Chapter 5

KINSHIP STRUCTURE AND CHANGE

Like any other kinship structure, the one found among the Lois also consists of
the structural units; viz., clan, lineage, family and marriage, found in common in all
the Scheduled Caste as well as non-Scheduled Caste Loi villages. Kinship plays an
important role in regulation of behaviour and formation of social, political and
territorial groups among the Lois and is the key to their society formed on the basis of
blood and affinal ties. Yet, the villages vary in terms of the size of their territory and
population, which incorporates some kind of difference in their social units.
Relatively large territories offer more natural and physical resources and population
which further facilitate socio-cultural resources. Even the location of a village causes
differentiation of resources and facilities. This causes complexities and problems of
the kinship structure as well. In Koutruk and Leimaram, all these structural units are
present and these have a broad similarity with those of the Meiteis. However, there
are observed certain variations which have historically occurred due to the exclusion
of the Lois and, then, the working of forces of change. The Loi kinship structure
consists of the structural units like clan, lineage, family and marriage. These units
govern the relations among individuals. The kinship structure in the Loi villages is

therefore discussed here in terms of continuity and change of its elements.

Clan

A clan which is a unilineal kin group, usually exogamous, claiming descent
from a common ancestor and often represented by totem bounds the members by its
discipline. Generally, it is segmented into lineages, i.e., the branches of descent from
a common ancestor. The Lois divide into seven clans known as Salais or Yeks ;
namely, Ningthouja, Angom, Khumal, Moirang, Luwang, Sarang-Leishangthem and
Khanganba. The two villages, i.e., Koutruk and Leimaram each have all the seven
clans which play an important role of organizing the people in the villages. The prime
function of clan is to enforce the rule of exogamy (Bareh 2001:176-177) and, thereby,
to proscribe marriages of the individuals in the same Salai (clan). The seven clans in
the two villages have asymmetrical distribution of families which makes small and

big clans. Size of a clan generally determines its importance in a society.
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The following table shows the distribution of the families into the clans in the

two villages:

Table 5.1

Distribution of Families into Clans in Koutruk and Leimaram

(Percentage in Parentheses)

Clan Koutruk Leimaram Total
(%) (%) (%)
Ningthouja 26 (29.55) 287 (69.66) 313 (62.6)
Luwang 13 (14.77) 25 (6.07) 38 (7.6)
Khuman 1(1.14) 9(2.18) 10 (2.0)
Angom 1(1.14) 27 (6.55) 28 (5.6)
Moirang 3(3.41) 36 (8.74) - 39(7.8)
Kha-Nganba 7(7.95) 14 (3.4) 21 (4.2)
Sarang-Leishangthem 37 (42.05) 14 (3.4) 51 (10.2)
Total 88 412 500
(%) (100) (100) (100)

Source: Field Data Collected from the Villages during January — March 2010

The table shows that in the two villages Ningthouja is the major clan under
which more than three fifths (62.6%) of the families fall. Of the other clans, Sarang
Leishangthem is constituted one tenth of the families, Moirang 7.8% of the families,
Luwang 7.6%, Angom 5.6%, Khanganba 4.2% and Khuman clan only a few (2.0%).

In Koutruk, over two fifths (42.05) of the families are of Sarang-
Leishangthem clan, while over one fourth (29.55%) are of Ningthouja clan, 14.77% of
Luwang, 7.95% of Khanganba, 3.41% of Moirang clan and a very few (1.14%), each,
of Khuman and Angom clans. In Leimaram, over two thirds (69.66%) of the families
are of Ningthouja clan, while 8.74% are of Moirang, 6.55% of Angom, 6.07% of
Luwang, 3.4%, each, of Khanganba and Sarang- Leishangthem and 2.18% of Khuman
clan.

Thus, in Koutruk Sarang- Leishangthem and Ningthouja are the largest clan
groups and Angom and Khuman are the minor clan group whereas in Leimaram,
Ningthouja is the major clan group under which over two thirds (69.66%) of the
families fall and Khuman is the smallest clan group in the village. Number and size of
clans in a village are determined by the factors like migration, settlement, kinship ties,

marital relations etc. In Koutruk Sarang Leishangthem has grown is the largest clan
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while in Leimaram Ningthoujam has grown as the largest clan as a result of early
settlement and kinship ties. The people of both the clans in the two villages claim to

be the first settlers in the villages.

