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CHAPTER |
INTRODUCTION

In pre-modern Kerala one of the crucial problems walated
with the system of property rights. There is no nimeus opinion
among the scholars about property rights in preenoderala. It was
British who brought significant changes in the laydtem in Kerala. It
Is argued that the British misinterpreted the priypeights in pre-
modern Kerala. The Europeans mainly concentratedigiis on soll
than the people. But in Medieval Kerala gave marpdrtant to people
and their rights over the soil. This view may bamined in the light of

British company records.

The English East India Company appointed a joimmission to
enquire into the conditions of the province of Mea On the basis of
the recommendations of the commission, the Britistoduced the land
settlement throughout the province and a revengesy There were a
number of commissioners and they submitted th@onteregarding the
nature of landscape, society and economy of Malalhaing 1794.
During that time in Malabar British introduced tineost significant

changes including the introduction of individualoprietary rights.



Actually there was a system of landed property eréta, but this was
not accepted by the Britishln pre-colonial Kerala some words which
indicate the right to property such ‘asvam’, avakasomandjanmi etc.
Swamindicates the nature of personal or institutiomgiht. Avakasom
was held by the household, which was transferablethe basis of
customary laws and practices. Joint Commission idersd janmi as
the owner of soil and thikkanakkaranthe owner's lesséBy the end of
19" century, William Logan suggested that #anakkaror supervisors
were the real proprietors of the soil. Crucial peots arose regarding
the British perception on thg@anmis and kanakkarsbecause of the
position taken by the Logan. After this, Malabarndiecy Bill was
submitted in July 1884. Here judicial interpretatiof janmi as full
owner of the soil was persisted with. In 1900, tilothe Government
re-enacted the 1884 Act, this tenancy act agaiouiad thejanmi.
However the peasant struggles started after 19®ad during this time
struggles developed against tfl@mi by Mappila holders who were
generally ordinary tenants eerumpattakkarand thekanakkars who

held lands from thganmi's under a mortgage cum lease tenure. The

! M.P. Mujeeb Rahman,“Formation of Society and rggoy in Malabar,1750-

1810”, Unpublished Ph.D Thesis,Calicut Universiglj€ut,2009,p.14.
2 William Logan,Malabar Manual Vol-1Madras, 1951, p.612.



kanakkarwere organized under Deseeya Karshaka Samajamgdine
beginning of 28 Century. Social instability created after the Fik&orld
War and the brutal suppression of Malabar rebelbsnwell as the
increased pressure mounted by the Nationalist meaenesulted in the
passing of the Tenancy Act of 1930. This Act fawalthekudiyansor
lease holdersBut the main beneficiaries of the 1930 Act were th
kanakkarthemselves, and actual cultivatoverumpattakkar, kudiyans
and adiyalas were not benefited. Thkanakkarswho were able to
demonstrate their continuous occupation of landsyfany years were
given proprietary rights. In order to ensure thditany services of the
Nairs they were granted theanamrights, which made them gradually
regular occupants of lands under most of the owrdns problem was

compounded by the British concepts regargamgni andkanakkars.

The traditional land system in Kerala has beeredganmi
kudiyanrsampradayanor janmamkanam- marayadaiThat means land
lord and tenancy relatioisJanmammeans hereditary right or birth
right. Maryadai means custom. Another wasanam which is a

mortgage cum lease tenunéanam and the associatelduzhikkanam

® K.N.Ganesh, "Ownership and Control of Land in Me@i Kerala Janmam-

Kanamrelations during the 16-18" Centuries”,Indian Economic and Social
History Review28, 1991, p.3.



tenure gave birth to an intermediary class ca{eubkkaralong with the

growth of money economy.

During the medieval period the growth of internagthis such as
uralar who had the overlordship right over templBsahmins,temples
and karalar or tenants led to new forms of land control. Thaant
settlers orkudiyanscame under the control of customary land lord and
intermediaries. Mortgage and lease transactionarbeccommon. An
outright sale of land was absent. Extension of oslnip to non-
Brahmins also contributed to the growth gBnmi system. Nair
chieftains possessed proprietorship over vast avedsnd from early
times. TheNambuthirishave never asserted their rights over their lands.
The Nair chiefs or Madambieswere the full proprietors of their
holdings. In North Malabar there were moMair janmies than
Nambuthiri janmied Generally, they were tax free. However, a light
assessment calleiRajabhogam’was imposed on lands belonging to

nonBrahmin janmies

During the later Chera period that f5ahd 12" centuries the

Brahminscame to establish hereditary rights over the large rulers

4 T.K.Velupillai, Travancore State Manual, Vo).8.143.

> |bid., p.144.



made land grants and other allotments as permaigatbto temples that
were being established. During the™@nd 11" centuries onwards
temples andrahminsbecame the large land owners. These lands were
cultivated by tenants who held lands ungattamandvaram By 12"
century, gradation of rights over lands had emergjeat isNaduvazhi
chief on the top, thenralar, karalar andadiyars at the bottom level.
During that time the legal codes were arrandge@dt¢ams that protected

the interests of the temples. It sustained theaaitiyhof the land owners
over the tenants and the servile class. In latmegi thekaccams
replaced by custom anaryadas.The termmaryadais used regularly

from 15" century and it denotes customary payments.

The land mortgages were growing towards the entth@fChera
period. Mortgages were calledti or kanam Otti was found mainly in
in Tiruvitamkur area. Another right came into proemce during the
medieval period, calletuzhikkanam That means if a virgin land is
brought under paddy cultivation or a new tree @dnthe land would be
treated akuzhikkanamand a remission in rent will be made on such
lands for a stipulated period of time, or until fhlant or tree begins to
provide yield. Kuzhikkanamwas developed during 16th century. The

land tenure system in pre-modern Kerala is a prioadichistorical



process of evolution. By Y8century mortgages of various kinds were

becoming permanent land holding.

During the middle ages in Kerala the lands weraegaly
considered avrahmaswamdevaswamand cherikkal land. The term
swamindicated the form of personal or institutionajhis over land.
Another term waswvakasomwhich was determined on the basis of the
position of a person in the kinship group or faatilgroup. In simple
terms we can definavakasomas denoting any kind of right over a
resource, profession or ritual. The rights are reteed not only on land
but also in land transactions. Through the landsaations the rights
were held by those occupying tax free lands. Timel laf devaswam
brahmaswantannot be considered strictly as private propestynahe
present day legal system. The lands were distibutet to any
individual but to temples or a group @&rahmins both having the
character of body corporat€herikkalland can be considered as private

property of theNaduvazhichiefs, though it lacks sufficient evidence.

It was from thganmamrights or birth right that theEmnmi came to
being. But thganmi'sright over land will be lost, if he transfers alls
his land. But the colonial perception of Keraladaaenure was different.

Property was defined in terms of inheritance. We s€ay that medieval



property was considered as family holding and i @i#ferent from that
of individual property in modern times. British douents say that the
janmi had absolute right over the land. They mainly viewss on the
basis of European land tenure system. The Europadmisinterpreted
our property right. This difference of opinion &ssregarding the
economic relations in Western Europe and other tt@gnlike India.
Therefore the conception of feudalism was introduleg the historians
on the basis of Western feudalism. Many studies H@en conducted
on the basis of feudalistic theories both in théidn and South Indian
context. The main propounder of feudalism theoryndia was D.D.
Kosambi, who adopted the idea of feudalism in tieédn contexf. The
Feudalism theory was mainly promoted by R.S. Shaama B.N.S.
Yadava. Niharranjan Ray also introduced this thedry South India

Kesavan Veluthat has given the feudal model.

However, the feudalism theory has come under @&raviticism

from various scholars like Burton Stein, Herman k&land Harbans

® D.D. KosambiAn Introduction to the Study of Indian HistpBombay,1956.

’ R.S. Sharmalndian Feudalism Delhi, 1965, B.N.S. Yadava is the eminent
propounder of Indian Feudalism thesis and Nihaamamoy also advocates this
theory.



Mukhiya® etc. According to Burton Stein the lord-vassaktiehship
was completely absent from medieval South Indigyresented a theory
of ‘segmentary state’ where in political integratiof ‘segments as a
state is not actual but only ritualistic’, howevé&tein put forward the
theory based on the patterns discovered in thaltsbciety of Alur in
Africa. D.N. Jha, Kesavan Veluthat, R. Champakdlaksand others
have indicated this model. Kesavan Veluthat and.Bl.Glarayanan put
forward this concept of feudalism in to medieval ré&la, mainly

following the work of Kosambi, R.S.Sharma and Dié.J

But there are many historians who have studiedighd tenure
system of medieval Kerala. A number of collectiohgecords, such as
grandhavaris have been published, which throw light on the land
system. TheVanjeri granthavari consists of several documents
highlighting the importance gfarambuland,fields etc. The records like
Vanjeri, Kavalappara Koodali etc mainly speak about the land
transaction system in medieval Kerala. These recalsb speak about
what kind of rights had existed here and obligaiomvolved.

Grandhavaris such asKoodali, Vanjeri discuss the affairs of the

8 Burton Stein, Peasant State and Society in MebieSauth India,

Delhi,1980,Burton Stein theory properly elaboratedhe page of 129, Herman
Kulke,The State in India 1000-170@elhi, 1995, Harbans Mukhia (ed.J)he
Feudalism DebateNew Delhi, 1999.



desavazhor chief of the local unit odesamand their sources of income
and expenditure. For clear understanding of landesghip in medieval
Kerala thesggranthavariswill be very helpful but inTravancore area
more Kovilakamgrandhavarisare located but it does not give clear
picture about the land ownership middle ages inakerThrough this
family chronicle we can find evidence on the existe of property
during medieval times. In order to examine theeaysof property rights

during the middle ages these records will be hélpfu

Objectives of Research

The present study attempts to analyse the prolofeproperty
rights in medieval Kerala. Many studies about themee appeared, all
are on the basis of popular genealogical texts,legal codes such as
vyavaharamaldut no one has enquired this on the basgrahdhavari
tradition. Now | am trying to understand properight in pre-modern
Kerala on the basis of existing epigraphic inforomatparticularly by

usinggranthavaritradition.

Resear ch questions

The study is being conducted on the basis of tiewing

research questions.



How did private property develop in the contexkefala?
What are the property rights that prevailed inpaglern Kerala?

What distinguishes between possession right anctship right?

What are the gradation of rights within the fanhiyusehold and
locality?

Did the modern concepts like sale, partition, ifthece, transfer
etc. have any legal validity during the middle &ges

What is the relationship between household right property

right?

What is the difference betwe&aramandpattan? Was there any
system of taxation? If there were a system of taratvhat was

the form of collection of taxes?

What kind of property right system existed in predarn Kerala?

Why British should come to the argument that theas the lack

of land revenue in pre-modern Kerala?

Preliminary Hypothesis

Through this work we can understand the formatbrprivate

property right system in the medieval Kerala on thasis of

grandhavari tradition. The private property right with the higto

10



alienate land at will, that we identify today wdmsant during the middle
ages. We can infer that there were no free land&etsithen. During the
medieval period, social rights were more promindran individual

rights. This study is based on the existing theom@d arguments
regarding land rights, and the questions as welblgsctives stated

above and based on the inference arrived at.

Review of Literature

Many sources discuss the ownership on land in enatiKerala.
So many historians have been interested in thia arel they have

worked on this area.

Janmi sambradayam Keralathiby Prof. Elamkulam Kunjan
Pillai was one of the earliest books which deathwgroperty right. He
argued for the existence of private ownership amdlan medieval
Kerala. According to himprahmaswamand devaswamwere the first
signs of the emergence of private property in Kerdheir expansion
took place in the background of tl@hera-Cholawar when a large

amount of lands were transferred to the templesBxatiminsacquired

lands held by th&lair soldiers. Many of these transfers were permanent

grants and this gave rise to tf@mi system.Janmi system became

11



powerful after theChera period when theBrahmins acquired power

even over temples and temple lands.

Perumals of Keralaby M.G.S. Narayanan stated that, the
presence of three kinds of tenure in lajashmam, kananandkutimat
He contested the arguments by Kunjan Pillai by tp@gnout that the
brahmaswamand devaswamexisted before th€hera-Cholawar and
they had more to do with the expansion of Brahminical agrarian
organization. According to him during the medietrales there was no
idea of the total revenue of the state, but varigpss of taxes existed,

that is professional tax, house tax, land tax,qutodn fee etc.

South Indian History and Society Studies from lipgions
AD850-1800by Noboru Karashima mainly argues that the landihgl
system in South India and also deals with developgsnand changes in

landholding and the revenue system also.

The Early Medieval in South Indiay Kesavan Veluthat argues
that land revenue system existed in medieval Keeald it was fixed by
king. A kind of land ownership existed durin@hera period and

Brahmanaswere the primary landlords. He also argues traptioperty

12



rights were regulated by th®harmic and Shastric principles for

property and inheritance.

Keralacharithramby Raghava Varier and Rajan Gurukkal is the
most important book regarding the medieval Keratalltenure system.
The last part of this deal with the medieval Kedalad system in which
it is argued thaBrahminswere the holders of property rights in Kerala,
a process that was furthered by development ofeldilerarchy based

on exploitation of labour anBrahmanicideology.

Kerala Temple and Medieval Agrarian SysteynRajan Gurukkal
discusses the role of the temple in the formatiomedieval land rights,

particularly the hierarchical relationship.

Jativyavasthayum Keralacharithravurby P.K. Balakrishnan
mainly deals with thganmi system in Kerala and argues that caste
system in Kerala had a stagnating influence ortrresformation of the

land system.

South India under the Choldsy Y. Subharayalu describes the
Chola state and its revenue and taxation system, alatigstudies on

its agriculture and army.

13



‘Land Control and Social Structure in Indian Histois a
collection of articles edited by Robert Eric Frykeng that looks in to
the nature of land control in India. It containsickes that raise issues
regarding the British conceptions on the India lagstem and possible

alternatives to their perceptions.

'‘Ownership and Control of Land in Medieval Keralanmam
Kanam relations during the 1618" centuries’ by K.N. Ganesh are
notable. This article tries to distinguish betwettre owner and
controller of land and argues that while faami remained as the land
owner, while the actual control of land in terms afltivation and
distribution of the product and agricultural praetiwas passing in to the

hands okanakkar

‘Colonial perception of land ownership in Keralde case of
janmam by M.P. Mujeeb Rehman is an attempt to understinsd

colonial perception of land ownership in medieval#a.

Vanjeri Grandhavari (ed.) by M.G.S. Narayanan is the family
chronicle of theBrahmanahouse ofvanjeri, calledMortalaccheri.This

mainly deals with the land transactions in theuvur desam The

14



introduction to thegrandhavari provides important insights into the

working of land relations in medieval Kerala.

Koodali Grandhavari, (ed.py K.K.N. Kurup is a collection of
manuscripts records from thkoodali Thazhathfamily of Kannur
District of Kerala dealing with legal rights ancoperties of thékoodali

taravadu

Kavalappara papers, (edby K.K.N.Kurup deals with the land
transaction system among tl@valapparafamily, a major landlord

house near Shornur at Palakkad.

15



M ethodology

This is the study of property right system in nesdi Kerala by
using grandhavaritradition. This thesis period covers from A.D. 1200
to 1800 A.D. Thegrandhavaridocuments dealing with various kinds of
land transactions in medieval Kerala. The documentse granthavari
dealing with various transaction entered in to g tifferent families
are analysed in the background of the availablermétion on property
rights in medieval KeralaGranthavars are the family chronicles. Such
as procedure appears to be useful as gnendhavari contains
documents from 16to 18" centuries and shows the transitions in the
landholdings in the areas dfiruvur desam Kavalappara, Koodali
desamin a clear manner. | am trying to put forward myuanent
mainly on the basis gjrandhavaritradition. | refer to inscriptions only
with reference the early medieval period and maer @ deals mainly
with the corporate property system. But the fanpifgperty is referred
in grandhavaris | also try to analyse certain standard techrieahs
related to the property right igrandavaris, such asjanmavakasam,
rakshabogam, sanketaand so on. In order to examine the system of

property rights during the middle ages grandhavariswill be helpful.

16



Chapterization

It has to be divided in to five chapters with imuation and the

conclusion.

First chapter is introductory part. It includeslglem of research,
methodology, objectives of research, research mumsstreview of

literature etc.

Second chapter entitled, ‘Debate on Landed prgperiiedieval
Kerala’. This chapter deals with traditional langstem in Kerala.
During the middle ages in Kerala there were thypeg of ownership on
lands. It discusses the ownership problem in mediigerala. Another
problem discussed in this chapter is the probldated to the existence
of land revenue in pre-modern Kerala. So many ®&rithistorians

interpreted the land revenue in their own view.

Third chapter entitled ‘Notices of Landholding arichnd
Transactions in Inscriptions’. There are a numbemscriptions that
appeared during the Chgrariod. The inscriptions of Chera period gave
more information on the right on land position afetent sections of

the society. Majority of these inscriptions dealthwhe grant of land to

17



temples for conductingpooja, burning of lamp and other temple

expenses.

Fourth chapter entitled ‘Transition in Landholdirgnd Land
transaction Pattern as Revealeddmanthavari. This chapter mainly
highlights the land transactions granthavaris.During the medieval
period most of thearavadhouseholds kept thgranthavaridocuments.
Mainly threegranthavaridocuments are highlighted in this chapter that
Is vanjeri, koodali, kavalapparaln these three records we can see that
all the lands were under the control kdranavar of the taravadu.
Vanjeri family was Brahmin family at the same time other two were
Nayartaravadu Most of the documents say that lands were tramesfe

with rights and obligations.

Fifth chapter is entitled ‘Problem of Landed Pndpen Pre-
Modern Kerala’. We know that the property right hexisted in pre-
modern Kerala. During that time British introdudadd settlement and
property right in their own view. European conceptiand rights was
different. Pre-colonial land law in Kerala was di#nt. In medieval
Kerala they gave importance to customary rightssvéieer, through the
granthavari documents we can find the existence of the houdehol

property right in medieval Kerala.

18



Last is the concluding part. It deals with conuasand findings
of the thesis. A particular type of property riglyistem had existed in
Medieval Kerala. Customary rights were more impdrtaere. During
that period Kerala society gave importance to pwsitin social

hierarchy, which determined the nature of righthigher and lower.

