Berger described
recently as thc three levels ofthe Desia society (Berger 2002. thank you to him to have given this
article). Our Paraja in particular stand in Berger's middle level.

r0 We must remark that some "Laudiya-Jhadia-Jana" are actually mentioned in the royal title of
Viswambhara Deo l, one of the most famous king of Jeypore who ruled the kingdom between 1672
and 1676. according to K.B.Singh Deo, 'Laudiya-Jhadia-Jana, stands for the tribes of 'Loriyas' and
'Jhaduas' that are found in the Chhattisgarh and Sambalpur Agencies" (Singh Deo 1939, p.58-59).
We don't know why the writer refer to Chhatisgarhi Joria instead of mentioning the Koraputi ones.
It can refer to two groups : the Joria and the Lorya (subcaste of Gouda), or, to a single group : the
Lorya Jodia, a subcaste of Gouda described by Thurston as 'a small class of hilI cultivators in the
Vizagapatam district'(Thurston & Rangachari 1909, Vol. IV, p.291) Russell & Hira Lal 1916
mention a Lohara Jhadia subcaste of Oriya blacksmiths, as well as a Lodhia Jharia subgroup of
Rajasthani landholders, living in Mandia (Chhattisgarh). It may be to the latter that Singh Deo think
about. As we can see the identification of this group is difficult, but the rest of the tittle seems to
indicate that this group was relatively important, and may be rebel at a time. Viswambhara Deo I is
known to have encouraged the peasants to settle in the plains.

3r 
on the "client" category, see Dumont I980, and Pfèftèr 1997 for an application of the concept in

a "tribal" conter(t.

,/
" El*in 1954, p.xxxvii
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This myth places in fact very well the Joria in the local scale, between the
higher Mali gardeners,and the rower Gadaba 33. other tocat tegenài ;;;h;-;;
kind explain for example the proximity but not withstanding rel-ative inferiority of
the Bondo (or even the Parenga) presented as wilder than thJn. Though rather l-ow,
the Joria Paraja were. indeed, considered as loyal, more quiet and ,'civilised,' 

than
the- Bonda (Paraja nonetheress), and ,,more over than proud and agressive
highlanders like the Dongria Kond or the Lanjia Saora.

Compare to the people of the valleys, those two "hill tribes" were seen aswilder, but, on the other hand, were appreciated for their martial capacities U/ tfr"king' This distinctive trait helps us to understand the very speciai status oi th"
Saora and Kond in the kingdom. Some of them, indeed, weie considered as paraja
(the Kond living around Nandapur for exampl,e, and ihe Desia Kond in g"n"ril,
are proud to belong to this category). But we know, thanks to prof. p .K.ftayak,
that the Dongria Kond of the Niamgiris Hills accept only *iti, lnoignation to uecalled "subjects" of an Oriya king. ihe same could Ue saia about the Mal Saora.This claim of autonomy was not totally fulfilled since, siir according to r .K.Nayak, the same Dongria Kond recognized among:the*selrres the Nishika clan as"lodo Pqyia", or elàest of ail the Dongria clÀs representing all the DongriaKondhs '0". A, a matter of fact, the so-cailed ,,Boâo paraja', were reratively
autonomous ' concerning their own feuds and the administration of "their" hillJ.They'were nonetheless tributary ro the torut tingl.uil;;" see through theirparticipation of the different Dasara festivars. At- this occasion, they hfr .oÀe
martial privileges close to those of the rocal paika castes (or Ronaj.