Lineage

Lineage is a group of descendants from a common actual ancestor, segmented
from a clan. In villages, people broadly identify themselves as relatives and others by
belonging to a common lineage and clan. In the two villages, there are found 48
lineages, in all. Of these, Koutruk has 16 and Leimaram has 39.

The lineages of Koutruk are (i) Buthem, (ii) Chanabam, (iii) Kangabam, (iv)
Khuraijam, (v) Leishangthem, (vi) Nunglekpam, (vii) Thangjam (viii) Tongbram, (ix)
Warrepam, (x) Angom, (xi) Chingakham, (xii) Khaidem, (xiii) Ningthoujam, (xiv)
Soibam, (xv) Sorokhaibam and (xvi) Thounaojam.

Compared to Koutruk, Leimaram has two and a half times more lineages.
These are (i) Angom, (ii) Chingakham, (iii) Khaidem, (iv) Ningthoujam, (v) Soibam,
(vi) Sorokhaibam, (vii) Thounaojam, (viii) Haobijam, (ix) Hanglem, (x)
Heirangkhonjam, (xi) Hijam, (xii) Hirom, (xiii) Huidrom, (xiv) Keisham, (xv)
Khangjakpam, (xvi) Kharaibam, (xvii) Konsam, (xviii) Laishram, (xix)
Langpoklakpam, (xx) Leichombam, (xxi) Leimapokpam, (xxii) Longjam, (xxiii)
Maibam, (xxiv) Mayengbam, (xxv) Meishnam, (xxvi) Meitram, (xxvii) Moirangthem,
(xxviii) Ngangom, (xxix) Nongmaithem, (xxx) Sapam, (xxxi) Shanjenbam, (xxxii)
Shamchetsabam, (xxxiii) Thiyam, (xxxiv) Thokchom, (xxxv) Thongam, (xxxvi)
Thoudam, (xxxvii) Wahengbam, (xxxviii) Wangkheimayum and (xxxix) Yumnam.

Of the lineages in the two villlages, seven are common lineages; namely, (i)
Angom, (ii) Chingakham, (iii) Khaidem, (iv) Ningthoujam, (v) Soibam, (vi)
Sorokhaibam, and (vii) Thounaojam.

Also, these lineages have different numbers of families in the two villages
which determine their size and importance in their collective life. Number of families
gives strength to a lineage and a clan in a village as well as a region. The following

two tables show the distribution of families into lineages by clans in the two villages:
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Table 5.2
Distribution of Lineages by Clan in Koutruk

(Percentage in Parentheses)

Clan (%) Total
Ningthouja Luwang Khuman Angom Moirang Khanganba Sarang- (%)
Lineage Leishangthem ]
Angom _ . _ 1(100) _ _ — 1(1.14)
Buthem — _ _ _ _ 1(14.29) _ 1(1.14) |
Chanabam _ — _ _ _ _ 1(2.70) 1(1.14)
Kangabam 1(3.85) _ _ _ _ _ _ 1(1.14) |
Khuraijam _ _ _ _ _ 1(14.29) _ 1(1.14) |
Leishangthem _ _ _ _ _ _ 31 (83.78) 31(35.23) |
Nunglekpam _ _ _ _ 2 (66.67) _ l 2227 |
Thangjam _ 9 (69.23) _ _ _ — — 9(1023) |
Tongbram _ _ _ _ _ _ 2 (541) 2227 |
Warrepam _ _ 1(100) — _ _ — 1(1.14) |
Chingakham — _ _ | l _ 1(2.70) 1(1.14) |
Khaidem _ _ _ — _ 5(71.42) _ 5 (5.68)
Ningthoujam 25 (96.15) - . _ - _ - 25 (28.41) |
" Soibam — _ _ 1(33.33) _ _ 1(1.14)

- — —
Sorokhaibam . . _ _ . _ 2(541) 2 AN.N.CIL
Thounaojam . 4 (30.77) _ _ _ _ _ 4 (4.55)