19



CHAPTER Il

DEBATE ON LANDED PROPERTY IN
MEDIEVAL KERALA

The present chapter attempts to analyse the inmpmtaf landed
property in medieval Kerala. The pre-colonial stcien medieval
Kerala was described gi-janmi-Naduvazhsystem. During that time
the temple played a significant role among the enli society. The
agrarian economy had developed in early medievabgeainder the
temple basedBrahmin oligarchy? During the medieval period the
agrarian settlements are considered to be the dfatb® establishment
of swaroopams$ At that time the territorial units of theaduvazhichiefs
are calledswaroopamsDuring the middle ages in Kerala there were
three types of ownership on lands were existed,ehgndevaswam,

brahmaswamand Cherikkal land’. Here devaswamwere temple

! Elamkulam P.N.Kunjan PillaStudies in Kerala HistoryKottayam, 1970, p.32.

2 Rajan Gurukkal,The Kerala Temple and Early Medieval Agrarian Syste
Sukapuram, 1992, p.32.

3 K.N.Ganesh, ‘Agrarian Society in Kerala (150®Qgin P.J.Cheriyan, (ed.),
Perspectives on Kerala HistgrKerala GazetteerVol.ll, Trivandrum, 1999,
p.123.

* M.G.S. NarayananPerumals of Kerala Political and Social Conditions of
Kerala under the Chera Perumals of Makotai (800-41D) Calicut, 1996,
p.174.
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property,brahmaswanwere Brahminproperty andCherikkalland was
royal land of Naduvazhichiefs’> Brahmaswamand devaswamare
permanent tenure as their lands were transferrecrasipper or lands
granted with libation of water. There was rightpimperty and right of
succession. More over, the land which was giverh wiite wording
‘aachantratarame santhathi pravesam@&\dicated the permanent
hereditary right over landCherikkal lands were lands held by rulers,
and such lands transferred their dues directhhéortiler. But some of
the temple lands were also call€therikkal as in Thiruvanathapuram
temple and Peruvanam templ@he lands directly seized by the rulers

in Travancore area were callPdndaravakaor Kandulavu.

Gradually, hierarchy of lansd rights waeveloped in medieval
Kerala, that is land lordkudiyar, andadiyar and this kind of hierarchy
was strengthened by caste. At that tiBeahmins performed very
powerful customs and traditions to occupy the hsgjlposition among

the society. During that time the land lord andatey relations

> Ibid., p.174.

® K.N.Ganesh, Agrarian Society.ap.cit, p.123.

20



involved customary and traditional rights which varna-jati system

had played a significant role.

The growth of an agrarian system in medieval Kegakas back to
the establishment of tHg&rahmin settlements during the early medieval
times® To know the early history oBrahmin communities is very
difficult and as there is very few sources to ustherd the process of
brahminisation in Kerala. So many scholars have viewed that the
migration process dBrahminsinto Kerala was closely connected with
the growth of agriculture and it began BYcentury A.D. According to
Raghava Varier and Rajan Gurukkal, thminisationprocess was
affected not by the force of arms but by péackccording to
Parasurama legend, tBeahminswere brought to the South West coast
of India by Parasurama and they settled in thwp gramasin the
South Kanara and thirty twgramasin Kerald®. Those who settled in
Kerala were calledNambuthiri Brahmins. Elamkulam Kunjan pillai

thought that th&rahminsmigrated to Kerala much later. TBeahmins

K.N. Ganesh, ownership and controbp.cit, p.3.

Kesavan Veluthat,Brahmin Settlements in Kerala, Historical Studies
Calicut,1978, p.5.

Raghav Varrier and Rajan Gurukkagerala Charithtranfmal), Sukapuram,
1991, p.110.

19" Kesavan Veluthat, Brahmin settlementsop,cit,p.5.
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settled near the river valleys and they formedllage society based on
agriculture. There are so many reasons to beligae the Brahmins
migration to Kerala started by th& €entury A.D. The main features of
Brahmin settlements of Kerala were all tBeahmin gramasof Kerala

were flourished on the banks of different rivers.

The integration of Brahmin households in the corporate
settlements and the development of a larger agraoaiety in medieval
Kerala resulted in the emergence of temples. Duiegmedieval time
Brahmin settlements emerged with the help of local chieftaor
Naduvazhisvho probably gave the lands Bsahminsand settled them.

In pre-modern period temples became the biggestethimagnates in
medieval Kerald® It became the main centre of agrarian control and
economic life of early medieval South IndfaThe Cheranscriptions
said that the the majority fertile agrarian regiafsmedieval Kerala
were possessed by the tempfeShe temple records of medieval Kerala

provide the details of the expansion of agricultureler theBrahmin

1 Ipid.,

12 Rajan GurukkalTheKerala Temple and the Early Medieval Agrariarst&y)
Sukapuram, 1991, p.32.

13 M.G.S. Narayanan, Consolidation of Agrarianop,cit, P.189.
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controlled temples! During the medieval period “most of the forested
valleys of Eastern hillocks and fertile uplands evdarought under
cultivation by the temple corporationS’By the time ofPerumalsof
Mahodayapuram thBlambuthirishad got a significant position among
the society and thaBrahmins constituted the real power behind the
throne. However, thBerumalkingdom disintegrated in fZentury and

the Brahminsinfluence continued.

The growth of Kerala in the pre modern period ddog¢ seen as
the beginning of the political and social order which ‘uralar’
(Brahmind and karalar’ (Nairs) probably occupied major posititin
By the end of the 2 century A.D the organizations of the ‘hundred’
involved in land control seem to have given waythe cangatamsor

kavall’

The kavalpalamfor the protection okaval was collected and
given by thesanketam. Sanketaaf the temple was a centre of power
and authority in medieval Kerala. According to K.Padmanabha

Menon "they were independent republics free fromabntrol of kings

14 Rajan Gurukkal, The Kerala temple op.cit, pp.32-35.

5 Ipid.,

16 Kesavan Veluthat, Brahmin Settlementsop,cit, p.68.

17 M.R.Raghava Varier, ‘Further Expansion of Agrarurciety, Section (B),Socio

Economic Structure’, in P.J. Cheriyan (ecbgrspectives on Kerala Histqry
Trivandrum, 1999, p.96.
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from outside™ P.K.S. Raja saysSanketamsas "independent

jurisdictions possession protectors of this judddn”.'® This is an area
under independent jurisdiction and its affairs wenanaged by the
yogam which consisted of tharalar of the temples. Evidence shows
that the templesanketamdepended on the neighbouring chief for
everything including the constitution of thgmgamand maintenance of
law and order. According to M.G.S.Narayanan, “thegeketamsvere
technically self-governing units but really very chusubservient to the
neighbouring chiefs® Sanketaméad existed in many parts of Kerala
in medieval times. In medieval period in Kerala thding families
enjoyed all rights on land, except tempénketamsyhere they held the
over lordship right (melkoima) over treanketamand the entire right

were left to be the autonomous domain of the terapthority.

During medieval times, Europeans mainly enquiredua the
importance of Malabar region and they realized thi&t region quite
different from the general Indian features. Eurogeanderstood that
different kinds of customary laws and practicesemmaintained by the

Malabar people in their systems of land control.réHéhe landed

18 K.P. Padmanabha Mendfiochi Rajya CharithramKozhikode, 1989, p.90.
19 P.K.S. RajaMedieval Kerala Annamalai, 1953, p.241.
20 M.G.S. Narayanan (edYanjeri Granthavarj Calicut, 1987, pp.xvii-xviii.
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properties were either at the tenurial or on thrilfainheritance level.
Medieval period in Malabar the land was never sttbp to division or
partition. According to Elamkulam Kunjan Pillaietlprivate ownership
of land was familiar to the people of Malabar adyeas thesangamage
when land remained in the hands of the indigenammilation, mostly
cultivators enjoyed customary proprietary rights thie sixth century
A.D.?' However, other historians do not agree with thisition.
According to them the property rights began witlke #urival of the
Brahmins and it began during the Christian era from the thiem
regiong?. This arrival resulted in a whole change in thémpwal
communal ownership and the primitive agriculturgdtem based on co-
operative labod?. During that time the land transfer callattipper
grants. Medieval period in Kerala the complete Jaadltivated and
uncultivated, including all its grass, stone, sistigmakes and everything

else became the absolute property of the terfiples

The social change that marked in medieval Keralativa birth of

the janmi system andNambuthirisconverted this title on the land to

2L Elamkulam P.N. Kunjan Pillalanmisampradayam Keralathinal), Kottayam,
1967, p.8.

2 Kesavan Veluthat, Brahmin Settlementsp.cit,pp.12-17.

23 Rajan Gurukkal, The Kerala templeop.cit, p.28.

24 bid., p.34.
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janmamor hereditary right. The whole authority over teenple lands
and the agricultural lands in the form of corporgimperty as
brahmaswamand devaswanmade theBrahminsas a power factor in
medieval Kerala and all thBrahminsheld their lands were under their
absolute control. For cultivating the land of ffammi as well as for
occupying them, thkanakkarshad to pay regular rent pattamto the
janmi which became the share of the produce. At tha¢ teither as
security to the lands leased or as loan, j#meni was taking advance
from the kanakkarand this was taken what tl@nmi was in need of
money. It was the duty okanakkarto advance loans, which were
refunded by thganmi with interest (palisa), the interest on the amount,
was compensated with the reduction rent paid frieencultivated land.
For the landholding tenants, out of the yield fritma land in his control,
the amount after paying the rent, thagismi’'s share of the produce and
meeting the expenses of the cultivation, includihg share of those
working under them as actual tillers of the sodcéme his share. The
karalar andkudiyar were the actual tillers of the soil whose rightsrev
far inferior to those of the upper classes.Kieralolpathi the right of

these inferior groups is referred to kishkuf®. An absolute transfer of

% Raghava Varier (ed Keralolpathi Granthavari Calicut, 1984, p.10.
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the rights of thganmi is calledattipper, which terminates higanmam

right on the land.

During 18" century, the Malabar society had its feudal
characteristics. But it was not in the sense ofogean model. That is
the local chieftains called tidaduvazhishad lands belonging to their
kovilakomscalled Cherikkalland, which is different fronbrahmaswam
and devaswamand the janmam properties of Nambuthiris called
brahmaswamand devaswanwere attached to temples. The land under
the kanakkarsappeared as their permanent property becauseeof th
continuous stay in them for so many years. Theoousty tenurial co-
existence is defined &sna janma maryadm keralolpathf®. When the
title of janmamwas absolute, the soil as such was never absplutel
owned by anybody. Property in medieval Kerala wasen in the
Roman model. Roman land lord’s right over the s@b absolute, the

right he was giving the tillers of the soil waswfor cultivatiorf’.

According to William Logan, the most important tams in

which the Malabar people differ from the peopleeelsere is that

% pid.,
27" H.A. Davis,An Out line History of the WorJd.ondon, 1969, p.304.
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connected with the inheritance of propé&ttyLanded property in
Malabar was either connected with the agrarian yobar with the
family inheritance. The inheritance system was Igaitwo types
makkathayamor patrilineal succession andarumakkathayamor

matrilineal succession.

In medieval period almost aNambudiri household had their
property and they came to be knownbaghmaswamSome inscription
as mentioned above abd@tahminsettlement was founded in thdera
period in Kerala. Th&ollur madamcopper plate mentioned the details
of grants to the temple built by the Venad chief, Ballabhan Kotai's
mother. This copper plate was issued to give reuBmrpenses of a
temple and for the maintenance ofBaahmin settlement around the
temple. Another arrangement is made by setting tafard for
Akanalikai expenses ofilas or festivals,Viruthi of hereditary temple
servants andJivita (livelihood share) for casual employees and
brahmaswam for 23 families’® Another term padakaram also
mentioned in this inscription. The owners afevaswam and

brahmaswamland referred to apatakaramin the the records were

28 William Logan, Malabar Manual..ap.cit, p.153.

29 Kollur Madam Copper Platepublished in Dr. Puthussery Ramachandran,
Keralacharithrathinte Adisthana Rekhak@&livandrum,2007,pp.141-145.
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Brahmins by caste€® Another inscription of Tiruvadur mentioned
Brahmin settlements. This record reveals the practice d&¢cseg
Brahmins from different oldergramas when agrama settlement is
enlarged After the 18" C and the wordbrahmaswamwas used
extensively. Theorahmaswanproperty rights were held by the eldest
member or thevluzamburiof a Nambutiri brahmanahousehold. They
followed patrilineal system of inheritance, accaglito their legal and
genealogical texts. Before the™8 the titular ownership of most of the
arable lands was under the control Bfahmins However, the
ownership problem was very complex one. Prof. Elaark argued that
the private ownership of land began in Kerala Itedore thesangam
age® According to him the landlords and local chiefsaiwere the
Pulayas, Idayas Villavas and other agriculturalists. From them,
ownership was passed to the present class of |&etisaduring periods

from 9" to 13" centuries® But recent scholars do not accept this view.

In the opinion of K.P. Padmanabha Menblambudiriswere the

original janmis. This janmi did not cultivate the land directly. They

%0 M.G.S. Narayanan, Perumals of Keralaop,cit, p. 210.
3L |bid., p.480-481.

%2 Elamkulam P.N. Kunjan Pillai, Janmi Sambradayanop.cit, p.103.Already
mentioned this statement in the page 25.

% \bid., p. 325.
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appointed supervisors who generally belonged toNAies. Then this
janmi gave the right to th&lairs to supervise their land$.Elamkulam
argued that thganmamright originated in the period betweeli and
12" centuries that is during the later Chera pefrade argued that the
term janmam originally meant permanent right and applied to the
position of templeuralar during the 11 century when the position

became hereditary.

According to M.G.S Narayanan, tlidrahmin settlements of the
medieval period were spread in many fertile valldystween the
Western Ghats and the Arabian Sea and they occupiedand for
cultivatior’”. TheBrahminsettlers were largely interested in cultivation
and we know before the modern period almost aliivated lands in
Kerala wasbrahmaswanexcept the forest in the high ranffesn the
opinion of M.G.S during the medieval period all daseems to have
belonged to the Chera king in theory and the gawsrrwere his

feudatories and they enjoyed the lands in theitridis in return for

3 K.P. Padmanabha Menap.cit, p.4.

% Elamkulam P.N. Kunjan Pillai, Studies in Keralaap,cit, p.348.

% Elamkulam P.N.Kunjan Pillai, Janmi Sambradayanop.¢it, p. 103.

37 M.G.S. Narayanan, Perumals of Keralaop,cit. p.264.

38 |bid.,P.265.
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payment of tribut€. The lands enjoyed by tfRrahmincultivators also
appeared to have been leased out by rulers in fpdégptd theuralar or
village proprietors. The right of proprietorship tinis category is not
called kanambut uranmaiand some of the lands gramaswere set
apart asdevaswamand brahmaswamwhich may be described as

eleemosynartenuré®,

In medieval Kerala the “ownership and control ahds were
exercised by the dominant classes. Hereditary matp right over the
land enjoyed by the traditional land lord was ahlignmamor birth
right. Temples andrahmanachiefs held thganmamright. The term
'landowner' is used to signify hereditary titulaghts over land as
applied to janmam and swam. This ownership was birth right or
customary right*' The term 'control' indicates actual control oves t
production and distribution proce¥sThis in later period was often
vested in the hands k&nakkaranIt was from thganmamright that the

janmi came to being. In due course of time the entirayma or

overlordship right over a village or a temple beegpmart of the system

% \bid., p.316.
0" 1pid., p.317.
“1 K.N. Ganesh, Agrarian Society.ap.cit, p.140.
2 bid., p.141.
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of janmam During the middle ages the majority of tfammamrights
remained the property dflambuthiri Brahmins Generally the landed
property of the temples was managed by Bnghminswho were the

members of the governing body of the temples.

The termjanmi is equivalent to the landlorddanmammeans
hereditary right or birth right, ie, the right thétte landlord comes to
occupy by descent from his predecessors, who helthnd®® The birth
right of janmi was legitimised by thBrahminswith their legal and
genealogical texts likKeralolpathiandVyavaharamalaHis ownership
of the land does not signify any service or dued ke has to pay to an
overlord for maintaining his righit. Thejanmiloses this right only if he
transfers or sells his land, and the new ownertbgsay rent as dues
because he does not come to own the land as arlghti® Such a
‘sale’ therefore, took the form of a mortgage cwease tenure, where
the lease holder enjoyed the right in permanenttedclaudijanmamor
chora otti Such holder continued to pay a small amount &s do the

janmi, sometimes calleginmikaram

43 K.N. Ganesh, Ownership and Controlap,cit, p.300.
* Ibid.,
* lbid.,
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During the later Chera period that i¥ € 12" centuries the
Brahminscame to establish hereditary rights over the l|arke rulers
made land grants and other allotments as permaiglbto temples that
were being established. Then during th® &8d 11" centuries onwards
temples andrahminsbecame the large land owners. These lands were
cultivated by tenants who held lands ungattamandvaram. Pattam

andvarammeans share of produce or tenant's ues

The growth of thmnmamright has been traced to the formation
of a stratified agrarian society between tffeadd 12' centuries that is
the later Chera period. The lands held by the land owners were
cultivated by large and small tenants. Medievalghaod in Kerala the
legal codes okaccamswvere arranged that protected the interests of the
temples.Kaccamis a strict code of rules and regulations. It ikgal
code. It helps to maintain temple affairs and ttheiaistration of temple
properties. During the"™®C A.D, theNaduvazhisand representatives of
temple committees arranged these legal codes. Hmegging agrarian

relations were sustained by forms of regulationsedaon customs

*® bid.,
*7 K.N. Ganesh, Ownership and Controlap.cit, p. 301.
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which became popular in form dfccams?® Kaccamprescribed the
nature of procurement of the expenses to be indurué of the produce,
type of judicial control to be exercised and fitesbe realized, duties
and obligation of temple functionaries includinge thralar et¢®.
Muzhikalam kaccameferred in theChokur inscription of the late '9
century came to be accepted as a médetamthroughout Kerald’
During the postchera period, kaccamswere replaced by custom or

maryadai.