An important occasion to see the kingdom's organization at work was
gffergd indeed by the Dasara festival. For Jeyp-ore, this Àyal ceremony has beenlargely commented by .8. Sçhnepel (quoting himself rn. satru; as both theexpression and the mainrenance of thè kinldom unity and à-i-visi."r"il'riî
hierarchy was legitimized indeed through thè"particip"ii"" 

"r 
each group in thegeneral procession. According to somJ informants, ihe Gouda lmiilmen; werebringing water and other things, the Dombo were O*- U""tt"rs, the Ghasi had towatch the horses while the Gadaba had to watch the elephants (and to bearpalanquin), etc. unfortunately, no one has been able to tËn us what was thefunction specially allotted to the Joria. But people told us something else that wedidn't suspect. Formerry, the festivar of Jeyporl didn't be giii u"ror" the warrikearrival of the Nandapur delegation bringing-there their ooui nug, (ihanda) at theextremity of long poie.. MosIof those fiags were coming from J*îi, ,irrâË"r.:

rr we recognized here the classical lndian way of explaining the creation and relative situation of acaste through a blend (vamasamkara, generally a marriage) of earlier Jati. The theme of adoption
1".:f, in any-case, untouched the Joria blood and dignity.
' 
^\tylt 

1989, p.184 et p. 123. Theywere under tnà riatraiaof Bissamcunack (himself dependentof the Jeypore raja), but recognized mostrytheir regendaryking of thehiils i uramraia
15 Schnepel 2002

36 Theihandarecall in mind the satarbond.or clanic insignia of the Dongria Kond, which werebrought to Bissamcuttack for Dasara .Nayak 1989. It seeÀs that most orître ihanaa brought toJeypore were from important vilrages likà headquart ers of nuthalgroup or;itages). or martialvillages (like some Kond ones)
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Among the few representatives of this area who accompanied the insignia, one

Paraia enjoyed some privileges: the representatives of the "Benek Porja". After

"nquiry 
37, w€ discovered that this small. group resides in three close villages in the

high-piateau above Nandapur. The members of this group claim to be few higher

thàn the Joria and are then equated with the Bodo Paraja. Actually, their

intermarriages as well as their funerary customs show that they are a branch of the

Joria belonging to the Khilo (Tiger) clan, and bearing the Srsa (generally '!priest")

title. Their .tigt'rt superiority comes fr_om the fact that they are still considered the

descendants of the tribal couple who, according to the local origin myth of the

Jeypore dynasty, adopted the first Nandapur king : Benek Raja. We will try now to

identifu this king as well as the different agents of this ancient history.

III. The citizens of Vinayak Deo : a reconstruction of Nandapur ancient

history

I) From Benek Raia to VinaYak Deo :

The strange name Bertek Raja barely hides the more prestigious Vinayak

Deo, founder of the Suryavantsi dynasty, who ruled Nandapur between 1443 and

1476. Following the Nandapur legend, the Benek Paraja were granted some lands

and few privileges like to set fire on the Holpuda (Holi) pyre in Nandapur, or to
perform the first ritual sowing of the paddy of all the kingdom (during Chaitra
month) for the care their ancestors gave to the royal child. From the rice grown by

thenr in the hill close to Nandapur, some is given to the royal family of Jeypore, as

well as some water from the Rani Duduma falls (in the same area). This royal
distinction, which is recognized by all the population of the Nandapur area and

beyond, speaks for an unexpected role played by the Joria Paraja at the founding of
the kingdom ,, .

Let us come back to'the legend, in its version mentioned by Bell:

"A tradition in the Agency, current among others besides the Dombs, has it
that the Panos of Ghumsur in Ganjam district, proved themselves so

obnoxious to the people by their criminal habits that the Raja issued an

order that any Pano should be killed wherever he should be found. In fear
of this edict the men of the tribé scattered and some of them sought refuge

in the hills of Jeypore. Soon after their arrival one of their number
succeeded by a trick in inducing the Kondhs of the locality to accept him as

their king. Observing that the Kondhs were in the habit of worshipping a

certain bija Tree, this man concealed himself in the tree and suddenly leapt

from it when the Kondhs were performing their devotions, announcing that
he had been sent to them to be their king. Simultaneously he summoned
some of his fellow-refugees who had been concealed themselves nearby

and declared that they were his retinue. The Kondhs believed that a king
had been given to them by the tree as a reward for their devotion and

accepted the ruler thus sent to them. They built forts' for him at a number of
places, of which the remains of one near Sembliguda are still clearly visible

t7 They are mentioned in Das 1999. p.5. This book helpcd us to locate them-
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and are known locally fi. the 'Domb fort'. A period of terror and anarchy
followed during which'-The Raja and his followers came to be called
'Dumbas' or'devils', which name \l/as latter changed to 'Domb