Total (%) 26 (100) 13 (100) 1 (100) 1(100) 3 (100) 7 (100) 37 (100) 88 (100)

Source: Field Data Collected from the Villagers during January — March 2010
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Table 5.3

Distribution of Lineages by Clan in Leimaram

(Percentage in Parentheses)

Clan (%) Total (% I
Ningthouja Luwang Khuman Angom Moirang Khanganba Sarang-Leishangthem
Lineage
Angom 18 (66.67) 18(4.37) |
Chingakham 1(7.14) 1(0.24) |
Haobijam 1(11.11) 1(0249) |
Hirom 1(0.35) 10024) |
Hanglem 1(11.11) 1(0.24) |
Huidrom 1(0.35) 1(0.24)
Helrangkhongjam 9 (3.14) 9(2.18) |
Hijam 1(029) |
Keish 1(3.70) 1(029) |
Khangjakpam 1(0.35) 1(0.24) |
Kharaibam 6(22.22) 6(146) |
Konsam 1 (0.35) 1(024) |
Laishram 1111 1(0.24)
Longjam 1(3.70) 10024) |
Langpoklakpam 8 (2.79) 8 (1.94)
Leimapokpam 15 (60.0) 153.64) |
Leichomb 98 (34.15) 98(23.79) |
Maibam 3(33.33) 3(0.73) |
Moirangthem 30 (83.33) 30(7.28) |
Mayengb 1(4.0) 1(0.24)
Meishnam 1(4.0) 1(0.24)
Meitram 12 (85.71) 12 (2.91)
Ngang 5(20.0) sy |
Ningthoujam 162 (86.63) 162 (39.32)
Nongmaithem 1(3.70) 1(0.24)
Soibam 4(11.11) 4(0.97)
Sapam 2 (0.70) 20049 |
Shanjenb 2(22.22) 2(0.49)
Sorokhaibam 1(7.14) 1(0.24)
Shamchetshabam 12 (85.71) 12 (2.91)
Thokchom 1(2.78) 1(0.24) |
Thounaojam 1(4.0) 10029) |
Thongam 2(14.29) 2(049) |
Thiyam 1(4.0) 1(029) |
Thoudam 3(1.05) 3(0.73) |
Wahengbam 1(11.11) 1(0.24) |
Wangkheimayum 1(0.35) 1(0.24)
Yumnam 1(4.0) 1(0.24) |
Total 287 25 9 27 36 14 14 412
(%) (100) (100) (100) (100) (100) (100) (100) (100)

Source: Field Data Collected from the Villages during January - March 2010
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The data show that of the 16 lineages in Koutruk, Leishangthem of the Sarang-
Leishangthem clan is the largest lineage, comprising over one third (35.23%) of its
families, followed by Ningthoujam lineage of Ningthouja clan having over one fourth
(28.41%) of the families. Other lineages found in the village comprise less than 10%

of the families in the village.

In Leimaram, Ningthoujam lineage of the Ningthouja clan is the largest
lineage, having 39.32% of the families, followed by Leichombam lineage of the same
clan, having 23.79% of the families. Other lineages in the villages have less than 10%
of the families, out of which most minor lineages are Chingakham, Haobijam, Hirom,
Huidrom, Hanglem, Hijam, Keisham, Khangjakpam, Konsam, Laishram, Longjam,
Mayengbam, Meishnam, Nongmaithem, Sorokhaibam, Thokchom, Thounaojam,
Thiyam, Wahengbam, Wangkheimayum and Yumnam, each, with only one family

because these lineages are migrated to the village as matrimonial residence.

As the number of families increases, the size of a lineage also grows. With the
increase in the number of lineages, a clan grows. Therefore, a family is the basic unit

of social organization of the Loi villages as well.