By the 12" century, gradation of rights over lands had enrge
that is Naduvazhichief at the top, followed bwralar, karalar and
adiyarsat the bottom level. The termaryadaibegins during the time
of 15" century onwards and it denotes customary payméntsn this
time onwards thejanmi's land rights over land were related to
traditionally accepted norms of the village that 'kdiyakkami or
maryadai This kiliyakkam' term appears in Malabar in théanjeri

granthavari®* The rights of thganmi over the land were expressed by

8 M.G.S.Narayanan, Perumals of Keralap.cit, pp.114-115.

4 bid.,

0 bid.,

®l M.G.S. Narayanan(ed.Yanjeri Granthavarihere afteiV.G), Document Nos. |

A (AD 1541), 2 A (A.D 1541), 3 A (AD 1541), 17 A A 1567), 23 A (AD
1572).
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kiliyakkam and the obligations of the tenants were determibgd
custom>? Thekiliyakkamor maryadaihad no standardised form all over

Kerala.

In medieval Kerala a particular type of properghti system had
existed when compared to other parts of India. ffaeitional form of
land control that existed in medieval Kerala wasdolaup on customary
rights. Familial property had existed in Keralaidgrmedieval times&?
During that time property was held by householdshsas Nayar
taravads and Nambuthiri illams and even the holdings of the
Naduvazhis were by their familial residences okovilakams
Nambuthirisdid not take direct possession of the donated lantlthey
directly controlled only those lands where théams were located. In
the MalabarKovilakamsproperties, they formed tenure by themselves;
same portions were set apart for the individuabgment of Senior
Rajas, called Sthanamproperties. TheKuruvazhcha'was a dignity
attained by the senid®ajasin MalabaKovilakamsin the order of rank

(kuru) as first, second, third, fourth etc. Thodwovattained any of these

2 K.N. Ganesh, Ownership and Controbp.cit, p. 303.

> Rajan Gurukkal, 'The Socio-Economic role of Ker@kemple A.D. 800-1200,
Journal of Kerala Studies Vol. XV1990, p. 60.
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ranks were allotted separate properties ca&dnanproperties and do

not share in the genendbvilakamproperties”

By the late medieval period in Kerala three typétemure on
lands had existed. These wga@amam, kananand pattam Janmihad
birth right over the lands granted adtlpper'or complete grant and this
could be transferred to the next generatitammicould never sell their
property but they could transfer it or give it f@nt. During that time
there was no concept of partition. But they haeyhtrto kuravakasom
that is in order of rank as first, second, thircl &nother is the mortgage
cum lease tenure callddnam. Kananwas lease and mortgage tenure,
which involved mortgaging land to certamnamholders on the basis
of prior payment of money or valuablesrtham) This is deemed as
being held under lease. They acted as the inteamneslibetween the
janmi and the ordinary tenant pattakkaran.Sometimes they were the
executors ofjanmi'(karyasthah The last tenurepattam was lease
holding of actual cultivator undganmi or underkanakkaran.Lastely
there were the labourirgdiyalain some cases thggoups who tilled the

soil without any right, exceputimairights (occupancy rights).

> Moore, LewisMalabar Law and CustonMadras, 1905, p.340.
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During the medieval period temple had become thim naaded
magnates .The land gifted to the temple includedcttown lands held
by the ruling aristocracy which gained various Isvaf land rights as
those of owner of all revenue from land, proteatoth all political
rights and temporary revenue ownership witlkaranmai
rights>Temples distributed its rights among the membersthaf
corporation, members in their turn to thkaralar and karalar to
kutikal.>® This elaborate system of distribution and redisition of land
rights, with the temple as its nucleus, provided imegrated
organization of economic activitiéé Temples became the focal points
for social life and creativity as deities receiviedm pious donorg®
Some historians said that the importance of tenmplairal economy is
elaborate and the temples act as institutional méerelers, employers,
bankers, consumers, local tax receivers and ceofgpsoduction and

retail enterprises’

% Rajan Gurukkal, The Kerla Templeap,cit.p.32-35.

*% Ibid.,p.38.
" |bid.,pp.130-131.
8 David LuddenPeasants in Southindi®elhi, 1989, p.30.

% A.Appadorai, Economic Conditions in South India(1000-1500 A.Bgdras,
1936, pp.274-301.
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The Brahmin settlements in river valleys, the expansion of
agrarian settlements, the emergence of tempeshmaswam and
devaswanetc generated a new agrarian setting in Kerala ainhew
type of societyThe astronomical knowledge and invention of calenda
provided an edge to thBrahminswhich facilitated them to plan and
control agricultural authoriti€s. But there is no evidence showing the
direct involvement of th&rahmins in agriculture but they have tried to
cultivate the lands with the help of existing odtiors® This led to the
formation of new social groups engaged in agricalturing that time
three types of settlements appeared, whidrahminsettlements, non-

Brahminsettlements, and ruler’s aherikkalterritories®®

The land ownership was the fundamental factor whetermined
the nature of agrarian relations. Lands were mogpthgsessed by
Brahmins,temples and chieftains andalars.®* Uralar is identified as
large land holdersUralar functioned as the managing body of the

temple centre that emerged in their. The separate rights of each

® Rajan Gurukkaland Raghava Varie€ultural History of Kerala Vol

Trivandrum, 1999, p.245.
L Ibid.,
%2 \bid.,
% bid.,

% Rajan Gurukkal, The Kerala temple op.cit.pp.38-40.
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Brahminsover his land were calledatakaram.The term apparently
indicated a fragment allotted to ea@rahmin from the total land
granted, which means that tBeahminswere being settled as a body
corporate, and not as individual alottees. The bomlporate was thus
made to act as tharalar of the temple.Uralar leased the land to
karalar on pattam The basic structure of the agrarian system was th
Aladiyar mainly thePulayaswho were the actual tillers of the soil. The
status okuti lies in between thkaralar andAladiyar, Vannay Thatcher
etc, mentioned in thelharisappilly copper plate belonged to this
categony’® Aladiyars continued to be the tillers of the soil. They aver
always found attached to the arable lands andwesg also transferred
along with the land® This seems to imply that they were the main

source of agricultural labour. They had no rightiothe produce.

The temple employed a large number of people iuarservices
on the system of service tenure. The number of Ipeemployed in
temples in varied according to the prosperity efttmple$/Drummers,
dancers, musicians and others in temple serviaavest lands for their

living. These rewards, as share of land, were knaswiruthi (service

% Rajan Gurukkal and, Raghava varier, Cultural Histo, op.cit, p.118.
% Raghava Varier, Further Expansiorop.cit,p.94.

7 Rajan Gurukkal, The Kerala templeop,cit,pp.50-59.
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gran) and jivitham.°®*The institution ofkuti was also very prominent
during this period. They included -cultivators, mshent makers,
physicians etc, some of them wéwgalar also.Kuti is also explained as
early settlements of the peoffBut gradually the people &hiti came to
be regarded as cultivators. The right to live ie thgricultural area

gradually came to be known kstimaor kutiyayma’®

Temple records and other inscription of the medigweriod
provide information on the rights and duties offefiént social groups
engaged in agriculture. THeeruma and Naduvazhisvere supposed to
be the protectors of the life and properties of ltfeeof the people for
which they received due shares of the produce.(Biie owners of the
land they receivegattam or rent from thekaralars The Thiruvalla
copperplates mention different rates pattamlike 2/5, 1/3, 1/5, from

thekaralar.”*

Mobilization and distribution of the resources whiwas mainly

paddy were carried out by tligerumal, Naduvazhiand temples. The

% Kesavan Veluthat,Brahmin Settlement®p.cit,p.39.

%9 K.N.Ganesh, Agrarian Societyop.cit,p.74.

" Ibid.,p.75.

I Thiruvalla Copper plat@ravancore Archeological Series(hereafter T.A.S)

Vol.ll,p.47.
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social relations betweenuralar, karalar, intermediaries and
occupational groups exhibited in the form of thr@hts to the means of
production and share of production were establidhe#tadamai® or
obligatory right. Theuralar had to pay annuagdattamor attaikol to the
perumal Karalar, kudiyalar and others had to satisfy similar

obligations’

The post-Chera period witnessed the disappearaneaecentral
authority and the rise of numeroNaduvazhion the ruins oPerumals.
Decline of the Perumal accelerated certain tendencies that were
developing under thBerumalrule itself’* The Naduvazhisassisted by
their militia and theBrahminsstarted consolidating and extending their
territorial control”’The Brahminsasserted their power against the ruling
chieftains. New temples were being established #ied Brahmins
acquired more lands in their own capacity and asinees of the temple
management councils. New sections of populationeredt in to

anagricultural production. The spread of agrariettleaments, increase

2 Raghava Varier and Rajan Gurukkal, Kerala Champ.cit.p.154.

3 Raghava Varier, Further Expansionap,cit.p.95.
* Ipid.,

> K.N. Ganesh, ‘Agrarian Relations in Kerala-An Oveiew(1100-1600)in
E.K.G.Nambiar (ed.),Agrarian India: Problems and Perspectiye€alicut,
1999, .65,
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in trade and commerce, proliferation of castes aob-castes and
crystallization of a regional idiom which was dmsti from neighbouring
cultures of Karnataka and Tamilnadu were other n@gwelopments in

Kerala society during the post-Chera peridd.

Among the numerousadus Kolathunadu, Kozhikode, Kochi,
venad etc, became prominent in the subsequentrisftiSwaroopams
the ruling houses, ruled over the nadus. Sharoopamswere large
joint families and their political authority wasgamized on the basis of
kuru or the order of seniorit{’ The swaroopamsbeing the land lords,
received dues from their lands and tolls from tngdcenters. Besides
these larger political units callesamwere controlled bylesavazls®.
Thus theNaduvazhi desavazhiand theBrahminsasserted political as

well as economic control over the entire society

Agrarian relations became very complex with varylagers of
rights over land. Th&udiyar who received land in lease paid for it

shares of produce gmttam, melvaramor melodi®® When the temple

® pid.,
" Raghava Varier, Further Expansionap,cit.,p.63.
% pid.,
 Ibid.,

8 K.N. Ganesh, Agrarian Relation.ap.cit,p.123.
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was the owner of the land, tlk@diyar were to remit dues for specific
rituals and other expenses to the temple. Duriref time temple
properties were managed and controlled byBrehminsand they were
the members of the governing body of the templégs&Brahmins,in
course of time, became tharalar and received the temple land as
lease. The institution acfanketamacquired much popularity during this
period. In this chapter the rofanketamn medieval period has already
been mentioned. Most of the temples becameketam&'Sanketams
were governed by thBrahminland owners who enjoyed great powers.
The Brahminassembly callegogamwas very important here for many
of thesanketara were governed by it. The protection of the priypef
the sanketamwas entrusted with local military grouffsThe former
hundred organizations like Venad six hundred, Nammad three
hundred etc, of thBerumalperiod were gradually replaced by groups or
cangathars®® The cangathamwere entitled to receive a fee named

rakshabogamor kavalpalam During the 1% and 1% centuries

8 M.G.S. Narayanar/.G ,Documentpp.cit, pp.22-27.
% bid.,
8 M.G.S. Narayanan, Perumals of Keralap.cit,p.235.
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organization likearisippadijanamand akambadi janambecame very

popular®*

The Naduvazis andDesavazld as mentioned earlier owned or
controlled land in their respective areas. Thistlexdtthem to receive a
share of the produce of the cultivators besides tthees from the
Cherikkals®**The agrarian order and the formation of economgs ti
gradually became more and more complex with thergemee of new
intermediaries. The oldaccans gave way to local customary laws and
practices like desamaryada, kilmaryada, kiliyakaratc® thus the
customary relations amongralar, karalar and the cultivator were
replaced by relation among the chiefs or the tempilanaging
committee, the intermediaries, the temple servants royal servants
and tenant cultivators and bonded labourers. New faf land control
started appearing as a result of the growth ofrnmeeiaries. Several
Brahminfamilies emerged as land owners in their independapacity
and some among them gained the titlenafdambifor their services to

their rulers. Autonomous ndsrahmin lords were also developing in

8 K.N. Ganesh, Agrarian Societyop.cit,p.132 .
8 Raghava Varier, Further Expansiorop.cit,p.96.

8 M.G.S. Narayanan, Perumals of Keralap.cit,pp.29-30.
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Northern and Central Kerala, who sometimes servedadcal chiefs and

thus gained various positions and tiftés.

By the beginning of 18 century the agrarian society of Kerala

had consolidated. Temples remained the langeshisin the beginning

of this century. Large temples owned a number iodidan river valleys
and there are several references to temple sereantspresentatives
directly supervising cultivation in some templedarand collecting dues
from the cultivator§® During that time a number of lands were leased
out to tenants, under various forms of lease. \teiy difficult to make
any calculation regarding the lands under leaselamds under direct

supervision.

In medieval times simple leases were the wide spfean of
landholdings. Most of thkudiyars were simple lease holders. Naturally
the leaseholders paid rent for their right to hible land and the temple
of royal servants converted the rent to be paithéoland owner to the

form of servicé® The rent to be paid was fixed as a share of m®du

87 K.N.Ganesh, Agrarian Societyop.cit,p.69.

8 The servants are referred to as Manushyam, M.Gl&ayanan,Vanjeri

Grandhavarj refers Samudayam, Manishshan, Managing the sffair the
temple including control of temple lands.

8 K.N. Ganesh, Agrarian Societyop.cit, p. 142.
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usually taken after every crépThe rent from grain fields was paid in
kind at the same time garden lands had a mixed @drpayments both

kind and cash.

During the 18 century new land tenures emerged like lease cum
panayam, kulikananetc. It resulted in the introduction of cash along
with this and it is the main feature of late medieagrarian society. The
people like llavar, Canavar, and Paravar etc related to cash crop
cultivation and they were treated adiyars But the rights enjoyed by
the llavas were denied to thPulayasand Parayas. It is a complex
nature of agrarian relations and it was followedflogher proliferation
of society in the subsequent period. These devedopsnshowed that
there was stress and strain for income from lanegerty. It is also
important that the above changes were taking pladhin the
customary law okilmaryadawhich ensured the old ties of dependence

and service obligations.

During 168" C another form of holdings callekiuzhikkanam
which became a popular form of holding by"1&ntury.Kuzhikkanam
was associated with lease-cum-mortgage holdingazhikkanam

referred to a special assessment that extendeahtts Inewly brought

 bid.,
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under cultivation, or trees newly planted, whereduction was allowed
for the initial period when the land was cultivated the trees were
growing®® Lands could be rendereklizhikkanamfor payment of a
certain amount calleckuzhikkanapponnif Spread ofkuzhikkanam
indicated that new trees and new gardens were g¢ptaibe established
all over KeralaKuzhikkanamands were used for cultivating coconut;
arecanut et®During medieval periodkuzhikanambecame popular
along with the expansion of agriculture. The redurctin assessment
amount which may be one fourth or one third ofrétra collected came

to be known akuzhikkuror naduvakkur

There is a variation that developed during &nd 18' century in
the lease holding involving cultivating rights thiat ulavupattamor
maryadapattani* The variation shows that the simple lease tenure o
verumpattamwas undergoing changes and a section lease haleees
acquiring rights of different degrees of permaneficy the tenurial

pattern the bottom level holders wearerumpattakkarKanamwas an

L Ibid., p.144.
%2 Ibid.,
% \bid.,
% Ibid., p. 142.
% Ibid.,
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intermediary tenure and thkanakkaran sublet their lands to the
subtenants known agrumpattakkaranThe verumpattamtenure was
simple lease usually of one year duration and moét the

verumpattakkaramnvere mere tenants-at-will.

During medieval period the land tenurial patteraswcomplex
one. The simple lease system of tRerumal period was gradually
relegated to the background and lease-cum-mort¢@agere became
more prominent® The lease holders were expected to pay a lumpsum i
cash asarthamto the land owners to possess temporarily the fand
cultivation. The land lord received a share of picalafter deducting the
interest on thartham®” The lease holder could control the land and he
could renew his contract if he fulfiled the demandchade by the
landlords. During that time the absence of the s&lland ensured that
the janmamright of the land owners was preserved and pradecte
against permanent possession of land by the newlywingg
intermediaries® The rights of the intermediaries calletuvapattam,

kanam and otti and held after paying the artham were overseeing

% Raghava Varier, Further Expansiorop.cit.p.97.
" Ipid.,
% Raghava Varier and Rajan Gurukkal, Kerala Chap.cijt,p.2009.
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rights®® Mortgage tenures callddinamor otti existed in early medieval

times.

By 16" century, transaction in land either by paying caskind
was on increase. Land mortgages were initiallyafgreriod from three
to twelve years and redeemable by the land lord dBring 18' century
the stipulated period of the land mortgage beganntwease. The
security given for the land amounted to about tfioeeths of the value
of the land, but never equal to its value. It saclthat the land was not
to be sold, at any rate. The interest on the sigcwas deducted from
the rent realised from the land and the remaindit @smichavaram®
During the 18 C the landmortgagedbecame larger, and the security
was paid in cash. Land mortgages in the early madiperiod were
initially for a period of three to twelve years,tiuring the 18 century
it is found that the stipulated time was increase86 to 48 years and

sometimes even morét

% Mathilakam RecordsKerala State Archive, Trivandrum, Curuna (rolDla,
1527,546,502,1686,94.

190 1bid., p.143.
191 K N.Ganesh, Agrarian Societyop.cit,p.143.
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Rights over forest land are indicated Myttikkanam and
kuttikkuru'® Lease-cum-mortgage tenures and simple lease tevage
the birthright of the original landlord. Lands wdreld asviruthi, and
viruthi holding had acquired a permanent character. Dumegieval
time large number of dues was paid to the rulerscastomary
obligations which were both in cash and in kind.eTholders of
verumpattam, kanam, kuzhikkanagtc apparently recognized the birth
right of the original land lord. The chieftains #ap&om cherikkal
claimed a share of the produce from other land drslan the form of
customary dues. The ruler of Venad colleamdkaramfor maintaining
cavalry and the ruler of Kolathunad collected amlitwhal amount

during the invasion of Bednore NayaRs.