The tradition further narrates that the reign of the Domb kings was ended
by a boy, who was found in a forest guarded by a cobra and a peacocÈand fed by a
goat, and was brought up by the foster-parents who discovered him. After
overthrowing the Dombs he established a kingdom at Narayanapatnam, which was
later moved to Nandapur. One of the successors of this Raja had no male issue and
at the bidding of the god Sarveswara, who appeared to him in a dream, married his
daughter to a certain youth who had come to tris tingOom, also at the direction of
the gods, and from this union sprang the present family of the Rajas of Jeypore. 3t".

A nearly similar legend is famous in all the Nandapur area. The supposed
'Domb'fort' (Domo gada) is actually situated in the close vicinity of Nandaiur (on
the way to Semiliguda) but no such precision is given about the origins of the loàal
Dombs. In any case, it is doubtfull that the name, Domb 

"o*e 
irom Duma, as

Domb is a widespread word, far from Orissa and from the area where clunn is
employed. The story of a Domb king may be an invention or not, in any Çase, the
remains of a fort is not a proof for such allegation. We will see, nevertùeless, that
some informations are still interesting in this myth.

This version of the story is particularly valuable because it clearly
distinguishes three successive events. The fîrst describes the Domb kingdom,
ended by the second event: the conquest of the young warrior. The last episoO" is
the establishment of the Suryavamsi dynasty with Jeypore as next capitat. Of all
the story, only the last episode is me-ltionned in the official dynastit legend of
Jeypore (Jayapura Raja vasmyavali 3e). Recently, B. schnepel showed ihat the
founder of the suryavamsi dynasty, Vinayak Deô, might be àriginally a warrior-
merchant Banjari, or was, at least, an ally of them. The Banjari, or more accurately
"Bohipari" as they are called locally, crossed indeed the Koraput plateau tô
exchange various goods from Bastar and Chhattisgarh against salt oithe Oriya and
Telugu costal areas. More over; it is well known that the Jeypore kings endeâ their
sigrature with a wavy line representing the whip of the nanjàri. We can add to the
Schnepel demonstration that a special celebration was held in honour of the
Bohipari in Jeypore. In September, people were celebrating the Kundi Balada puja
to increase their welfare.(puja to Laxchmi and Ganesh) but also in honour of t"he
Bohipari and their cattle au. The festival, indeed, consisted mostly of small clay cart
procession in the main street of Jeypore. This festival involved âlro u reception of
some Bohipari who were gifted some presents by the king.

Still according to the dynastic legend, Vinayak Deo was helped by the
Bohipari against a rebellion of the local peoples around Nandapur. Schnepel

tt Bell 1945, p.go

'n Sarma 1938' We thank the son of the author, Viswambhara Nanda, who showed us his copy of
this precious book.
a0 Carmichael mentioned also a Kunde Aumas or festival of the patron god of the Brinjaris and
traders 1869, p.99) We owe most of those informations to Sri Suryanarayan Beborta oinandapur,
confirmed by Sri Pandit V. Nanda of Jcypore.
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Supposesthatthisrebel.}ionwasfomerttedbythepreviousking,oftheSilqvamsi
U,*5t (,,stone avttu.ty"). We don't-know much about the kings of this dynasty'

The last Silavamsi king'is said to have married his daughter 'to Vinayak Deo'

;;ii";irg; àr"u* sent 6y Shiva Sarveswara' before to let the throne to his son-in-

Iaw. As Schnepel urg*, ift. story can be read in a different way, as a conquest of

the throne by vi";;;k, r"giti*ir"d afterwards by an alliance between the two

lineages. rhe rebetiiân ,un 6" easily understood initris case' as a revolt of the local

subjects, faithful to their ancient king, against the 19w 
ruler. It should be said that