Family

The family is an intimate domestic group made up of people bonded together
by marriage, blood or adoption, constituting a single household, interacting and
intercommunicating with each other in their respective social roles of husband and
wife, father and mother, brother and sister, creating a common culture. Families differ
in terms of their types and size in different places, societies and groups. Types of
family in the two Loi villages are discussed here.
Types of Family

In the two villages, there are found two types of families; namely, joint and
nuclear which are further divided into sub-types. The types and sub-types of the

family are shown in the following two tables:
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Table 5.4

Types of Family in Koutruk and Leimaram

(Percentage in Parentheses)

| :I“ype of Family Koutruk Leimaram Total
(%) (%) (%)
Joint 28 (31.82) 122 (29.61) 150 (30)
Nuclear 60 (68.18) 290 (70.39) 350 (70)
Total 88 412 500
(%) (100) (100) (100)

Source: Field Data Collected from the Villages during January — March 2010

The data show that in the two villages, 70% of the families are nuclear and
30% joint families. Thus, it points out that there is change in the family structure from
the joint family to nuclear family in the two villages.

Traditionally, the Loi villages were dominated by the joint family and
extended family structure. However, as a result of rapid urbanization, spread of
education and changes in the economic structure, the traditional structure of joint
family system is changing towards that of nuclear family.

In Leimaram, the portion of nuclear family is slightly higher than that in
Koutruk. This is because of urbanization and change in economic structure.

Based on the composition of family members, the types of joint and nuclear
family are further divided into a number of sub-types. These are the descriptive types
of the joint families and nuclear observed in the villages. The following table shows
these sub-types of joint family in the two villages:

Table 5.5
Sub-types of Joint Families in Koutruk and Leimaram
(Percentage in Parentheses)

Serial No. Sub-type of Joint Family Koutruk Leimaram Total
(%) (%) (%)
1 Father, mother and married children 4(1429) 23(18.85) 27(18)
2 Father, mother and married and 10 (35.71) 38(31.14) 48 (32)
unmarried children
3 Father, and married and unmarried 2(7.14) 12 (9.83) 14 (9.33)
chitdren
4 Mother, and married and unmarried 4(14.29) 18 (14.75) 22(18.03)
children
S Father, unmarried children and father’s 2(7.14) 4(3.28) 6(4)
unmarried sister
6 Mother and married children 4(1429) 23(18.85) 27(18)
7 Father and married children 2(7.14) 4(3.28) 6(4)
Total 28 122 150
(%) (100) (100) (100)

Source: Field Data Collected from the Villages during January — March 2010




The table shows the existence of seven sub-types of joint family in both the
villages; namely, (i) father, mother and married children, (ii) father, mother and
married & unmarried children, (iii) father and married & unmarried children, (iv)
mother, and married & unmarried children, (v) father, and unmarried children & his
unmarried sisters, (vi) mother and married children and (vii) father and married
children. Of the two villages, about one third (32%) of the families have father,
mother and married & unmarried children, nearly one fifth (18%), each, have father,
mother and married children, and mother and married children, 14.67% have mother
and married & unmarried children, around one tenth have father and married &
unmarried children and a few (4%), each, have father and unmarried children &
father’s unmarried sister, and father & married children.

In Koutruk, father, mother and married & unmarried children constitue the
major sub-type of joint family representing over one third (35.71%) of the total joint
families while 14.29%, each, have father, mother and married children, mother and
married & unmarried children, and mother and married children. There are also
7.14%, joint families, each, composed of father and married & unmarried children,
and father and unmarried children and father’s unmarried sisters.

In Leimaram, about one third (31.14%) of the families have father, mother and
married & unmarried children as the major sub-type of joint family whereas 18. 85%
joint families are, each, composed of father, mother and married children, mother and
married & unmarried children, and mother and married children, 14.75% of mother
and married & unmarried children, 9.83% of father and married & unmarried children
and 3.28%, each, have father, mother and married & unmarried children, father and
unmarried children & father’s unmarried sisters, and father & married children.

Notably, half of the joint families have both the parents and the remaining half
of the families have only one parent. Further, among the families with one parent, one
third of the families have father and two fifths have mother as parent. Thus, father,
mother and married & unmarried children constituted a common type of joint family
in the villages.