In medieval period property in the form of landsh and gold are
involved in most of the transactions in which cusaoy conduct of the
sanketamor desamknown asSanketa maryadar Desa maryada™
After the emergence of new customary lawsalyada) resulted the

early kaccamdisappeared ancharyadaj kiliyakam and the institution

192 M.G. S Narayanan/.G,Document, Nos. 21A, 22A.
103 Elamkulam P.N.Kunjanpillai, Studies in Keralaop.cit,p.359.
194 M.G.S. Narayanan/.G. Document, P. XVII.
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of nattuvar® or local judicial arbitrators who settled disputesd

determined the nature and amount collected byathe dwner®

Another problem is related to the existence ofllevenue in pre
modern Kerala. This is till an unsettled problerhe Britishers like Mr.
Thackeray, and Buchanan introduced the concemalf of land tax in
Kerala. Mr. Thackeray said that there is no prduittany land tax
existed in Malabal’” Buchanan was also of the view that there was no
land tax under the rulers of Kerala. In the opinmhBuchanan, the
Nambudirishad possessed all the landed propertylatayalam,before
the conquest of Hyder. They acted as the actuds lof the soil except
in some small areas appropriated to the suppartlgfious ceremonies
called devasthanamand other portions callecherikkal which were
appropriated to the supporting families of the R3fa Therefore, all
these lands were tax free lands. According to WbiRsmn, the private
property in land was an old established institution Malabar.

According to him the land revenue system had existe medieval

195 The termNattuvarmentioned ifvVanjerigranthavariDocuments .
19 K.N. Ganesh, Agrarian Societyop.cit.p.147.
197 C.A. InnesMalabar district GazetteeMalabar, 1951, p.308.

1% Francis BuchananmA Journey from Madras through the countries of Mgso
Canara and Malabar Vol.lIMadras, 1988, p.360.
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Kerala. That means thhanmi, kanakkarsand pattamdarall of whom

paid land revenue in the form pattam.

However several historians have rejected the piisgiof the
existence of land tax in medieval times. But anofieem of share of
produce had existed there, which was knowrma$varam, melodor
pattam Elamkulam argued that there was no organised @drland tax
in Kerala till the 18 C. By then all landed property in Kerala had
became eithebrahmaswamor devaswam These two lands were tax
free lands® This has led to the conclusion that the tax systeas
absent in Kerala from 3o 18" century*'® M.G.S. Narayanan has not
clearly stated his position with regard to the laadenue in medieval
Kerala. According to him during the medieval tinthere was no idea
of the total revenue of the state, but various sypietaxes existed that is
professional tax, house tax, land tax, protectiee ®tc:' Sheikh
Zainudhun, medieval observer and chronicler, saoutithe existence

of revenue system. According to him there was mnfof land tax or

199 Elamkulam P.N.Kunjan Pillai, Janmi Sambradayamp.cit, p.45.

110 p K.GopalakrishnanKeralathinte Samskarika Charithrargmal), Trivandrum,
1994, pp. 270-71.

11 M.G.S. Narayanan,Perumals of Keralaop,cit, p.129.

52



revenue extraction in ¥Sor 16" century in Kerala, though there were

such dues imposed on trad&rs.

This difference of opinion arises because mosghefcollection of
dues recorded has not been dues on land. But deesodlected in
various forms like protection tax, occupational taxvarious forms of
share of the produce from the cultivators, andtastdirectly on land
holding as such. In medieval time Kerala has nodaed form of land
measurement before coming of British. Measurengphithe produce,
on the basis of the amount of seed sowth(pady or the number of
pits dug for planting treefkuzh). This means that the taxes could be
levied only on the actual producBaduvazhiscollected the share of
produce from the cultivators. However, the Britigewed the Kerala
situation on the basis of their concepts develapete light of the land
right in English society. In Medieval Kerala the istg&nce of a
systematic collection of land revenue is less. Bt termpattamis
often noted as a share of produce to the overldheg share of the
produce to be paid by thpattam holders was normally a fixed

amount*®Pattam and varam has some similarity that is it is an

112 velayudhan Panikkasseligralam Pathinanjum Pathinarum Noottandukalil
Kottayam,1983,p.89.

113 p K.Gopalakrishnarop.cit,p.265.
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overlord's share of the produce. The terms hkelvaram melpathj
melodietc signified collection of a fraction of the prme from different
types of land, usually by the rulers, the templestoeftains:** In the
case ofpattam melvaramwere fixed assessment during the medieval
period. Melvaram and pattamwas the two forms of rent, it collected
twice a year in the month &fanni andKumbham'. The dues collected
from the garden lands were also calpattamor pattakanamit is more
commonly used in ¥8C!® The general term for the share of produce
similar to tax is found from southern Kerala, whtve termtandd was
used. During medieval time rent means share ofym@dDuring that
time the share of produce was determined on this baghe conditions

of production, such as actual yield, type of crgptility and cultivating

of land and the time of harvest. Here the possessibits were only on
land not to production or cultivation. The rentmk-colonial Kerala
was different from revenue introduced by Mysoredine establishment
of mysorean power paved the way for the existincargn relations

during the colonial period. During that time land\sey was conducted

114 K N.Ganesh, “Agrarian Relations and Political Awity in Medieval
Travancore, (A.D.1300-1750)", unpublished Ph.D THiedawaharlal Nehru
University, New Delhi, 1987,p.130.

115 Ibid.,s

116 |bid.,p.132.
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and land tax was fixed on the basis of product®ettlement was made
not with the traditionajanmisbut with the cultivator$'’ Buchanan said
that the tax was imposed only on lands which p@aesksrrigation

facilities anddevaswanand dry lands were exempted from land't&x.

In this chapter we can see that btrahmaswam, devaswaamd
cherikkallands were owned and controlled by a group ofgreysand it
was tax free lands, in the sense that the landioldere not to pay
regular taxes, but only certain dues and presenttias part of
customary obligations to the overlord. The rightgammamandkanam
were prevalent and ownership problem was more cexnphe. Simple
leases were widespread form of land holdings. Thepter mainly deals
with the land relations in medieval Kerala. Characription gave the
clear picture of the accurate form of land reladion Kerala. Chera
inscription gave the information of the rights @mdis in Kerala and the

details of this will be discussed in next chapter.

117 ¢ K.KareemKerala under Hyder Ali and Tippu SulthaBochin, 1973, pp.147-
48.

118 Francis Buchanamp.cit, p.135.
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CHAPTER Il

NOTICES OF LANDHOLDING AND LAND
TRANSACTION IN INSCRIPTIONS

The later Chera period also calledrumalperiod, it starts from
A.D. 800 to A.D 1122 .There are a number of indwis that appeared
during the Chera period. These inscriptions prodetiled information
of socio-political and economic conditions of lat@rera period. During
Chera period th&rahminshad got prominent role among the society
and temple became the centre of social life. Tiseriptions of Chera
from 9" to 12" century A.D gave more information on the rightslamd
and position of different sections of the socieBuring that time
Brahmins had got lands fronNaduvazhi's. There was no need to
transfer the rights over land to the donees. Inievadl Kerala the donee
was often the temple deity and temple deity newdtivates the land.
Alternative arrangements were made for the culowabof the land
through tenant cultivators or intermediary farmelsralars or
idaiyidan

According to M.G.S. Narayanan and Kesavan Veluthtie

inscriptions of the 8, 10" and 11 centuries show the changing nature

56



of Brahminvillages in Kerala. They received donations in fiien of
land and gold not only from chieftains but alsonfranerchants,
Brahmins, devadasiand others. Some of the members of the councils
surrendered theibrahmaswamproperty to the temple and became

tenants of the temples”.

The very first of the inscriptions th@azhappalliinscription the
date of which is determined as 820 A.D, providdsrimation on the
practice of agriculture and subsequently the prtsdtitat came to the
temple. The major agriculture products in thosesdaere paddy,
coconut, arecanut, while pepper was produced orfotiest regions of
the Northernnadus and in some parts of VenadRurayidam land
produced both paddy and other products. In Kethka,piece of land
which was given to temples were fertile productiseds, sometimes
their produce, the saving capacity was clearly meetl in the
inscriptions than that of other parts of South #&ndwvhere the land
granted toBrahminswere unsettled lands which was to be cultivated

with the help of others.

! M.G.S.Narayanan and Kesavan Veluthat, ‘Historshef Nambudiri Community

in Kerala’, in Frits Staal (ed.Agni The Vedic Ritual of the Fire Altar, Vol-II
Berkley, 1983, pp.256-79.

2 Travancore Archaeological Seriegol. VII, No.40, p.58.
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Veluthat presented the picture of traditional lasgstem in
Kerala. Theperumalor king was at the top with his own land known as
Cherikkal. This land includedkaralar or tenants andkutiyalar or the
occupants. Below thearalar situated thekutiyalas the labourers
attached to the land. Besides this, a portion efctierikkal land was
given asviruthi or service tenure to religious and secular fumetices’
And the structure i&aralar - kutiyalars - adiyalar He adds that “the
local chieftains also had their ov@herikkallands which had the same
structure as that f the land of tiRerumal Besides these two groups
there are other two groups likeahmaswam, devaswaamdnagaram
all these had the same structure of intermediafibas the picture of
stratified peasantry subjected to several superights”’ Rajan
Gurukkal and Raghava Varier noticed that the lanHerala the owner
of land was the temples and tpallis.” Many inscriptions gave the
information about many land transactions had tgieace in between
individuals and temples. The process of the emesenf locally

influential and land lords is indicated also by teenarkable increase in

the number of people towards the end of the Chdeawho held such

® Kesavan VeluthafTheEarly Medieval in South Indialew Delhi, 2009, p.87.
4 .
Ibid.,

® Raghava Varier, Rajan Gurukkal, Kerala Charithrapop.cit, p. 119.
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significant titles such astaiyar, desavazhietc. From the inscriptions
we can collect a large number of information regaydthe various
rights on land and correspondingly the positionsglifierent sections in
the society. Majority of the Kerala inscription oeds the grant of land
to temples for conducting puja burning of perpetaahps, feeding of
Brahminson certain festival occasions and so on. Majarftthe grants
were made by individuals, nddrahminsand evenNaduvazhigo the
temples while the numbers of grants Pgrumalor his relatives were
rare. Sometimes uncultivated lands were also giaiotéhe temples that
imply a provision that the granted lands were tochodéivated. In
Kerala, majority of the land were given to the téesp The lands
granted to th&rahminswere unsettled lands which was to be cultivated
with the help of others. Majority of the inscript® speaks of various
rights over land. The number of inscriptions ava#an Kerala was too
limited to make an accurate generalization on tla¢une of land

relations.

Kesavan Veluthat who had studied the details ckggrthe early
Brahminsettlements of Kerala. He identified the 32 tiaddl Brahmin

settlements that spread all over Kefalile observed that the affairs of

® Kesavan Veluthat, Brahmin Settlementop,cit.,p.51.
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the settlement were managed by a council knowaras sabha The
Brahminswho were the members of the king's council caldaiu
Thali.” The village administration was looked after by @y called
ur,urar or uralar and the administration of the temples was carowd
by the urar whom all theBrahmin inhabitants were members of this
assembly. The terms likeali, tali adhikarkal thaliyar, sabhar sabhair
etc were also used to denatear. An executive committee called

paratai, paratair etc, looked after the day to day affairs of thapke?

An exclusivdorahmadeyavillage had not existed in Kerala. The
Brahmins in Kerala were liable to pay dues to tferumal and
Naduvazhi from the days of Kota Ravi. This shows that the
brahmaswamor Brahmin owned lands had been non-existent in
medieval period and such a system had surfacelgeitater days. The
later records also proved this that is the refezesicthe later records
from Kilimanur says that the lands were grantedBtahminsfrom the
traditionalgramasasbrahmaswamFrom this, it said that two kinds of
property rights were enjoyed by tBgahminsin Kerala in those days.

One is a kind of conditional property for which teén obligation to

" Ibid.,p. 52.
8 Ibid., p.54.
° Ibid., p. 55.
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both temple and the king were inherent in them #wedsecond one is

absolutédswam'property of thdBrahmins.

The dwelling places of tlerahminswere themangalams. Some
of themangalans might have been place names while others wergehou
names. The terrmangalamwas mainly seen in Central Kerala and it
was not found in the inscriptions from Northern &ar The dwelling
sites of the brahmanassuch asmangalam, illametc are rarely
distributed in the productive regions of the majownf the nadu area.
The termsmangalam, patakarametc are seen in th&rruvalla copper
plate. It would mean that these terms had been laopn the area
around Tiruvalla temple and adjoining areas as well as the
Kalkarainaduregion. It was from this region that tiBrahminswere
brought and settled in the Northern and SouthezasarThenangalams

were vey rare in the Southern areas.

TheKollur madamcopper plate reveals a typical temple centred
Brahminsettlement founded in the Chera period in Kerahal the term
patakaramis also mentioned in this recofiThe Kaviyur inscription

says that Mangalattu Narayanan Kesavan and Mahgadiatrayanan

19 Travancore Archaeological Serig&l. IV, No.7, pp. 22-65.
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Kirittan granted land to th&aviyur temple'* Majority of the grants
were made by individuals, ndarahminsand everNaduvazhisto the
temples while the number of grantsggrumalof his relatives was rare.

In Kerala, majority of the lands were given to temples.

The termudaiyar appears in an inscription fromirikkakara
during the reign of Indu Kota. The terodaiya means 'possessor’.
Chera inscription used this term several times.t Thaadudaiyarand
parambutaiya simply implies the possession of land. Parambataiy
Keralan Sirikumaran, Parambutaiya Kumara NarayaKanyiyarudiya
Kandan Puraiyan appears as witness to the deBdkiakaraitemple®”
The nadudaiyarfirst appears infrikkakarairecord during the region of
Indu Kota. The detail of this record Kalkkarai Nadudaiya Kannam
Puraiyan  Vaykkal Ciraikkumel idaicciraikkukil  vedtiaraikk
attaikkolum, bhoomiyum pulaiyaniyumkuda timkkalkapattakkara
tiruvatikku attikuduttand® Here we can see that by this time a group of
persons with certain rights over land began to gmeburing the reign
of Bhaskara Ravi Venadudaiya Marthandan who wawazaunnorof

Nanrulainatuappears infrikkadithanamrecord.Mampalli plate of 973

X Travancore Archaeological Serig4l. I, No. XVI.
12 Travancore Archaeological Serig%l. I, p.67.

13 Dr, Puthussery Puthussery Ramachandrap.cjt, p.49.
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A.D, theVenatudiyaSree Vallaban Kotai appeared and he gave land to
Adiccan Umaymmai asattipper. The Nallur record mentions the
Naduvazhithat is Venadudaiya Kovarthana Marthanddemrulainattu
vazhka:* This is damaged record, but this inscription margi some

land grants to temple servants.

During the medieval time the lands were mainiynsfarred for
temple offerings, and during that period the landhwights were
transferred. TheTiruvalla copper plate says, the donations made at
different times by different persons for differéypes of offerings in the
temple like Tiruvilaku, Tiruvamritu, Tiruvakkiram Nirattupalli,
Akkaratalai SnapanamOnamcelebration etc are registered along with
the details of lands or gold contributed or leaget and the conditions
of tenure and serviceMulikulam Kaccamand Sankara Mangalattu
Kaccam are quoted in this recofd. The Irinjalakkuda inscription
mentions that théarataiyar andllaiyar met and decided to lease out
land for some purpos&. The Nedumpuram Thaliinscription says,
taliyar and tali adhikarikal meeting in the presence of Kotai Iravi,

Governor ofVenpolinaty to accept the land grant tkkiramangalam

1 bid., p.97.
> Travancore Archaeological Seriégol- I, Ill, pp. 131-207.
8 Dr.Puthussenyp.cit.,98.
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and lyanamangalantfor the routine expenses of the temple including

payments’

In the Chera period record many land rights reldaegms were
appearedPattam, kanam, kudimai, pathi, patavaratc were a kind of
dues paid which had the character of periodicaigabbdry payments.
Attaikkol, irai etc were the taxes mentioned, main source of iecom
the Chera period were these forms of payments.téhms indicating
land tax is not mentioned in the inscriptions amel teferences indicate
that the share of produce was collected in the firmmai or in the form
of different obligatory payments. According to M35.Narayanan, he
divided the source of revenue in three categotes ts from trade
centresBrahminvillages and ordinary village§ But we do not get any
direct evidence regarding the revenue from the rosgobut records
simply say amount collected in the form of varidirsds of dues to the
over lord. Many records speak about the tenmas, patavaram,
kadamai, kutimai, arantai, and attaikkdPerumal received income
from various fines on offence¥azhappilliinscription mentioned these

offences. Those who are responsible for the faibdrdaily offering in

7 Travancore Archaeological Seri&gl- VIII, pp. 43-45.
8 M.G.S. Narayanan, Perumals of Keralaop,cit, p.239.

19 Tiruvannur Inscription and Perunna Inscription miasays about this dues
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temple should give fines @izhato thePerumal®® Porangattiri records
mentioned the terms likéoyil, alkoyil, brahmaswam, devaswam
Mulikalam kaccametc are thid® The significance ofkaccam has
already been discussed. During the reign of Bhask&avi,
Panthalayani kollaminscription refers that something was givas
attipper by Koyiladhikarikal®®> A Trikkadithanamrecord mention a
person named Mulakkadu lyakkan Kovinnan granted |aisd as
attipper, 400 kalam of nilam and tarawas given asattipper to the

temple®

Another termkadamaiappears in the Tamil record which means
obligation. OneTrikkakarai inscription sayskadamai kuda karanmai
kanpital that is kadamaiiright is includedkaranmairight. This means
that the tenants were to pay thkadamaito the temple, which was

including of the conditions of their tenancy right.

The Chera inscription froni'&@ 12" century A.D provides more
information regarding the rights on land and positf different section

of the society. The persons have not permanent oigttand. They have

20 Travancore Archaeological Seriegol-l, pp.8-14.

2l M.G.S. Narayanan, Perumals of Keral@p.cit, p.441.
2. pr. Puthussery Ramachandrap,cit, p.60.

2 bid., p.83.

65



only the possession right on land. During that tidikéerent persons
enjoyed particular rights on land. Chera inscripgidielp us to find out
the nature of land relations in medieval Keralanilanscriptions gave
details of land grant torahmanasThe Vazhappilliinscription provides
information on the practice of agricultural actieg in medieval Kerala.
There are so many lands were mentioned in thigiptsn including
vayal paramby andthottam During that time the temple played an
important role in the process of accumulating lahgeoperty for
Brahmin settlement. The example of this will be foundTimuvalla
copper plates which indicate the extent of properyned by the
Brahminassembly of a single village on behalf of the teamidaviyur
inscription says that two brothers from thdangalam family,
Narayanan Kesavan and Narayanan Krishnan, donatsds [to the
temple and it shall be cultivated joint by the teldest members of the
family in association with the eldest members ofrakkard”.
Trikkakarainscription shows the four brothers; Teva Narayaiavan

Subramanyan, Tevan Cuvakaran and Tevan Kantarveecgold and

4 Ibid., p.2609.
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mortgaged their common property to the tenpl#. indicates this is

family property.