" the so-c.a lled sati packana ("satistone" îorshipped by the.neighbours)' situated in

the ancient NunOupui iort, ùems.to belong to thé rani of Vinayaka Deo,.as the very

- 
comrpted scriptureïili';;;'il-j. rtt" .i*ings show. a-king facing his wife and

together, seated Uy 
"rorring 

their legs. are raiJing their hand as a sign of mutual

vow. A second woman, certainly second wife, is standing and raising her arm on

the left side of the stone. If our interpretation is true, the king represented on the

stone is Vinayak fri*."ff and he gof t\vo wives, as the custom prevailed fo^t 
11"

kings of this time. To add to our hypothesis, t "u.n 
be said that the style of this

image remind us of sati stones as we can see ln bastar

2) The lineage "born from the rock":

Let us carry on our comparisons behveen myth and historical evidences'

Previous to the Vinayak's arrival, the legend mention a m-iraculous boy' guarded by

a cobra and u peu"o.k, *hi"h are royal'animals par excellence' He was adopted by

foster-parents, won aiainst the bad Dgmb king, and then founded a kingdom at

Nuruyurrputna before io settle in Nandapur. This last idea should be reversed' as

Narayanpatnu t."u*" capital only after Nandapur. At this point. the ve-rsions of

the legend collected oratly in Nandapur become more accurates' According to it'

the boy was born on the batisimhasana ("thitty-two steps throne") hillock in the

.àrtr"'"tpr"sent Nandapur. Different people even say that-his umbilical cord was

kept in an hidden .fri"g within the same hillock. The foster-parents who

discovered him were an old barren couple (called sometimes Benek raia and Benek

rani themselves), the ancestors of the so-called Benek Paraja, who were collecting

roots in the forest. Some years after, the boy followed secretly his father t.o tlle

royal Dasara and met the Éomb king (called here Sundarbani). unknowningly,.he

made Namaskar withhis feet, gesture which was highly disrespectful, so the king

wanted to arrest him. The boy ran away to his native jungle and made bamboo

sword and shield. with those weapons, h. *on against the whole Domb army and

reigned over NandaPur.

As, according to the legend quoted by Bell, Vinayak Deo succeeded to a

descendant of this ùoy, *. can suppose that this latter is the founder of the

ol We have been able to decipher, on the second line, successive Sanskrit or ancient Hindi letters

which can be read as ViNaYa(?) DeVa

a2 See S. Settar & G.D.Sontheimer (ed), Memorial stones. A study of their origin, significance and

*.i"iv, oftu*ad. Heidelberg, fraunipai Power Press - South Asia lnstitute, New-Delhi 1982' at

t.urt io* sati stones can be ien in Nandapur, even if their name is different' One has numerous

*onl"n represented. The practice of sati was common for the Jeypore rani, as we can see also in

Rayagada and NaraYanPatna. 
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silqvantsi dynasty' The scarce historical informations about fhe kings of this familvonly tell us that they. rured Nanoapur up b 1443 (the rast. king being pratapGangaraju), and that they are r.no*n qv some inscrrption, srnce 1353 (the firstknown king being 
"*l.ro canguruluj-oi' ou. io.*ir.i"ti"î i, .onfi.n,ed bv twoelements: the name o.f the ovr"ity'irtâ ,,dynasty of the stone,,, and, the detair of theumbilical cord kept in the stony"rriiio"r.. Ir.refers, i"d;;;;; a myth according rowhich the founder was born ou, or rr,".orr.ï. i"'rrri, 

".*,'ril Benekparaja, arias aJoria branch, can be considered as the iort"r-pur"nts ofthé ancient royal dynasty.