On the other hand, the nuclear family is also divided into a number of sub-
types. The following table shows the different sub-types of nuclear family found in

the two villages:
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Table 5.6
Sub-types of Nuclear Families in Koutruk and Leimaram
__(Percentage in Parentheses)

Serial No Sub-type of Koutruk Leimaram ~ Total
Nuclear (%) (%) (%)
Family
1 Single member 1(1.67) 2 (0.69) 3 (0.86)
2 Husband & 1(1.67) 5(1.72) 6 (1.71)
wife
3 Father, mother 44 (73.33) 238 (82.07) 282 (80.57)
& unmarried
children
4 Father & 2 (3.33) 10 (3.45) 12 (3.43)
unmarried
children
5 Mother & 11 (18.33) 30(10.34) 41 (11.71)
unmarried
children
6 Unmarried 1(1.67) 5(1.72) 6 (1.71)
siblings
Total 60 290 350
(%) (100) (100) (100) -

Source: Field Data Collected from the Villages during January — March 2010

The data reveal six sub-types of nuclear family in the two villages; namely, (i)
Single member, (ii) Husband and wife, (iii) Father, mother and unmarried children,
(iv) Father and unmarried children, (v) Mother and unmarried children and (vi)
Unmarried siblings. Father- mother — unmarried children type of nuclear family is the
major pattern in both the villages representing four fifths of the total nuclear families.
The rest of the families are composed of mother and unmarried children (11.71%),
father and unmarried children (3.43%), husband and wife & unmarried siblings
(1.71%) and single member (less than 1%).

In Koutruk, near about three fourths (73.33%) of the families are composed of
father, mother and unmarried children, 18.33% of mother and unmarried children and
3.33% of father and unmarried children. A very few of nuclear families, each, belong
to the sub-types of the single member, the father — mother and the unmarried siblings.

In Leimaram, over four fifths (82.07%) of the nuclear families have father,

mother and unmarried children, one tenth have mother and unmarried children, 3.45%

99




have father and unmarried children, 1.72% each have the husband and wife and the
unmarried siblings and a very few (0.69%) have a single member.

Thus, in the two villages, the family of husband, wife and unmarried children
is the major sub-type of nuclear family, representing four fifths of the total number of
the nuclear families.

Besides the types, the size of the family has also determining effect on the
nature of relations and changes in it. Size of a family is generally determined by the
needs and culture of the place. Generally, families in rural areas have large size as
compared with urban areas. Family size in the two village is therefore analysed here.
Family Size

By their size the families in the villages are of three types; (i) small (1- 4) (ii)
medium (5-8) and (iii) large (8+). Distribution of the families by their size is shown in
the following table:

Table 5.7
Distribution of the Families by their Size in Koutruk and Leimaram
(Percentage in Parentheses)

Family Size Kourtuk Leimaram Total
(No. of members) (%) (%) (%)
Small (1-4) 48 (54.55) 166 (40.29) 214 (42.8)
Medium (5-8) 35(39.77) 236 (57.28) 271 (54.2)
Large (8+) 5 (5.68) 10 (2.43) 15 (3)
Total 88 412 500
(%) (100) (100 (100)

Source: Field Data Collected from the Villages during January — March 2010

The data reveal that in the two villages more than half (54.2%) of the families
are of the medium size (5-8 members), followed by the small size (1-4) representing
over two fifths (42.8%) of the total families. There is a small fraction (3%) of the
families of the large size (more than 8 members).

In Koutruk, more than half (54.55%) of the families have the small size, near
about two fifths have the medium size and a very few (5.68%) have the large size.
Compared to Koutruk, in Leimaram, near about three fifths (57.28) of the families
have the medium size, two fifths have the small size and 2.43% have the large size.
Thus, there are more small size families in Koutruk than Leimaram.

The family having the size of 1-4 members is further divided into four sub-
types to know the nature of small size family. These are the families of a single

member, the families of two members, the families of three members and the families
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of four members. The following table shows the distribution of the families into these

four categories in the two villages:

Table 5.8

Sub-types of the Small family in Koutruk and Leimaram
(Percentage in Parentheses)

Size of the Small Koutruk Leimaram Total
Family (%) (%) (%)
(No. of members)
1 1 (2.08) 2 (1.20) 3 (1.40)
2 1(2.08) 5(3.01) 6 (2.80)
3 18 (37.5) 41 (24.70) 59 (27.57)
4 28 (58.33) 118 (71.09) 146 (68.23)
Total 48 166 214
(%) (100) (100) (100)

Source: Field Data Collected from the Villages during January — March 2010

The table shows that out of the 214 small size families in the two villages,
over two thirds (68.23%) have four members, more than one fourth (27.57%) have
three members, 2.8% have two members and 1.2% have single member.