The formation of ownership rights over land occdme the early
medieval time. Theherikkalland ofNaduvazhis, brahmaswatme land
owned by thBrahmins anddevaswantand owned by the temples were
the three types developed in this peridd@his land has already been
discussed. Th&hirunelli inscription mentioned theherikkal land of
Kurumbranad ruler. AccordingliKeezhattipozha Cherikkalas under
the sway of Kunjikutta Varman Kurumbiyathffi.The process of the
land grants orattipper to the temple functionaries was also evident in
the inscriptions® But there are not many indications on the
development of théorahmaswamland except a few traces from the
Thiruvattur and Thiruvalla records.Thiruvattur inscription mentioned
the name of certaiBrahmin settlements. Along with these three types,
the janmam kanamownership types were also developed in medieval
North Kerala. Rajan Gurukkal argues that jgm@mamandkanamforms

of possession of land seem to have begun onlyealater phase of the

?® bid.,
% M.G.S. Narayanan, Perumals of Keralaop,cit, pp.108-111.

2 Thirunelli Inscription, 5,11,18, published in V.RParameswaran Pillai,
Pracheena likhithangaKottayam, 1963, p.122.

28 bid.,
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evolution of the land systefd.The land grant received agtipper with
libation of water was later transformed into hetagh land ownership
right, which was inherited by birth. The tejfammamappear in the later
records. It was actually hereditary titular rigldger the production
units, the process of production and distributi®ach lands are mainly
made for Brahmins temples, and church. The major agrarian
settlements were developed in the river valleysannection with the
temples andBrahmin centers. Such process has already started in the
Chera period. The concept of individual ownershgswot developed in

that period.

Another feature was the development of mortgadesysThe
term otti and kanam which already appears in the Chera inscription,
shows the development of mortgage tenure. Thislwedo obtaining
land or any service for a stipulated period of tiafier paying a certain
amount of money as security. At the same time ardgrmpanayam
appeared in the North Kerala contdkerumchellurinscription refers to
the panayamof land, which include wet, garden and dwellingtgpl

along withaladiyar to obtainAnaiachu®

29 Rajan Gurukkal, The Kerala Temple op.cit, p.87.

30 perumchellurCopper Plate inscription gives detailed about this.
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Unlike the Tamil country there are not mavidences to prove
the formation oforahmadeyavillages in KeralaKollur MadamPlates,
Mampalli inscription andThiruvatur inscription. But there are frequent
references about th&rahmin settlement which were named as
mangalammadamillam. As theVedicritual performers, th&rahmins
had received land as grant or gift from the ruloigefs. These lands or
settlement areas were managed through the collikeilsr andsabha®
TheKilimanur andKollur madamPlates throw light on the nature of the
countryur andsabhaihad two different function¥. In the Tamil Nadu
inscriptions theur was the organization of ndarahminvillages and the
sabhai was the Brahmin councils.But in Kerala both have been
considered as tHBrahmincouncils or organization$.The functionaries
of ur and sabhawere Brahmins There are a number of place names
ending with the ternar like Kulathur, Viyyur, ThalakulathyfTiruvattur
etc where thé8rahminshave been settled. This may show that though
earlier theseurs seems to be ndorahmin villages later they were

occupied or incorporated by tBeahmins

31 Kesavan Veluthat, Brahmin Settlement in Keralap.git p.7.
% bid.,
% \bid., p.55.
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However, there are indications about thedm@hminsettlement in
thenadus. Thirunellinscription andl'harisappilli Copper plate mention
about a group calledellalas.On the basis of these epigraphs, Raghava
Varier and Rajan Gurukkal argued that tWellalas in the Kerala
context were thé&aralar who held the&karanmairights. In Chera period
a socio-economic hierarchy was developed. Thatesutalar was the
top. They had the overlordship over tbe (the uranma). Below the
uralar were the landholders callethiyitar who were to comply with
obligations to the chiefs or the temple. Below themere the
leaseholders or th&aralar who held thekaranmai or the right of
cultivation®* The next was the right of the artisan-cum-craftsmeup
called thekutimai At the bottom were the primary producers or the
atiyalar. These were theulayas and the agrarian labourers of the
society® The term Velalalas could be seen in th&harisappalli
record€®. During that time the highest authority residedthwthe

Perumal. His authority was calledKkoyma Below were theuranmai,

3 K.N. Ganesh,Keralathinte Inaalekal Department of cultural publication,
Government of Kerala, 1997, p.69.

% Rajan Gurukkal, Kerala Templeop.cit p.67.

% According to Rajan Gurukkal and Raghava Variee trem ‘vellalar-s’ of
Tarissappilli copper plates were intermediary laotters and they occupied the
status of karalar-s’.
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karanmaiand kutimai in the descending ord&t.The uranmaibecame
the janmamright. The inscriptional sources of the Chera penefer to
‘al’ or labourers who were always attached to the adablds and were
transferred along with the land. They inclugadayas parayas llavas

who were engaged in various types of manual lafour.

The nature ofBrahmin centres had changed in the post Chera
period from the 12 century onwards. It is suggested that the politica
decentrality of nadus corresponded to the change in the nature of
Brahminsettlements gradually transformed in to completersamy>*

The Thiruvlla copper plate clearly mentions about the land gremthe
Brahminswith complete benefits including the right to eali taxes and
the market dutie® This period also witnessed the proliferation of

‘upagramasthroughoutnadu:*

The formation of large agrarian tracts, as veslltheBrahmin
centres in thenadu leads to the emergence of temples. It has been

suggested that the temples had developed in theriagrbelt which

37 Rajan Gurukkal, Kerala Templeop.cit, p.68.

% M.R.Raghava Varier, further Expansionap.cit p.94-95.
% \bid, p.83.
%" Ibid, p.87.

“1 " bid, pp.69-74.
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marked the expansion of agricultdfeMost of the temples were
developed in the surroundings of tBemhminsettlements. The temples
had large amount of land devaswamvhich was ruled by theralar or

sabhaiyar*® The uralars or sabhaiyar generally belonged to the

Brahmincommunity.

After the disintegration of Chera ruteadus and Naduvazhis
became more powerful. Some of tHaduvazhisarose to the position of
swaroopams and they established their independent stattlseinadus
The two powerful arms of the political authority tife swaroopams
were theBrahminswho exercised ritual power over the people and and
the nonbrahminswho exercised military and administrative power, fo

example of this waKavalappara NairandKoodali Gurukkalachan

In this chapter we can see that during @nera period many
transactions were made tBrahmins and the temples and they
established their power over the people. A numbeldands were
transacted asttipper. Mortgage tenure developed during that period.
But at the end of Chera peridthduvazhi swaroopasremerged. At that

time with the emergence of tidaduvazhi swaroopams Nambuthiris

42 Rajan Gurukkal, Kerala Templeop.citp.16.
3 |bid,pp.50-55.
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andNairs become the big land holding families and they al®d their
respective areas. Examples of these familiesVamgjieri Nambuthiri
family, Kavalappara and Koodali Nair families. These families
maintainedgranthavari records which were mainly related with land
transactions in respective area. The next chapt&sghe details of

these records.
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CHAPTER IV

TRANSITION IN LAND HOLDING AND
LAND TRANSACTION PATTERN AS
REVEALED IN GRANDHAVARI

By the 9" Century A.D. the Chera king calleBerumal had
control over Kerala land. ThBerumal and his officials calleKoyil
Adhikarikal were directly involved with temple management asyth
were entitled to a major share of fines and alskecied an annual

tribute from the temple.By thé"€entury

A.D the corporat®rahminhousehold had dominated the agrarian
economy and the temples began to emerge as a msjuation in the
agrarian localities of Kerafa. The Brahmins controlled the
administration of the temples and the villages.yTrbentrolled land as
their individual holdings and as corporate custosiaf the temple
holdings. During that time the two important fuctaries of the temple
were the Potuval and Variyar who belonged to the ndmrahmins
During the Chera period th&rahmins received lands from the

Naduvzhis.

! Rajan Gurukkal, The Kerala Temple op.cit, p.29.
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By the 19 century, onwards, theerumalwas not mentioned. With
the origin ofNaduvazhi swaroopanis Kerala described during the"™.2
century, centralized authority under the secondr&hkgdom began to
decline? The formation ofswaroopamwas an important feature of
medieval Kerala society. During that tirm@aroopanbecame the “semi
autonomous region controlled by the secular authai ruling joint

"3 “self forming and self governing political bodyc¥. The

family
coronation ceremony afwaroopamwas known in different names like
Ariyittuvazhcha, Hiranyagarbhatc.The disintegration Chera kingdom
was accompanied by the autonomous developmeneofitudivisions
who tried to get control and authority over landt that time the
Brahmin houses controlled temples or corporate propedlyekample
Vanjeri family. At the same time thblair taravad also controlled the

taravad property, theKavalappara papers andoodali granthavari

gave more details about this. “ThBaduvazhis and desavazhis

Elamkulam P.N. Kunjan Pillai, Studies in Keralaap,citpp.240-241.
® K.N.Ganesh, Keralathinte innalekal, pp362-368.

S.Raju, “Political Organisation of Medieval Selérfs: Svarupam and Muppu
Valca” in Leteral Studies Series No.15, School aici8l Science, M.G.
University, Kottayam, 1998.

> lbid.,
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established their property units knowntasavads”® During that time

nadus and Naduvazhishad become more powerful. Some of the
Naduvazhiarose to the position aglwaroopamsAt that time powerful
persons of the political authority of tlsevaroopamsvere theBrahmins
who exercised the ritual power over the people, ta@dnonbrahmin

Nairs who exercised military and administrative power.

During the medieval time thedaduvazhswaroopams managed
all the landed property in that area. At that tithe minor chiefs
received land grants by way of service tenure &edeNair samanta
chiefs arose during this period likéambiars, Moopil Nairsetc. They
became big land lords in their area and they d@eelsome features of
feudal model. They encouraged the agricultural egimm and it lead to
the strengthening of their position at the costafor power<. Another
reason for the emergence of these people was iinbage system.
“The swaroopamsbecame fragmented into differertvazhis or
mother’s lineages and later feuds arose as toeh®rgy among them

as sucession was according to theppuor the seniority order within

® V.V. Kunjikrishnan, Tenancy Legislation In Malabar(1880-1979&w Delhi,
1993, p.2.

Kesavan Veluthat, Further Expansion of Agrariarci&y-Political Forms...,
op.cit pp73-74.
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the taravad During that time the installation of a ndwranavar or
custodian in each wealthtaravad was observed along with certain
ceremonies of coronatioh”The coronation ceremonies were reflective
of their power and prestige. They were in accordamith certain
customs and practices. Generally the ritual coretuet the time of a
king's accession to power was calledyittuvazhchan Kerala. Like the
heads of the ruling families in charge of the adstration of the
temples, ritual authority etc., also had instablatceremonies and they
were known in different names. In the case&Kafralapparafamily the
ritual and ceremonies connected with the assumpifooffice of the
karanavar was calledTandetam or Ariyittuvazhcha The installation
ceremony of thekaranavar of the Koodali taravad was called

Paathilirikkal.X°

Medieval period withessed a large numbersamantachiefs
arose likeNayanars, Nambiar, Mooppil Nayar, Kurup, and Paaitsk
etc. They eventually became big land lords withitemy power. The

major land owning families also maintained theirnogervice system

8 bid.,

K.K.N. Kurup (ed.),Kavalappara papers(here afteiK.P), Document no.84A,
Calicut, 1989.

19 K.K.N. Kurup (ed.)Koodali Granthavarj (here afteK.G), Calicut, 1995.
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that iskaryakkaror accountants etc. Thesearoopi nairscommanded
large numbers of tenant cultivators. The otherisesvthey provided
were the militia calledAkambadi janam' At that timeswaroopams
brought them along with new areas and they setitlece and to bring it

under their control. This period witnessed the espan of agriculture.

The decline of Chera kingdom witnessed the emergenic
chieftains. Thetaravad or illams functioned as an agency of land
monopoly in medieval Kerala. The head of the ddfgrhouses looked
after the village lands and supervised the culvadf the lands of their
lords. By the later period of the Chera rule diéf&rruling groups came
to establish their control over timadus.“The habitations in the form of
villages were calledlesamsLike naduy the c&esamalso haddesavazhi
and village assemblies. Timattudayavaror the head of theadushad
maintained his representatives and tax collectorshose villages*?
During that time thaadusdeveloped and the people in particular areas
divided by hills, rivers and mountains and it beeasmall groups. “The
gatherings of thearavad dwellers came to be calladrakoottams In

tara no private property right system existed. The mntand

1 K.N. Ganesh, ‘Structure of Political Authority ikedieval Kerala’ in P.J.
Cheriyan (ed.),Perspectives on Kerala History, dmdrum,1999,pp 226-7.

12 K.N.Ganesh, Keralathinte.op.citp.50.
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cultivation of the land became a collective resjjuliy of the tara
dwellers. The growth ofaras led to the establishment of hegemony
over land and resourcéd”“The hegemony over resources came to be
called per. per denotes permanent right. It is equivalent to thedwo
janmam This right by birth given to their succeeding geations was
sometimes transferred. This is indicated by theesysby which land
was given asattiper”.** In course of time theBrahminsand non
Brahmins group developed and they dominate over the arg@s |
Koodali, KavalapparaandVanjeri areas. According to K.N.Ganesh that
is only after the formations dfras that the norbrahmin land lords
emerged in many part of Kerdfalike Koodali NairsandKavalappara

Nairs.

Janmishad ownership of land byanmamor birth. When the
janmi owned large area of land, he used to give the lamder his
control askanamto his subordinates. But in course of time jdr@mam
land came to be the land k&nakkar Land transaction calleatti and
panayambenefited thganmi. All these kinds of land transactions like

kanam and panayamtransactions are mentioned in tigeanthavari

13 bid.,
4" \bid, pp.51-52.
> |bid, p.52.
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documents and land records likéavalappara papers. Thus many
families enjoyed thekanam lands as hereditary. Details of this are

follows.

During the 18 century onwards new landlords emerged and
they maintained landed records. These landed fesmliereBrahmins
and nonBrahmins.They maintained family chronicles to write down
the day to day activities of that period. During t8" century onwards
the grandhavari tradition became well established. Tgeandhavari
tradition continued till the 1®century also. It is a method of recording
the events on a day today basiadlvazh). During the medieval period
most of thetaravad or illam kept thesegrandhavaridocuments. Many
grandhavari documents were found different parts of KeralaatTis
Vanjeri grandhavarj Koodali grandhavari, Kozhikoden grandhavari,
Mathilakam grandhavaretc. Theseggrandhavariesmainly highlighted
the land transactions in medieval Kerala, the sgiftthe families over
the village landsGrandhavari contains a variety of documents that
shows different types of land transactions. Theseuohents include
Pattolakaranam, Karanma Kozhuvola Karanam, Attipletaranam,
Veppolakaranam, NerPattola Karanam, Panayeit. Here we can see

that many lands were transacted with different &inflrights. Here the
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land transactions are made between two personsighianer and
loanee. Most of thegrandhavari documents say about the loaner
borrowing money from loanee, instead of this mortbg loaner
transferred his land to the loanee with his righkamples of such

documents are given below.

During 1543 A.DThulam1871, an agreement was made between
Mecceri Rayiran Raman and Nambukulath Manivaramida#dman
Kotha and his brothers. Here Nambukulath ManivagimbRaman
Kotha and his brothers borrowed 1@écuputapananfrom Mecceri
Rayiran Raman for interest. Instead of this, Marawzath family
transferred certain fields and compounds to MedRagiiran Raman for
pattamand also transferred their rights. The right wagive paddy to
the Trikandiyur temple!® Here the loaner was Nambukulath
Manivarambath Raman Kotha and his brothers ancelavras Mecceri
Rayiran Raman. Here we can see that the loaneféraed his lands to
the loanee along with his rights and obligationsciStransactions are
the main features of majority of the documents th@atome part of

grandhavaris

% V.G Document No. 54, p.8.
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TheVanjeri grandhavarinelps us to understand the land relations
in medieval period. These palm leaf records rafaten aristocratic land
lord family calledVanijeri illam located inTrikkandiyurvillage of Tirur
Taluk. These records cover a period from 1541 AND&86 A.D. Here

majority of the records were connected with larahsactions.

Another one i¥Koodali grandhavari the record of th&oodali
family located inCannanoredistrict. It deals with agrarian system of
North Malabar during the pre-British period. Thenfly known as
'‘Koodali Thazhath Veedwas an aristocratic feudal household in North
Malabar. TheKavalapparapapers are modern one. THavalappara
family is located irKavalappara desarm the formetValluvanadtaluk.
The Kavalappara Nairfamily is a prominent feudal house of Malabar.
There are so many land deeds were maintaingdalglapparafamily.
The Kavalapparafamily claims that it was an independent chie&hip
after the fall of later Chera Kingdom. Here the ilgmhead was
Naduvazhi samantaf Palaghat Raja. . Later this family held landrgs
from Cochin. In certain villages thdoopil Nayar was theNaduvazhi
and in certain others he was onlydasavazhi.During the closing
decades of 19century theKavalappara taravadand its property were

brought under the court of wards. Here majorityhef records related to
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the family were involving to land control and lat@nsactions. The
KavalapparaandVanjeri deal with transactions in the Southern part of
Malabar. Here we can see that majority of the @xavere connected

with land transactions and its rights.

The Koodali granthavariis an important source for the study of
many judicial and social practice of medieval Ndfi#rala. The nature
and functioning of martial institution of thelari, the nature of military
training imparted are all reflected in them. Itcaldenotes the rituals
connected with thekalari. As land lords these landed families had
military duties and for this they maintainedkalari or traditional
military training centre. Th&oodali granthavarireveals facts regarding
the kalari of Koodali family. Document No.1 and 5 of section A of the
Koodali granthavariare related to thEoodali kalari. The rituals in the
kalari are refered to &alari andkavu or shrine was attached to every
land owningNair family of North Malabar. Théaranavarof Koodali
Kunnath house maintained thd&oodali kalari and enjoyed the

traditional rights in connection with the sarhe

In medieval Kerala théaravads formed their own hereditary

militia. During that time militia of that period wathe monopoly of

17 Koodali granthavarigives the detail about this.
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Nairs. In the hierarchical set up of medieval Keralahedesamhad its
own hereditary militia training centres. It was ledlkalari and was
maintained by hereditary instructors for the milit&aining of theNair
youths of Kerald®Desavazhiwas to supply troops tdNaduvazhiin
times of their needs. For maintenance of khtari they received land
from his superior. During the medieval period tKeodali family

maintained théalari for their own purpose.