Moreover' they may have been the "real" parents of the king. somearguments point in this direction. Firstry, some Benek paraja, though proud toplaya rote in rhe former royar cerebrations, 
"rui* ;;;;;;;"" in war with theJeypore raja during.*" tin,"r. rn"y'say arso that nnairava (whose damagedtemple is stil honoured in the "oto Nu'noupur,, area) *u, ,nài, own divinity in thepast, and that the Jevpore raja store it to them. Last but not t"u*t, some of them savthat the batisimrtusirc is toibiao"" Ib;;; marc memb"r, oitt,"i. rineage, becausêit is the bomirikur of their f.riit, ;;.rr'*"un, the ,,stone of the umbiricar cord,,...with those erements, we can É"r",*'Àat the actuar ÈÀil parajaare directryrelated to the more ancie", r"v.i àv"rrty hi.tori""it J";;enred in Nandapur.

f ::;:ïliJ,ï:îîî1,,':,'"î:ln:ni*f ti,l'**tt;".iiii'reign,considering

horse
To conclude, we will come back to the legend opposing the raja riding aand the PurEa cultivating the soil (cf. II, I). K.N. Thusucomplete view on these rnyth by precising that, though

glve a more
raja, the peasant Paraja stayed senior (bodo) and

thejunior brother became
telling that the Pengo Paraj a believe that one

"pri est" (jani). He continue by
might live in Kondmal close to Jeypore or in the

Paraja called Narangi Jani, who
previously essential to

ttBomli Kutra" in Nandapur, was
privilege, indeed. of

the coronation of the Jeypore king as. 
He enjoyed the

Pengo, this
Singlnsan Mati ("soil of the throne"). Still according to the

uring 'the Dasara.l
Narangi -/cni was also previously essential dprocesslon, and for the first rice seeds consecrations. Allactually performed by the main member of the Benek

those functions were
called the ^lrsa (here "Priestr a6; family". The priest

Paraja lineage, who are also
easily identified with this ^lisa The relation

mentioned by the Pengo can be
the Raja and his older brother the Paraja

mentioned by the local tribes between
somehow real. The Benek in

pnest was actually not only mythical but
the true senior "earthmen

particular, and the Joria and Paraja in general, were
formerly even rulers)

" (ntatia) who were still dominant in the area (and maybeand with whom the king had to deal. Moreover, the fertility
ot Bell 1945, p.22.

oo 
Thjs legend recalls the origin- myh of the ancient Sairodbhava dynasty of the chirika area (7rhcentury)' tt is interesting to find the ru"t. ià.u'u,nong ttre Rengo, ;;;1"; ià *rricr,, the JeyporeraJa was born our of a stone which broke ini;;;;;., Thusu 1977, p.l3

o5 Thusu 1977,,p.1 3-14.

1u This titlc is not alrvavs clear, as it rcl'crs to the "sacrificer" as weil as to the..pu.iari,,of the viilageshrinc fiani). rn other uilrage around Nandapur. rt can be also .n'ptoy"a i"r'rrr" .,.oor.,,generarycallcd Randari. The samc ambiguity; ;;:;;;';;,n" cudubu case : Berger 2002.
6t
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of the kingdom was still insured by the perfomrance of the spring rituals by those

origi"uf ,,irasters of the earth". The association of the tribal priest with a Hindu

kini, lastly, widespread in orissa, evokes both the senior-religious / junior-secular

distinction of the Middle Indian "tribes", and, the more classical one between

Brahman and raja. Actually, both priests were necessary, and while the Brahman

pÀuided a textual *,rtgti'ry to th; royal decisions, the local Srsa could give a

costumary legitimation 
47.

Conclusion:

Beginning with the first scientific reports on the Joria Paraja' this article tried

firstly to define ttre ,ranre of this group, by situating -it 
progressively in its local

context. This process lead us to examine the ancieni little kingdom organization'

we saw then that the Joria paraja were closely connected w-ith a group called the

Benek paraja, itr"fiOlr""ily involved in the kingdom ancient history and royal

,ltuutr. roàay a sclrcdutitl Tribe, the Joria Paraja of Na'dap.r area were

urràouUt"aty a Oominant local group in the far past' and the Benek Paraja might

have been even forgotten kings'
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