In Koutruk, nearabout three fifths (58.33%) of the families have four
members, over one third (37.5%) have two members and one family each has single
member and two members. In Leimaram, near about three fourths (71.09%) of the
families have four members, one fourth have three members, 3.01% have two
members and 1.2% have single member. Thus, Koutruk has less families 4 members
than Leimaram. Besides, the 2-member families are also more in Leimaram than
Koutruk.

Family comes into existence through the institution of marriage which is a
socially recognized way for procreation of offsprings to sustain life biologically and

socially. Marriage in the villages is therefore taken up for discussion.

Marriage

Like any other community, the Loi also have types and scope of marriage.
These are discussed here.
Types of Marriage

The Loi marriage has variants in terms of acquiring a bride. The villagers of
Koutruk and Leimaram practise two types of marriage, namely, (i) Arranged marriage

and (ii) Love marriage. Arranged marriage is a traditional practice in which a boy’s
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parents beg for the girl as a bride. It indicates superior status of the girl’s family.
Love marriage is a type of marriage in which a girl elopes with a boy and stays
overnight in his house. The types of marriage in the two villages are given in the
following table:

Table 5.9
Marriage Types in the Families of Koutruk and Leimaram
(Percentage in Parentheses)

Type of Marriage Koutruk Leimaram Total
(%) (%) (%)
Arranged 4 (4.55) 29 (7.04) 33 (6.6)
Marriage
Love Marriage 84 (95.45) 383 (92.96) 467 (93.4)
Total 88 412 500
(%) (100) (100) (100)

Source: Field Data Collected from the Villages during January — March 2010

From the data it is evident that most (93.4%) of the families have witnessed
love marriage of their children while a very few (6.6%) families have arranged
marriage.

In Koutruk, most (95.45%) of the families had love marriage of their children
while a small fraction (4.55%) of the families have arranged their marriages. In
Leimaram also, most (93.4%) of the families held marriage ceremonies after love and
elopement of their children and only 7.04% of the families arranged their marriages.

Thus, there are few cases of ‘arranged marriage in both the villages. Their
traditional custom of arranged marriage has been changing and most of them have
now experienced love marriage of their children. Interactions within or outside the
village in the ceremonies and festivals, and in the schools and colleges are the factors
responsible for high percentage of love marriage among the people of these villages.

Besides types, the scope of mate selection is important for marriage among the
Lois. It is discussed here.

Scope of Mate Selection

For life partners, the villagers now do not confine themselves to some specific region,
area or community. Freedom to choose their life partners is given to the children. So,
marriage is not only taking place within the community, but also inter-community
marriage is taking place. The following table shows the types of mate selection in the

two villages:
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Table 5.10

Types of Mate Selection in the Familics of Koutruk and Leimaram
(Percentage in Parentheses)

Type of Marriage Koutruk Leimaram Total
(%) (%) (%)
Intra-caste 55 (62.5) 163 (39.56) 218 (43.6)
Inter-caste 33 (37.5) 249 (60.44) 282 (56.4)
Total 88 412 500
(%) (100) (100) (100)

Source: Field Data Collected from the Villages during January — March 2010.

The table shows that in the two villages, more than half (56.4%) of the
families have the cases of inter-caste marriage and over two fifths (43.6%) have intra-
caste marriage cases.

In Koutruk, over three fifths (62.5%) of the families have intra-caste marriage
cases and near about two fifths (37.5%) have inter-caste marriage cases. In Leimaram,
three fifths of the families have inter-caste marriage cases and two fifths have intra-
caste marriage cases.

Thus, there are more families having the inter-caste/ community marriage
cases in the Leimaram than in Koutruk. In both the villages, the inter-caste/
community marriage cases predominate the intra-caste marriage case.