The senior male member of th&avad or illam was generally
calledkaranavar Thekaranavarhad many forms of power and a series
of responsibilities. Th&aranavarsupervised and decided on all matters
connected with théaravad But thekaranavarhad no right to alienate
the property of the family as a permanent trangfeekaranavarof the
Koodali family, Vanjeri family and Kavalapparafamily had various
rights and responsibilities as the heads of thetamatic landed

families.

There are different kinds of tenurial dehfd existed in these
three documents ranging frgoattam, panayam, kanam, vepp, nade ide

cholli panayam, attipperum neeruetc. The termattiperum neerunis

18 ¢.AchyuthaMenom;heCochinState Manua1908), Thiruvananthapuram, 1995,
p.70.
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the transfer of absolute rights, other transactiookided advances of
loans, payments of interest, obligations kafzhikuru, kuttikkuruetc.
Different types of land rights had existed durihg imedieval period,
kuzhikkanam kuzhikkury kuttikkurd® etc are among these. Another
term used regularly wasibhayam which indicated commutation
between cash and kind. The amounkahval palam protection fee to
be collected from an area is consideredlazayamwhen the right was
transferred of the current value of property. Amotivas service tenure
like viruthi, kaaval viruth etc. During the 18 century thekuzhikkanam
tenure involving the remission of rent for new sgdanted was most
prominent. During the medieval times all these l&nrashsactions were

under the control of the temptanketam

During the medieval times most of the impotttemples were
maintained asanketam“Within the boundaries of theanketanall the
administrative powers were under the controyajakar Here the king
had only the position of protector. However, durthg medieval period

the kaaval or protection duty in the Tiruvur desamas within the

19 v/.G. Document Nos. 34A, 28A.
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jurisdiction of the sanketam™ But Kavalappara and Koodali

documents do not mention the institutiorsahketam.

Different types of records have been nsanmed in these
documents regarding land transactions. All theseros say that they
had maintained the village lands and different sypé lands have
existed in these villages. They are fields, complsyparambuetc. The
agricultural land was measured on the basis ofr theed capacity.
Major items of productions were paddy from the deland coconut

from compounds. Others are arecanut, jackfruitgetables et

The varieties of documents in théanjeri grandhavari are

indicated below.
VEPPOLAKARANAM DOCUMENT

In this collection there are forty deeds mamdd as
Veppolakaranam.The period ranges from 1547 A.D to 1886 A.D.
Among this thirty four of them are dated and fag tithers, correct date
Is not available. In these land transactions theatdacceri family is

represented by four different individuals. From 154 1581 A.D. we

20 M.G.S.Narayanan,Vanjeri.ap.citp. Xvii.

2L Kavalappara, Vanjeri, Koodaliecords gives the details of this.
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find Mortalacceri Kandam Tamotir&h From 1593 to 1632 A.D we can
see that Mortalacceri Tamotiran Tamotiran is mewid* From 1820
A.D we find Mortalacceri Tamotiran Ranfdrand in all the undated
documents there is Mortalacceri Kandan Tevan. Amahgse
documents we can see that Mortalacceri family ajgpaa loaner and
they obtained lands from the loanee. For examplingul630 A.D,
Karkkidakam 805", Pothval Krishnan Kumaran and Raman Iravi
borrowed 10accuputupananirom Mortalacceri Tamotiran Tamaotiran.
Instead of this loanee transferred certain fields wght of kaavalfee,
ney, kari and proprietary share of the field and also gives
kuzhikkanami®> Majority of the other documents follow the same
pattern. However, during 1650 A.DMithunam 871, Mortalacceri
Tamotiran Tamotiran borrowed 1000dutupanam from Chaliyam
Muthalali Kakkaveetii Mammad Atheetha. Apparently atdmad
Atheetha was a merchant and money lender. Inste#iusothe loanee

gave certain fields with right daavalpalam, karetc to the loanef’

2 V.G Document Nos.9A, 11A, 12 A
23 \.G. Document Nos. 28A, 29A, 30A.
% v.G.Document No. 114A.,

%> V.G, Document No. 73A.

6 V.G, Document 105A.
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VILAYOLAKARANAM DOCUMENT

Vilayolakaranamis another type of document found Kimodali
grandhavari. Vilayolakaranansignified janmamright. The document
says during 1601 A.DEdavam776, Eerancheri Narayanan Chuvaran
gave Poravoora Palakalamakunna Kandam measurepa@dy field to
Koodali Daivatharuralar asjanmamright. This land is given on the
basis of current value of property during that @eff This is given as
attipper right. The wordattipper means absolute right of ownership on
land; it is equivalent of the transfer nmamrights®® although no

direct sale is indicated their involves a pngk).
ATTIPETTOLA KARANAM DOCUMENT

Attippettola karanamis a palm leaf documents recording the
transfer of absolute proprietary right over thedlaithe document was
A.D 1642 Idavam 817" Thiruvur Karipurath Kesavan Kesavan and
brothers transferred certain fields Thiruvur desamto Mortalacceri
Tamotiran Tamotiran agnmamrights. During A.D 1644)/rischikam
820" Kanakaveli Chuvaran and brothers transferred icertelds,

compounds with well inTiruvur desamto Mortalacceri Tamotiran

27 K.G, Document No.7B.
28 Kesavan VeluthafThe Early Medieval in South Inditlew Delhi, 2009, p.286.
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Tamotiran aganmamright. During 1649 A.DMithunam824" Padikkal
Konnan and brothers transferred certain fields @ethpound in
Panangattur desanto Mortalacceri Tamotiran Tamotiran gnmam
right2° During 1728 A.DMedam903¢, Paravara Kooruvattil Punmotha
Kalliyadan Kumaran and brothers transferred hisdldao Koodali
Daivatharuralar as janmam right*°’Another document says that A.D
1737, 91% Vrischikam Kanda Mangalath Kalliyadan Oraviledathil
Chathu Kammaran transferred certain paddy fields Koodali
Daivatharuralar as janmamright>'Here we can see that most of the

lands were transacted through the systeattgdperandnir.

One Attipettola karanamdeed inKavalapparapapers gave the
details of, during 1828 A.DVrischikam 1004"seated at the Bhagavat
Mangalam temple Tharuvayoorutaya Marumakan Kunthass
Varuvaythal Elathil Kunchu Achan andnanthiravar received the
current market value from the hands of Kanhumelad&umaran
Raman, the object of thus receiving the currentketarvalue being
Kanhumeludaya Kumaran Raman, by thus paying theemuvalue

obtained omir attipper, the lands above mentioned with everything of

2% \/.G,Document No. 96 A.
30 K.G, Document No.58 B.
31 K.G,Document No.64 B.
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whatever description contained therein with pourofgwater to the
knowledge of Alayil Athikann&® They transacted these lands through
the system ottipper andnir.®® In this record the word mentioned that

Is annu perum arthar(according to the value determined on that day).
PANAYAMAND KANAM DOCUMENT

In these documents most of the transactions aredbas
panayamor mortgage. Some of them are shokanam.A.D. 1532,
707" Meenam Edavalath Neythalacheri Naranan Madhavan bougbt 8
Cannanore Puthiyapanafnom Koodali taravador Daivatharuralaron
interest. For this money, Naranan Madhavan traresfehis Koodali
Thazhathland to Koodali Daivathararular as panayant’ In these
transactions there is no mention about rights gr @ther obligations.
Another panayamdocuments says, during 1634 AD, 883ischikam,
Thirumaruthur Nadakkathazhath Makarakiriyathil Rara Thotathil
Hassan Chekka borrowed 68Bnnanore puthiy panarimom Koodali

Daivatharuralar, instead of this money Hassan Chekka transferied h

32 K. P,Document No.34.
3 Ibid.,
34 K. G,Document No.1B.
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land to Koodali Daivatharuralar as panayant> Another one, it is a
kanamtransaction says, during A.D. 1602, #MeenamNeythalacceri
Naranan Madhavan borrowed l4@hxnnanore puthiyapananirom
Koodali Daivatharuralar Instead of this money and Naranan Madhavan
transferred his land toKoodali Daivatharuralar The land was
Alaparambil Poovathinkeezhthaya =~ PoombakalJlpathi  and
Koodathilthaya Kandam. Here ThayapoombaKaathi measure 300

paddies anéKoodathil Thayameasured 400 paddies from these fiéfds.

Another one is A.D. 1612, 8%7Vrischikam says Mayyodan
Pulikkal Raman Chanthu borrowed 1Gannanore puthiyapanafnom
Koodali Daivatharuralar Instead of this money Raman Chanthu
transferred Muttannur land aivatharuralarthe land measured as 75
paddies’’ This iskanamdocument. Some of thganayamtransactions
of properties in the T6century are still found in $9century documents

also. Butkanamtransaction also continued in the same way. It show

% K.G, Document No.30 B.
36 K.G, Document No.9B.
37 K.G, Document No.15B.
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that these properties were not redeemed by thenaliolders after

repaying the advance payments received by themthertempl&®.
NERPATTOLA KARANAM DOCUMENT

In the Nerpattola karanamdocument says Mortalacceri family
appears as loaner. Loanee is Nellicheri Cheku K@amdd.oanee's share
of the right to pluck coconut from certain composing the object of
lease. Here the loaner paid twenty fprgupananto loanee. There is no
indication of interest, but the right of transantis mentioned here and
land was not transferred and only the right to klaoconut from the
land was transferretl. The same pattern is followed in four other

documents also.

OneNerpattolakaranmdocument is different from that of other
Nerpattolakaranam documents. Here the loanee wastaldoceri
Tamotiran Tamotiran and the loaner was Raman Changan this
document there is an indication @kshabhogamHere the loanee had
to payrakshabhoganthat is he could receive the produce from the land

after the deduction ofrakshabhogamand kadan*’Rakshabhogam

% bid.,
39 V.G, Document No.10A.
40 v/.G,Document No.59 A.
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collected from leases of fields belonging to vasidasamare found in
other document§Rakshabhogamwas a protection fee from the village.
Dues from certain fields ifiruvur desamncluded rakshabhogam and
pattam.In this deed we can find that Mortalacceri famigcame the

proprietors of a large share of lands belongingitovur desam
KARANMA

Another deed was known &maranma Here also Mortalacceri
family appeared as loaner and they got some manypconds and
fields with the price fixed at the current raterfrdhe loaneé® Two
documents are described as nmeri.Muri means an agreement. Another
one isKaranma Kozhuvola KarananKozhu means plough here the
loanee transferred his right to loaner the rights wa cultivate the
fields®*Karanmatransaction was not mentioned directly in otheo tw

recordsKaranmatransactions are rare \fanjeri granthavari.
NADE IDE CHOLLI PANAYAM

Another document d¥anjeri grandhavarindicates the phrase of

nade ide cholli panayantere the right transferred and the customary

41 \.G, Document No. 107 A.
42 \/.G,Document No.33 A.
43 V.G, Document No. 6A.
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right nellu, churutanellu, varatengaas object of lease. In the case of
nade ide cholli panayansategory, the Motalacceri family appears as
loanee. Here we can see that the prominent rolMastalacceri family

in the case of land as well as in cash transaciitve Trikkandiyur
temple was the custodian of all cash transactioitisirvthe sanketam
and Mortalacceri family had superior role in alisthin these records,
besides cash transactions a number of transadftered paddy as dues

to the temple.
BONDED LABOUR

The Kavalapparapapers show the existence of bonded labour as
an institution attached to the land. One documaws $hat along with
the transaction of 450 paras of land, tdeair had mortgaged kori,
Kannanathu Chakkan Kannan and Chathan from amanydattiyalars
(bonded labourers) to one Abhisheka paftdir happened in A.D. 1770.
Another document A.D. 1771 the transaction with fiaSinku pattar
he assigned opattom certain lands and a family ofalliyalars i.e.,
Chathi and his son Paralakadan and his youngendir@hathan among

the Kanakkarcaste™ In the same year he mortgaged to Subban pattar

44 K.P, Document No.9.
4 K.P, Document No.10.
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certain properties along with/alliyalars. The labourers included
Chathan, Komban, Rakkan and Komban's son Chatbamdmong the
Parayan caste and Chakkirakkal Chathan, Kannan and Putlalgod
from among the Erala CherumakK&From these available documents
it is difficult to understand the nature of slavemg an institution.
William Logan referred these documents and he lygted atAdiyar,
Valliyalar, Vallichathammaretc, were transferred along with the land.
Logan translatedAl' as retainers anddiyar as slaves. But another two
documents did not mention this type of slavery. Tigory of the
feudal family ofKavalappara Mooppil Nayareveals agrestic labour in
the colonial and pre-colonial period. Tharanavarused to mortgage
Valliyalars along with the land. The documents of 1771 the kKayzara
family seems to have transferred a family of agedabour along with
the lands mortgaged to a Tamil Brahmin called R&n&u Pattar.
These labourers belong to the cast&afakkars:’Kavalapparapapers
say theCherumarswere attached to the soil and transferred aloriy wi
land. The wordValli’ mainly used in Palakkat area is connected with
bonded labour. But in southern part of Kerala therdv‘Uzhiyam’

related with bonded labour. This was not slavery.

46 K.P, Document No.11.
4" bid.,
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ARBITRATION PROCESS IN MEDIEVAL KERALA

All the attipper transaction we can see that an interesting word

that is'annu nalar kandu perum vila artthamActually this means a
price fixed at the current rates assessed by feaplp of importance in
the village that is price at the current r&t@uring the medieval period
the land record and settlement was placed unddoda official called
adhikari. He was the supervisor of land and also he sdtilgalites and
collected dues on larid. At that time karyakar or executives and
accountants were growing because of the problenedfagn the
collection of dues and the need for regular acdngrgystent’ In the
medieval times customary practice raaryadaiand local tradition and
the institution ofnatuvar or madyasthar(arbitrators) determined the
nature and amount collected by the land owhét that time if there is
an important transaction related with land, tiesuperor natuvarfixed
the price of land on the basis of current valuethatt period” This

practice is also called arbitration aduvaror madhyastharfound in

8 Kesavan Veluthat, Early Medieval.ap.cit, p. 286.

49 K.N. Ganesh, Agrarian Societyop.cit, p.168.

0 K.N.Ganesh, Ownership and controbp.cit, p. 156.

51 bid.,

2 Raghava Varier and Rajan Gurukkal, Kerala Chaaithr. pp.cit, p.137.
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several medieval records lik&anjeri grandhavariKavalapparapapers,
Koodali grandhavarietc. Thus the fixing of land value was a socidl ac
not dictated by the market. At that time arbitratprocess was common
among the village society. Land transactions werarmon in medieval
Kerala. The temples themselves mortgaged landsvate land holders.
The mortgagee bought the lands he previously heldh@rtgage, there

the additional amount paid being fixed by four esninpersons’

These four eminent persons played an impbrale among the
village society. This is a local level settlemeritis people also known
asthadasthar, madhyastasr naluper It was an institution along with
four eminent members of the prominent family. Medieperiod the
ownership was based on customary right. At thae timere was no
standardised procedure to fix the value of land @sd calculating the
rent. Normally, rent or the amount to be paid asusty for mortgages
were fixed by this four eminent persons of the camity (halupen
which became the custom for the succeeding genaratiNumerous
records have mentioned about this institution txangle are as

follows:

> K.N.Ganesh, Agrarian Society.ap.cit, p.157.
>4 |bid, p.146.
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Most of the above records used the warthu nalar kandu perum
vila artham" So this record indicated the interference of mala
naluper in these land settlements. These peojled#ie land problems
and they had fixed the rate of land. All these rdsomentioned the
nalar and at lost the donor received cash in tefnsurrent value of
money in that period. According to K.N.Ganesh, “t&sessment of
dues underwent a change mainly with respect togaged land and
lands undetkuzhikkanamThe security or artham paid for mortgaged
lands entailed an estimate of the land and itglywhich was important
for the calculation of the amount and thehavaramto be paid. In the
case ofkuzhikkanamands the reduction of rent, also involved a samil
calculation. This meant that the relative indeteation of the land and
yield held as birth right and collected accordingrariyadahad to be
replaced by some concrete form of assessment, whashcrucial for
thejanmi also, if he did not want to lose his rights owards. This gave
more important to the institution of tmaluper, who were involved in

estimating therthamto be paid™®

According to Kesavan Veluthat "in large numberdocuments

transferring attipper rights, transfer ofattipper rights is done with

> bid, p. 147.
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libation of water and for a consideration, a pfiged at the current rate
determined by four people 'or more simply' pricetreg current rate.
(Annu nalar kanduperum vila artham or annu perumhamny. It is
interesting that the way in which pricélaor arthamis linked to the
property is by the verperum lit,'bearing'.Peru meaning "birth" is its
noun and translates in to Sanskrijarsnam®® Here we can see that this
janmamright is done with libation of water and for a saeration, a
price fixed at the current rate determined by foeople or simply 'price

at the current rat¥.

This arbitration process was a local lesattlement, these naluper
were not supervisors. These people mainly interferth only civil
disputes like fixing dues, obligation etc. All tieesansactions are legal.
Sometimes these people were explained the documegasding land.
They were eitheBrahminsor Nairs. This system is a kind of customary
practice that existed in medieval Kerala. This igractice of assessing
the value of the land by four respectable perséwsually this is the

current value o&rthamin terms of money.

¢ Kesavan Veluthat, Brahmin Settlementsp.¢it, p.123.

" Kesavan Veluthat, Early Medievalop.cit, p.286.
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The medieval households were the signs ofm@&oic and
political power of the medieval period and theyedcas an important
land controlling agency. Thé&avalpapra papers clearly reveal the
centralised political authority of that period. Weow that the
“Kavalappara desarthe family head wabladuvazhihe also possessed
the authorities oflesavazhisn several villages. Here the family head
enjoyed the four rights ofdesam, desadhipatyam, Ambalam and
Ambalappadi”™® The family was a huge landowning one, and thég he
lands in both positions as samanta of Palaghat Rap also as
subordinate of Cochin Raja. In these positions theg assignments of
land. These assignments were a village or tworeethillages. In some
areas th&avalappara Nayahad civil, judicial, and military authorities.
It was the land held by them that facilitated tgogrthese powers. Land
was the source of power and basis of social relsfibo Power was
closely related with the land during the pre-coédmieriod. This kind of
relations had been compared with feudalism in Eerrgmd some
scholars stated that both of them are same chastictdeatures. But it

was not feudalism. The hierarchichal relations iand rights

8 K.P,Document, p. XVI.

¥ 3. Ramachandran Naifihe state and Economy in Colonial British Kerala
Thiruvananthapuram, 1998, p.16.
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characteristics of feudalism was replaced by a noon@plex set of
relations among land holders,tenants,cultivatocs l@onded labourersas
shown by the variety of deeds mentioned above. thkg during the
medieval period the Mortalacceri family (Vanjergntrolled majority of
the temple property ofiruvur desamandKoodali grandhavarishows

that they controlled most of the landKiwodali region.

During the medieval period the Rajas of Kerala baly a small
standing army and the local chieftains were to esémwn in times of
need. The armies of the local chieftains were knoafter their
numerical strength like thenjuttuvalfive hundred) anéranuttuva(six
hundred). The local chieftains used to supply thegs for protection of
others in return for money. This kind of troops wa#iedCangathant®
The army orCangathangive service to the temple it was the privilege
of the Nair caste. Other lower groups or depressed groups were
generally not involved with the military systém.The growth of
Brahmin —Naduvazhielation strengthened the positionNdirs. At that

time Brahminswere the custodians of the temple property andHer

0 K.P.Padmanabha MenaHistory of Kerala,Vol-I] Ernakulam, 1998, p.334.

1 K.K.N. Kurup, Peasantry Nationalism and Social Change in Indidlahabad,
1991, p.2.
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protection of this property thBrahmins maintainedNair militia. As

result of this théNair had got larger landed property for their service.

During medieval period in Kerala the senmember of the
taravad was known askaranavar, already mentioned this and at that
time Koodali family maintained huge landholdings and Kaeanavarof
this family looked after this property. As the temss ofKoodalikavy
the Koodali taravadwas the single custodian of the temple and its
property. Thekaranavar of the taravad received the temple land as
kanam.He used to have land on mortgage from others. alisolute
transfer of land was calleattipperin North Malabar also. The straight
purchase of land based on market rataroruperum arthamvas a rare
transaction. All the details of these transactiamsgiven in this chapter.
The Koodali taravadalso used to havpanayamand kanamland as
noted before. “Thekaranavar of this family was known as
Gurikkalachan a term representing the title ofNair commandant who
maintained &alari. TheKoodali family maintained a temple #todali
kavu The Koodali kavuis a traditional worship centre of Daivattsr”
Gradually theKoodali family had enjoyed the privileges in the village

temple orKoodali kavu

%2 Koodaligranthavari gives the detail of this.
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By the end of Bcentury this particular house as one of the willag
elders enjoyed a prestigious place in the templeag@ment and began
property management on behalf of the local eldedstheir community.
Through thegrandhavari documents we can identify that how they
accumulated the property d¢foodali desam “The Koodali Tazhath
family has become the prominentalar or trustee of thisKoodali
temple and being the custodian of the temple ptgpEren in the 18 ¢
the land management had become active in thismeand every plot of
paddy field had been give names and their boursldnzd been
recorded’® Most of these documents identify land mortgage,

particularly of theulpathiland or paddy cultivating wet lands.

In the Koodali granthavarithere are 75 documents regarding
kanamagreement. Thpanayamor mortgages were 71 in number. The
number of absolute transfer is 78. These docunrentsal the nature of
land relations and transactions and they show vb&ion of Koodali
taravad as landed magnates. Some times those who gave dand

panayamto thetaravad would not redeem if for centuries with the

% K.P, Document, p. XI.
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effect that it was difficult to differentiate betere kanamland and

panayamiand held byKoodali taravad™

The Koodali family has been the trustee of the temple and they
had control over the landed property of that temfleery transaction
related with the temple was recorded in writingtbg Nizhal Menoki
the accountant of the family. There are number afudhents in the
Koodali grandhavarirelated to the mortgage of land. The lands used to
be mortgaged to the temple for particular amouhtaaney. Such lands

were under the control ¢foodali family.

Koodali taravadreceived landed property also as compensation
for the offence committed by the members of a fawho owned that
property. “Document No0.53 section B Kbodali granthavarigives as
example to this. During 1717 A.D.the loanee was tMuatur
Puthiyadath Mayyodan, he made an offence. As dtrekthis he gave
fine in the form of land®® This document wasilayola karanamwhich
give details of the fine placed before thaivataruralar in the form of
land. During that time cultivation of land was mangportant. We will

take one record frorKoodali granthavari document No.4Section B of

® bid.,
% K.G, Document No.53 B.
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Koodali granthavari refers to apanayamland in return for 900
Cannanore puthiyapananirom the Koodali family who was the
Daivatharuralar®® Here sometimes interest was given as service, like
ploughing®’ In this document one Naranan Permman and his dnoth
agree to give the interest for 20@nnanore puthiyapanasat a rate of 5
percentage for ploughing a particular wet land begileg to the
Daivatharuralar. The Koodali taravadas the trustee of the temple of
Koodalikavuenjoyed the annual rent payment in kind from fraperty

for the loan’s intere® During that time loan of money was advanced
to a property owner by the temple trustees in retar the surrender of

a paddy land in favour of the temple.

Another point is that in late T7century Muslim traders reached
Koodali. Thekaranavarof theKoodali taravaduwsed to collecMelama
(rent) from the Muslim traders oKoodali®® This Melama or fee
imposed oRarambuland’® Another document of A.D 1797, lists 36

payers ofiMelama andPalisa, (the interest okanamor cash advances),

% K.G, Document No.4 B.
7 K.G,Document No.5 B.
% Ibid.,

%9 K.G, Document p.xv.

0 K.G, Document No. 34B.

105



oil measure in five out of its sevanelamacontent$' , all respective
remitters being localparambu holders. There are many forms of

property maintained by the&@odali families.

Panayam is another important category. We have already
discussed the panayam transaction.There are manypanayam
transactions mentioned Koodal granthavariand Vanjerigranthavari
andKavalapparaalso. It is a particular kind of transaction iniefhthe
land owner mortgaged his land and also he recawvesitain amount of
cash. Here we can see that the loaner did notacamss right and this

transaction is only through mortgage of land i log cash.

In the case oKavalapparapapers, th&kavalappara Nayamhad
maintained many temples under his conti¢hvalappara Nayarhad
control over 25 temple$.The most famous temples under the control of
Kavalappara family were Eruppe, Aryankavuand Anthimahakalan
kavu Here the Kavalappara family maintained land monopoly in
Kavalappara desamand theMoopil Nayar held stanamsand enjoyed

landed properties appertaining to thesenans in several villages from

"L Abhilash Malayil, “Credit and Worth: Country-Merhts, Commodity Frontiers
and the Land Regime in Late".€entury North Malabar”, p.125.

2 K.P, Document, p. XII.
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his overlords like Rajas of Cochin and Paladh&ster this family held

land grant from Cochin.

Here the Kavalappara families enjoyed thekanam lands
hereditary byKavalappara Nayarused to give land on mortgage or
panayam This panayamland was given to a pattar and the document
was known asPalisa Matakkola karanamA.D 1770, the Itunni
Kumaran, the Moopil Nayar received 12700 ngwanam from
Abhisheka Rama pattar, and who received certaidsldrom Mooppil
Nayar’* Here the land transactions phnayambenefitted the land
owners. The land owners received landpasayamby giving certain
amount of money. However, tipanayamwill continue for centuries the
land would be in their possession. For example sofrie panayam
transactions of property in the L&entury are found in th&oodali
granthavariof 19" century. It shows that the property was not red=em

by the original holder§

Thus we can see that most of the landsikéndiyurtemple that

were held by several persons came to be acquirdteoiortalacceri

3 K.P,Document, p.XV.
" K.P,Document, No.9.

> K.G, Document, p.Xi.
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family. Then this temple totally depended on thisrddlacceri family
for their income and functioning. All the documententioned the
transfer of land along with certain customary rgytiteld by the
landholder, which came to play a role in the tratisa. In some
documents we have references to certain rights klsdikkooru,
kuzhikkuru, ney, kaetc’® Another customary right wdsdan, talavari
etc. Another was the right to pluck coconut frone tharden lands
(paramby).”” Another customary right was associated with fidike
vaaranellu, churutta nelleetc’®In certain documents the seed capacity
of land is indicated. Some documents descrik@tamand pattam at

the same timé&®

We have seen that the land was leased yatEmin majority
of the documents. But in another document the i®nmhentioned in
terms of cash or kind that isbhayanf® Certain documents show that

the right was to pluck coconut from certain compsirOne document

® V.G,Document No.12 A, 27A, 28 A.
" V.G, Document No.9A.

8 V.G, Document No. 6 B.

9 V.GDocument No.22 A.

8 V.G, Document No. 15 A.
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refers to the transfer glattamrights of certain fields iparambil desam

to Vanjeri.

In these records we can see that mos$teofransactions are based
on panayam or mortgage. During the 16century most of the
documents indicate all the land transactions wererely land
transactions with transfer of rights. Here thereaissocial contract
between loanee and loaner. That is, during 1565, RABanu 741,
Kochiri kattil Chakkan Athi borrowed 3Yaccuputupanamfrom
Mortalacceri Kandan Tamotiran. Instead of this mgrChakkan Athi
gave certain fields and lands to Mortalacceri Kand@amotiran along
with the rights on ther. Most of the records say that the loanee
transferred not only land but also the rights te tbaner.Attipettola
Karanam document says it is a total occupancy right. Tisatone
document in 1640 A.DMithunam 824" says, Padikkal Konnan and
brothers transferred certain fields and compound®snangattur desam
to Mortalacceri Tamotiran Tamotiran Egmamright. They transacted
these lands through the systemattipper andnir.®? It means absolute

rights over land.Vilayolakaranam document is a kind o#ttipper

81 bid.,

82 Al ready mentioned this.
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transaction. One document from Koodali grandhasayis, A.D 1610,
Meenam785", here the loanee was Kunnath Kannan Kelu and his
brothers, and the loaner was Kayaloor Arthan ChaiutHere Kannan
Kelu and brothers transacted certain lands to AratRhiruthai as

attipperon the basis cinnuperumartharff®

In Vanjeri grandhavarithere are only three documents indicating
properpanayamtransactions.One document frovianjeri grandhavari
says, A.D 1632Dhanu 808", and Kothakuripatha Chathan borrowed
160 putupananmfrom Mortalacceri Tamotiran Tamotiran. Insteadto$
money, Chathan gave his land to Mortalaccerpasayanf® Another
document oKoodali grandhavarisays A.D. 1730Karkkidakam 903"
here Kandamangalath Kalliyadan Oraviledathil Chati@hanthu
borrowed 101puthiyapanamfrom Koodathinkal Kunnath Kalliyadan
Chindan Koran. Instead of this the loanee transfehis certain lands
and fields to loaner gsanayanf°Koodali grandhavarimaintained most

of the documents of panayam or mortgagé® Vanjeri

8 K.G,Document No.4C .

8 V.G Document No.81A.

8 K.G,Document No.108C.
% lbid,,
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grandhavaripanayantransactions starts from 8&entury, but it has

some limit. InKoodali grandhavarsome of them are shown leenam

From these thregrandhavariswe can see how they became the
huge land owners of medieval Kerala. TKeodali taravadhad large
holding of land aganmam As the holders of land of various natures the
land owning families used to give or receive mortbyough land
transactions. Here we can see that howkiarealappara Nayamused to
give land as mortgage to the Tamil Brahmins and hthwe
Koodalitaravadused to give money by accepting land as mortgade a
Vanjeridocuments also to give land as mortgage. The magesof land
by the land owning families were often for the tisxge of the financial
obligations to their superior. Theoodalikavuhad considerable access
to liguid money when compared with other landedugsy Actual
beneficiary of this liquid money was the custodadrKoodalikavy the
Koodali taravad More landholding was acquired with this moneyu3h
the land was accumulated in the hands of the l&agelies. Koodal
taravad always had access to the coined money acquirgtdebtemple
under its custody. Interests to the money advahcdbe tenants were
given in paddy. At the same tinManjeri also became huge land owners

and they became the custodian of Tn&andiyur temple
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In these three records we can see that allathds were under the
control of karanavar of the taravadu Vanjeri family was Brahmin
family at the same times other two wétayar taravaduhat iskKoodal
andKavalappara There are different kinds of tenurial deeds naan&d
these three documents. Most of the documents saylathds were
transferred with rights and obligations. Here tigltrover land is most

important.

Here we can see that the three familied @& Vanjeri,
Kavalappara,and Koodali who enjoyed the monopoly over land also
had their own templesTrikandiyur temple was under the control of
Vanjeri family, Koodalikavuwas under the control ¢foodalitaravad
the important temples under the control Kdvalapparafamily were
Puthukulangarakavu, Aryankavu, Trikkunyavu, Erugpannakattkavu,
MulamkunnukaviThe property of all these temples were administere

by theKavalapparafamily.

During the 18 and 17 centuries the land mortgage-cum-leases
were growing. Mortgages callééinamwere already visible in the later
Chera period’ Land was being held in mortgage from the samesyea

on payment of a certain amount in cash or kindagham, on the

87 K.N.Ganesh, Ownership and contrabp,cit, p. 307.
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condition that the interest on tle@thamwould be deducted from the
rent paicf® This system is also seen in thendhavarirecords. Last
part of these records mainly deals with mortgageres. From the 16
18" centuries the land mortgages were incred%&y. the 18' century,
mortgages with thousands faihamsasartham paid for duration of 30
to 48 years were not uncommriThe number of permanent mortgages

was also growing.

During that time direct dealings in cash were aggowing.
Money was pledged with land as securiparfayan.’* Some of the
panayamtransactions of properties in the™éentury are still found in
the Koodali grandhavaricopied in the 19 century. It shows that these
properties were not redeemed by the original helédter the repaying
the advance payments received by them from the lesthpn fact
kanamtransactions of the same century had also cordiimu¢he same

way. Therefore it can be perceived that b&Hnam and panayam

8 bid.,

89 Kavalappara Mooppil Nayar for holding certain lanshder mortgage, Vanjeri

Grandhavari, records a mortgage for 10001 Putuppadac-105 A, Koodali
shows the mortgages of land.

% K.N. Ganesh, Ownership and Controlap.cit., p307.

°L Panayam appears in numerous records WMemjeri Grandhavarj Koodali

Grandhavarietc.

%2 K.G, Document, p.xi.
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transactions continued as a transfer of absolgfet @nd the temple
enjoyed much profit out of this situation. Direcomey-lending with
interest paid in cash or kind from lafuerpalisg was also commoty.
In the case okanamthe rent received by th€avalappara Nayafrom a
kanamholder was two hundreparasof paddy in a particular year. At
the same time thkanamholder received thousands of paras of paddy
from his sub-tenant$.The KavalapparaPapers shows that tiMooppil
Nayar was bothjanmi and kanamholder?®> He was a&anamholder of
Palakkad Raja and Kochin Raja. THeodali granthavarialso shows
that the Koodali family was bothjanmi and kanam holder?®® The
Koodali taravadused to have the temple landkadodali kavuaskanam
land. During medieval time in Malabar the bulk ahdl was under the
control of few families in the form ganmamland. Thesganmieswere
the Zamorin of Calicut, Raja of Nilambufavalappara Nayarand so

on?’

% K.N. Ganesh,0Ownership and Controlop,.cit, p.307.

% K.N.Panikkar, “Agrarian Legislation and Social €$as in MalabarEconomic

political WeeklyVol.13, No.21, May1971, pp.880-855.
K.P, Document, p.Xii.

% K.G, Document No.3B, 4B, 5B.

% K.N. PanikkarOp.cit, p.885.
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During this period the wet lands ayalsand upland oparambus
were given aspanayam along with attached labourers. Attached
labourers are mainly mentioned Kavalapparapapers. In certain parts
of Keralapanayamlands was calledtti and the documents of the same

asOttiyolakaranams?

During 18" century thekuzhikkanamwere growing. If a land is
brought under paddy cultivation, or a new tree f@dnthe land would
be treated akuzhikkanam. Kuzhikkanamdicated a holding, where a
reduction in rent from one-third to one-fourth wgen asnaduvukkur
or kulikkur.®® The termkuzhikkananwas found inVanjeri record$” and
Kavalappara papers. Kavalappara Nayar used to give land on
kuzhikanam and verumpattom In the case ofverumpattom in
Kavalappara record shows that the Madathil Kanniyil Narayanan
received land agerumpattonfrom theKavalapparaAmma Nethiyar in
1868.Verumpattamhas been a simple rental agreement. This is eviden
from thedocument ofKavalappargapers Document No0.43 which

reveals the details of theerumpattamdeed of Madathil Kanniyil

% K.G, Documents, p.69.
% bid.,
100 v/ G, Document N0.98A, 88B.
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Narayanan and his brother Kuni#rin these agreement written on the
occasion the details of the land transferred inolydhe extent of land,
nature of crops etc were shown. It was specified the loaner would
cultivate the land and give the share to the loawébout putting
forward any excuse like failure of rain, drawbad{scultivation, etc.
The rent fixed for the wet land received was 1p@fasand 3edangalis

of paddy, 10paras of millets, 1 para of dry turmeric, para of
blackgram etc. Thus the rent were not included @algidy but various
kinds of cereals,chama e€fé.From this document we can see that the
form rent and what kind of items to be given ast that is it is not

calculate in the form of British concept.