The following table shows the gender of the families which members have
taken spouse (wife/husband) from other communities. This shows genderwise

distribution of spouses in the inter-caste marriages:

Table 5.11
Inter caste / community Marriage (Male/Female) Patterns among the Families in
Koutruk and Leimaram
(Percentage in Parentheses)

Gender of Family member who is Koutruk Leimaram Total
having inter caste / community (%) (%) (%)
spouse
Male 24 (72.73) 195 (78.31) 219 (77.66)
Female 9(27.27) 54 (21.69) 63 (22.34)
Total 33 249 282
(%) (100) (100) (100)
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The data explain that in the two villages over three fourths (77.66%) of the
families have the males taking wives from other communities whereas more than one
fifth (22.34%) of the families have the females who married outside their caste.

In Koutruk, near about three fourths (72.73%) of the families have the males
having drawn wives from other communities and over one fourth (27.27%) of the
families have the females who married outside of their own caste. In Leimaram, over
three fourths (78.31%) of the families have the males who have taken wives from
outside their own caste and over two fifths (21.69%) of the families have the females
who married outside of their own caste.

Social interaction with other communities in festivals and ceremonies as well
as in schools, colleges and workplaces give opportunity to fall in love with opposite
sex in the young generation.

To find out the community which has more marital relations with these
villagers, the following table gives a distribution of the families by the communities
of the spouses (wife/husband) taken by their members:

Table 5.12
Genderwise Distribution of the Villagers who Members Married outside Their
Community in Koutruk and Leimaram
(Percentage in Parentheses)

Koutruk Leimaram Grand Total
Community (%) Total . (%) Total (%)
of Spouse (%) (%)
Male Female Male Female Male Female Total
(%)
Meitei 23 9 32 192 54 246 215 63 278

(95.83) (100) (96.97) (98.46) (100) | (98.8) | (98.17) (100) (98.58)

Tribal 1 — 1 3 _ 3 4 — 4
(4.17) (3.03) (1.54) (12) | (.83) (1.42)

Total 24 9 33 195 54 249 219 63 282
(%) (100) | (100) (100) (100) | (100) | (100) | (100) (100) (100)

Source: Field Data Collected from the Villages during January — March 2010

The data reveal that the villagers have inter-caste / community marital
relationship with two other communities; viz., Meitei and tribal communities.
However, most (98.58%) of the families in the two villages have marital relationship
with the Meitei and a very few (1.42%) have the relationship with the tribals.

In Koutruk, 96.97% of the families have the marital relationship with Meiteis

and a very few (1.2%) with the tribals. Only one male from this village has taken wife
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from a tribal community while all the rest have taken from the Meitei community.
The females of the village have married in only the Meitei community as other caste/
community.

In Leimaram, most (98.8%) of the males of this category have taken wives
from the Meitei community and a very few (1.2%) from the tribal communities while
the females of this village married only in the Meitei community, besides their own.

It shows that social interaction and marital relations of the Loi are increasing
with the Meitei. In case of the inter-community marriages, the villagers have given
females to as well as taken from the Meitei for marriage but in the case of the tribal
community they have only taken females. The socio-cultural similarities with the
Hindu Meitei have contributed to more marital relations with the Loi. For example,'
the gods worshipped by the Loi such as Umang Lai (Forest Deity) are also
worshipped by the Hindu Meitei. Similar clan structures are also found in the two
communities.

Thus, inter-community marriage clearly show a change in the way of mate
selection in the villages. This violates their traditional rule of caste endogamy
imposed by the kings and seems to be reverting back to the situation of marriage that
existed in case of the close relationship between the Loi and the Meitei before the
latter adopted Hinduism. However, in this case clan exogamy is not violated and both
the communities have the same clans. On the other hand, in case of their marriage
with the tribal communities, they have violated both the rules, i.e., caste endogamy
and clan exogamy.

Summary
1. Most (62.6%) of the families in the villages belong to Ningthouja clan. In

Koutruk, over one third (35.23%) of the families belong to Leishangthem

lineage under the Sarang-Leishangthem clan whereas in Leimaram, near about

two fifths (39.32%) of the families belong to the Ningthoujam lineage of

Ningthouja clan. Thus, there is the continuity of clan and lineage in both the

villages as these two clans Ningthoujam and Sarang Leishangthem claim to be

the earliest settlers of these two villages.
2. Most (70%) of the families in the villages are of nuclear type and 30% of the
families are of joint type.v In Koutruk, over two thirds (68.18%) of the families

are nuclear and near about one third (31.82%) are joint families whereas in
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Leimaram nearabout three fourth (70.39%) are nuclear and over one fourth
(29.61%) are joint families. Thus, Loi family is changing from joint type to
nuclear type and the latter type has dominated the former. This change is
taking place due to rapid urbanization, spread of education and change in the
‘economic structure.

. Most (54.2%) of the families in the villages are of the medium size (5-8
members). In Koutruk over a half (54.55%) of the families are of the small
size (1-4 members) whereas in Leimaram, about three fifths (57.28%) are of
the medium size (5-8 members).

. Most (93.4%) of the families have cases of love marriage of their children and
a few (6.6%) have arranged the marriages of their children. Because the social
interaction in the festivals and ceremonies as well as in schools, colleges and
workplaces give opportunity the younger generation to fall in love among.
Thus, the way of mate selection is largely changing in the villages.

. There is a big change in the caste endogamy rules in the villages. Over a half
(56.4%) of the families have had inter-community marriages and 43.6% have
intra-caste marriages. As compared with Koutruk, more (60.44%) families in
Leimaram have had inter-caste marriage because the village is surrounded by
Meitei villages and it is the only Scheduled Caste villages in the entire
Bishnupur district. Therefore, the villagers have more social contact with the
higher caste, i.e., the Meiteis. On the other hand, Koutruk is located near the
other Scheduled Caste villages of Phayeng, Khurkhul and Sekmai, and it has a
close relationship with the people of these villages.

. In the case of inter-caste marriage, the males of over three fourths (77.66%) of
the families have taken wives from other communities while the females of
over one fifth (22.34%) of the families have married outside their own caste
because more male members went outside their villages in the search of jobs
or otherwise and it caused to develop their relationship with the people of
other communities. Thus, contingent upon frequent contacts the males of the
village have had more inter-community marriages than the females.

. Majority (98.58%) of the families conducted inter-caste marriages with
Meiteis while a few (1.42%) with tribals. Because, for them, Meiteis are the
higher caste group and they are trying to change their way of living towards
that of the Meitei’s. On the other hand, they considered tribals inferior.
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Therefore, instead of taking wives from the tribal communities they preferred

to take them from Meitei girls.

In sum, in the two villages, there are seven clans divided into 48 lineages. Out
of these clans, Ningthouja is the largest (62.6% families) and Khuman is the smallest
(2% families) clan. In Koutruk, Sarang-Leishangthem is the largest clan while Angom
and Khuman are the smallest clans while in Leimaram, Ningthouja clan is the largest
(28.95% families) and Khanganba is the smallest clan with 5.26% families. Among
the lineages, Ningthoujam (37.4% families) is the largest one, followed by
Leichombam in the two villages. However, in Koutruk, Leishangthem is the largest
(35.2% families) lineage while in Leimaram, Ningthoujam is the largest lineage. The
existence of common lineages in the two villages show that they have common
ancestors. Both the joint and nuclear families are found differentiated into a number
of sub-types in the villages. The nuclear families consisted of husband, wife and
unmarried children (80.57%) and the joint families consisted of husband, wife and
married & unmarried children (32%) are predominantly observed. However, nuclear
family is the largest type in the two villages, representing 70% of the total families.
Majority (54.2%) of the families are of the medium size (5-8 members), followed by
over two fifths (42.8%) of the small size (1-4 members). Regarding marriage, instead
of their traditional custom of arranged marriage, love marriages are predominantly
observed among the families (93.4%). Also, there is no prohibition that a Loi should
marry to a Loi. Therefore, inter caste, intercommunity and inter-religious marriages
are also taking place. Most (77.66%) of the families have the males who have taken
wives from other communities generally from the Meitei (98.8%) and a few (1.2%)
from the tribal communities and over one fifth (22.34%) of the families have also
females who have married outside their own caste. Thus, there is a big change taking
place in the institution of marriage of the Loi. Kinship structure is however influenced
by the economy of a society or group. Therefore, in the next chapter, the economic

organization and its changes are discussed.
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