Kuzhikkanamwas fixed according to theDesamariyadai.
Kuzhikkanamappears on a large scale in the records of Tamkur
during 17" and 18 centuries.Kanam and kuzhikkanamtenures were
growing within the customary framework. At the satimge janmam
lands alienated on payment ofitaiartham™® This shows that the right

to alienate lands was vested with the customaryeofhiHere the lands

101 K.P, Document No.43.

192 K.P, Document, No.43, p.47.

193 K.N. Ganesh, Ownership and controbp.cit, p. 308.
194y, G, Document No. 55A, 86A.
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were transferred aattipperum neerunon payment ofarthamfixed by
four eminent persons. Growth of tkenamtenure denoted the rise of a
new intermediary wealth. They were temple servamilgia etc. By the
18" century kanamholdings had become the major form of landholding
in central Kerala and several communities I&eristian and Muslims
are mentioned akanam holders'®® During the 18 century Malabar
showing that large number kdnamtransactions was taking place. With
the growth ofkanamtenures and intermediary landholdings, medieval
land ownership based okiliyakam and kilmaryadai entered into a

period of serious crisis.

Vanjeri grandhavarmentionedrakshabhoganmor kaval palam
These documents said about three persons who warested with the
kaval of the desamthat is Urakath Unnama Panikar, Chandrathil Rama
Panikkar, and Mukkuttil Unni Ravf® The kavalpalamwas collected
and given by theanketamThe remuneration given fa&avalwas called

kavalpalamkaval viruthi, kaavl padu, rakshabhogaatc.

This chapter discussed about the kind of landiogla developed

in pre-modern Kerala and what kind of rights andigathons existed

195 K.N. Ganesh, Ownership and Controbp.cit,p.308.
196 v/.G, Document, p.XXIV.
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here. Through thegrandhavaritradition we can understood the pre-
modern land system existed in Kerala. It is entirdifferent from
European concepts of land rights. It can be sesnvitth granthavariof

a number of mortgage deeds ,a number of familles Mortalacceri,
Kavalappara,Koodalihad become large land lords and occupied the
positions bothhanmi and kanakkarswith respect of their various land
holdings. The actual control over various lands Hetome more
dispersed as shown by the numerous varieties ¢dmaf transactions.
Next chapter will discuss the pre-modern Keralgoprty right system

and its problem.
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CHAPTER V

PROBLEM OF LANDED PROPERTY IN
PRE-MODERN KERALA

Property right had existed in pre-modern Keralae $cholars are
not of the same opinion about the nature of prgpaghts in pre-
modern Kerala. The British introduced land settletmand property
right in their own view. Therefore, the propertghts that had existed in
Kerala were not identified by the British. The Boean concept of land
was different from that of medieval Kerala. Accoglito European
concept land as an area to be farmed or ownedelfdand as the sum
total of natural resourcésThe European considered land as a resource
and they gave more importance to soil or land fheople. The Western
idea of ownership is on the soil alorialayalis were exchanging and

transacting not the soil, but a position in lanidtien with emoluments.

During the 18 C, the French economists called physiocrats

considered land as the only source of wealth. ThsiBcrats gave more

! Walter C. Neale, "Land is to rule”, in Robert ERiykenberg (ed.),.and control
and social structure in Indian HistoriNew Delhi, 1979 (1969),p.7.

2 William Logan,Malabar Manual Vol.) Madras, 1951, p.603.
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importance to protection of persons or individuebperty?> When the
English started to study the land tenurial systanindia firstly they

tried to find who the ‘owner’ of land is.

The English East India Company appointed a jommission to
enquire in to the conditions in the province of Mmr. There were a
number of commissions and they submitted their ntepagarding the
nature of landscape, society and economy of Maldbang 1794. Joint
commission considereganmi as the owner of the soil and the
kanakkararthe owner's lesséeBut by the end of 19C William Logan
suggested that tHeanakkarsor supervisors were the real proprietors of
the soif. The land under th&anakkarappeared as their permanent
property because of their continuous stay in them rhany years.
During the medieval period thHaduvazhiswere sending theiNair
militia during times of external threats and regqdirthe janmis to
moblise their army. Thnmiswere indebted to thair kanakkarsor
organizing the army. This allowed for the continsiostay of the

kanakkaand the dependence of tfaami on them. Later th&anakkar

%  Lewis H. HaneyHistory of Economic Thought949, p.173.

4 William Logan,op.cit,p.612.

> lbid.,
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became the supervisors and accountants for thepective janmi,

which also enhanced their position.

But the crucial problems arose regarding the &riperception on
the janmis and kanakkarsbecause of the position taken by the Logan.
But Logan's knowledge about land tenure and pattefnand use in
medieval Kerala was very limited. After this Malald@nancy bill was
submitted in July 1884. Here Judicial interpretatiaf janmi as full
owner of the soil was persisted with. But durin@@9the Government
re-enacted the 1884 Act. This act again fovouredghmi. However,
the peasant’'s struggles started after 1900. Duitvag time struggles
developed against thanmi by Mappila holders and th&anakkars who
held lands from th@anmisunder a mortgage cum lease tenure and were
organized under Deseeya Karshaka Samajam. Thetioosdprevailing
in the agrarian regions after the war, and theeimsing pressure of the
nationalist and peasant activists resulted in trapton of the Tenancy
Act of 1930. This Act favoured tHaudiyans.But the main beneficiaries
of the 1930 Act were thkanakkarsthemselves, and actual cultivators
that areverumpattakar, kudiyanandadiyalaswere not benefited. Here
the kanakkars who were able to demonstrate their continuous

occupation of lands for many years were given petgry rights. In
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order to ensure the military services of tiairs they were granted the
kanamrights, which made them gradually occupants of sandder
most of the owners. This problem was compoundedhey British
concept regardinganmi andkanakkars During that period th&udiyan
Sangham's role was very important. The Malab&udiyan Sangham
was organized in 1922. Their objective was to emacbmprehensive
tenancy legislation for Malabar tenants by givihg tight of occupancy
and fair rent to tenants and abolishingelcharth'and granting the right

to purchase homesteads.

However, the British misunderstood the medievalakeproperty
right system. The differences of opinion arose bseathe system in
Western Europe was different from other countriles India. Therefore
the conception regarding property right system wa®duced by the
historians on the basis of Indian property righstegn. During that
period British accepted the Mithakshara law of #&mdiproperty.
Mithakshara law that regulated tBdarmic and Shasthraicconcept of
inheritance prevailed in the whole of India exc8gingal and Assam
and there Dayabhaga was adopted. However, ingaabtproperty right
in India is different from state to state. Both gbehave deals with

inheritance of property. But it had some differesicEhe British wanted

121



to administer the people of India and they werersgdted to adopt
already existed law among the people. Thus thergcised for a text that
could be used to help to solve disputes among #wmplp. These
disputes often involved property rights or inhergde. Thus they used
Mitakshara® then they started to use this text as a direcbures
regarding inheritanceMithakshara deals with joint family property and
here there is an equal right in family propertyaflts here the son had
equal right to his father's property in the joiatily by birth. But in
Dayabaga system the son has right to property aft@r the death of
father. But the Indian concept of land right wasught in to use by
British on the basis of their own view. Therefotiee Europeans says
that Indian and European property right has soméagsities. However,
some differences and similarities existed among theian and

European land right system.

Some theoretical concepts regarding land rightlp hes to
understand the various colonial policies introducedarious parts of
India. The king granting lands to tenants and whd hoth territorial

and royal power and it is one of the organizingosgts that the British

®  Lingat RobertThe classical law of IndjaNewYork, Oxford, UP, 1973, p.113.
7 .
Ibid.,
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used for understanding Indian political and sodifd.® The land
settlement of 18 and 19 centuries are understood as the exercise in
application of theory, but at the same time to rgnthe extraordinary
examination of the nature of property that wenttmgland from about
the third decade of ' until the beginning of C is surely to miss

the significance of much that happened in Ifdia.

According to James Grant, in his book "politicahsey of the
Northern Circars" declared "One of the first andstnessential and the
best ascertained principles of eastern legislatisrihat the proprietary
right of the soil is constitutional and solely \a$tin the sovereigh.
Thomas Hobbes argued that 'no private man claimoprigtary in any
lands or other goods, from any title from any manthe King, or them
that have sovereign powErHere they introduce ideas that were the part
of English inheritance. According to Grant the gegn is the owner of
the soil. British thought about property was foundthe writings of

John Locke during 8C. Locke concepts of property ownership is

Ainslie T.Embree, “Land holding in India and Bsiti Institutions” in Frykenberg
(ed.),Land control and social structure in Indian Historipelhi 1979 (1969),
p.38.

°  Ibid.,
19 Ibid., p.39
1 Ipid.,
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private ownership was a law of nature. Everymanaasoperty in his
own person and no one else had any claim on thipepty but

himself!?

Lockean concept of property is derived from 'Miione's
labour' received influential restatement in Indmathe works of B.H.

Baden Powelt?

British land revenue settlement were often segh@sutcome of
a series of experiments. British adopted land regesettiements in
different parts of India. Permanent settlement wase influenced by
physiocrats. Physiocrats treated land as main soofcwealth. In
permanent settlement the agreement between thelrithat Company
and Bengali land lords to fix revenues to be rafsedh land. Revenues
were collected by zamindars that were treated ad tavners. Land
revenue or land tenure was the major source oisBrEmpire in India,
during 17" and 18' centuries so many travellers had come to India and
believed that in India all land belonged to thegkimfccording to
Bernier, French traveller declared that "the grééughal is the

proprietor of every acre of land in the kingdomt there was no private

12 1bid.,
13 Ibid., p.40

124



property on land? But Irfan Habib said that European travellersaver
mistaken and documentary evidence shows that permsiher than the
king laid claim to a right upon land that in namasswnership> Habib
thought that the Mughal Jagirdars appeared to &esdme as European
land lords and Jagirs were transferable at the soripewill, therefore
the European concluded that there was no privateepty in India. But
the individual property right system had existedyom Madras
presidency called Ryotwari system. Here the agreeme the forms of
taxation was made directly between the Governmedtaaltivators of
land. Here there were no intermediarie3his system continued to be
prevalent during the f9century. In this system the intermediaries were
completely excluded. According to Nilmani Mukherjé®e ryotwari
system resulted in the destruction of private priyp@ However, this
difference of opinion arises from the Western Eergnd any other

countries like India. The medieval historians hadepted the notion of

14 Ranajith Guha,Rule of Property in Bengal,New D&®81 p.42.

5 Irfan Habib,The Agriculture System of Mughal IndBombay 1963, p.112.

% Nilmani Mukherjee & Frykenberg, “The Ryotwari Sgst and social

organization in the Madras Presidency”, in Frykergo(ed.),Land control and
social structure in Indian HistoryDelhi 1979 (1969), p.238.

7 Nilmani Mukherjee The ryotwari system in Madras 1792-18Z#&lcutta, 1962,
p.6
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village community but mistakenly overlooked thefeliéntiation within

In the beginning historical study was besiegedhwihe
stereotyped notions of ‘stagnation’ and ‘changeless’ of Indian
society. Among these the prominent ones were therigs of oriental
Despotisarf. The notion of Despotism first occurred in Greetiting
but it was later received in the W @entury in light of the reports of
European travelers, particularly Francis BefflieAccording to him
there was no private property in land in Indiasbuth Indian context
the influence of Asiatic Mode of Production was agmt in the study
of Kathleen Gough who tried to explain that the @hetate was
despotic in nature and consisted of all the imparfaatures of Asiatic
Mode of Production that is, absence of private aiMaad, existence of

slavery, and state control of irrigation wotksHowever, Irfan Habib

18 B.D.Chathopadhyayahe Making of Early Medieval IndidNew Delhi, 2005,
p.27.

19 K.A.Wittfogel, Oriental Despotism;A Comparitive Study in Total RowYale
University press, 1970, p.112.

20 Francis BernierTravels in the Mogul Empire A.D.1656-1668, reviséd\
Smith London, 1916.

2L Kathleen Gough, “Modes of Production in Southemdid” EPW, Feb, 1980,
pp.337-364.

126



questioned the historicity of Asiatic Mode of Praetiar®® and Romila
Thapar evaluated the notions of Oriental Despotsmmi Asiatic Mode
of Production in the light of Indian historical dence and Western

prejudices on Indian p&at

Another descriptive notion of change that was tkxbdy Indian
historians was ‘Indian Feudalism’ derived from sepolitical
formation of Western Europeit sought to explain the emergence of
new socio-political formations in medieval timesdawrhanges in
economy and society. R.N Nandi pointed out thdtHmders and free-
holders in rural society emerged as agents of kobenge in the later
phase of early medieval soci€tyAt the same time D.D.Kosambi and
R.S.Sharma took the first step towards the apphicadf feudalism
theory to Indian history. Kosambi introduced thedty of ‘Feudalism
from above and Feudalism from below’ and he meetiotwo stages of

development that is the decentralization of adrmai®n by

2 Irfan Habib, ‘Forms of Class struggle in Mughatlim, ‘in Irffan Habib, (ed.),

Essays in Indian History: Towards Marxist Perceptidlew Delhi,1995,pp233-
258.

%3 Romila ThaperThe Past and Prejudigdew Delhi,1975,p21-25.
24 Marc Bloch,Feudal SocietyLondon,1961.

% R.N.Nandi, Growth of Rural Economy in Early Feudal Indig®residential

Section 1, Indian History Congress, Annamalai, 1984
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subordinate rulers and the rise of intermediarigthimv village®™.
Sharma’s contribution in Indian Feudalism for theripd between 4
and 12" century A.D.His theory of feudalism was followeg different
scholars in India. One of the most important ctwitions in Indian
feudalism came from the works of B.N.S Yadava, lescdbed the
decentralized political system based on the hiayaf the king and
subordinate rulers calleshmantaand the agrarian economy and society

based on the subjection of peasants by landedendsty as feudal

Historical writings on South Indian history hadgbe long ago
during 1930. During that period the historians liKeishna Swami
Aiyangar, K.A.Nilakanta Sastri,A.Appadorai,C.Meeshk who gave
valuable light on the social and economic condgion pallava, Chola,
and Vijayanagara period. From the 1970 onwards, winkngs of
Y.Subharayalu, M.G.S Narayanan, Burton Stein, Nolk@arashima and
R. Champakalakshmi marked a new trend in termgedcialization and
changes in South Indian society and history. Bet ttirning point of
South Indian historiography was the appearance witoB Stein’s

‘Peasant State and Society in Medieval South Ingdtath he presented

6 D.D.KosambiAn Introduction to the..., op.cipp.9-10.

2’ B.N.S. Yadava,Society and Culuture in Northern India in ™ 2Century
Allahabad, 1973.
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a theory of ‘segmentary state’ where in politicategration of
‘'segments as a state is not actual but only ritieff®. Borrowed from
Aidan Southall’s Alur Society this theory dispenseith the concept of
centralized unitary state supported by powerfukebucracy,and instead
visualized Chola state as a ‘segmentary state’,asimg of number of
independent segments, thatnadusin which political authority and
control was neatly localized. However, the formiolatof Burton Stein
and the application of ‘Segmentary State’ systenthto Chola period

was strongly contested and criticized by Southdndnedievalists.

During medieval period in India the agriculturahtl was owned
and cultivated by men grouped in village commusifier their need?
During that time village communities played a sigaint role in Indian
society. According to Irfan Habib peasant agriad@twas the main
occupation of the population in majority of thelagle. In medieval
times village was the prime source of revenue ctida® Karl Marx

considered Indian village to be the heart of théidn social system.

28 Burton Stein,Peasant State and Society in Medieval South |nd@av Delhi,

1985, p.254-365.

R.Champakalakshmi, ‘Peasant state and society edidal South India’,A
review, Article,I[ESHR,Vol.XVII1.n0.384,1981, p.p.411-426.

B.P. Chadhopadhyayhand system and Rural society in early Indiiew Delhi,
1997, p.95

Vandana MadarThe village in IndiaNew Delhi, 2002, p.5
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According to Sir Charles Metcalfe the village conmities were 'little
republics'. Land rent was collected by village head in many villages.
The Indian village community has been the subjéchuch discussion.
Many British observers said the community as a kirgbublic' self-
sufficient co-operative body which had little contien with the outside

world 32

According to Fukazawa there were two types ofiatiors in the
village community, the Mirasdar who had establisheaprietary rights
over the land he cultivated, another were Uparitgenant who rented
land for cultivation either from the state or vijia body*® The village
land was divided among the Mirasdars and Uparigaséirdar had
permanent proprietary right over their land. Thaght was hereditary

and saleable. Uparis were tenants-at-will.

In medieval times Zamindars had traditional righer land. Here
the primary Zamindars had immediate proprietary idoon over the

soil. They had direct control over the cultivatof one or more

%2 Hiroshi FukazawaThe medieval Deccalelhi, 1991, p.XIl.
% Ibid., p.146.
3 Ibid., p.149
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villages® Zamindar had absolute rights in terms of prop&tty.
Zamindars were intermediaries between the statatengeasantry. In
medieval India the revenue collection was differémmm region to
region and their land right also. In Bengal thedlarevenue was
collected by zamindars from ryotsin North India there is a particular
variation of zamindari right, taluqdars, big zamargl was engaged on
behalf of other zamindars to pay the revenue. Hjists were usually
hereditary, but not transferable. In Bengal the esaenm referred to a
lower level of right®ln the case of ryotwari system there were no
intermediaries and there the agreement was bet@esernment and
ryots. The ryot had no right to alienate his larekly. The lowest strata
of agrarian society had only tenancy right is labaght on land and no

private property right.

% Eric Strokes, “Agrarian relations-Northern and €ahindia”, in Dharma Kumar

(ed.),The Cambridge Economic History of Indi&83,p.37.

Sayyid Nurul HassanThoughts on Agrarian relations in Mughal Indiblew
Delhi, 2000, p.2

Nurul Hassan, “Zamindar under Mughals”, in RobEric Frykenberg (ed.),
Land control and Social Structure in Indian Histddgw Delhi, 1979, (1969),
p.28.

Ranajit GuhaRule of property in BengaNew Delhi, p.123.
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In the case of South India there were the villagganization
existed namely thesabha etc. Each village had a landholding
community existed. During the Chola period the tlm®pvere the big
land ownerg’Brahmadeyaand nonbrahmadeyavillages existed during
the Chola-period. Thberahmadeyasre villages granted ®rahminsby
the rulers; ther@rahminslived as land lord$! During the Chola period
taxes were collected by the rulers namé&bgdamai,kudimai, vetetc?
South India they maintained communal ownership @mdland the
brahmadeyadad Brahmin ownership. Collective ownership Wellala
lands changed in to private ownership during thel&himes. K.A.
Neelakanta Sastri pointed out that,sabha and nadu were the
organization units. According to him theadus were independent
political units in earlier but after the conques$tkings they became
subordinate unit® Y. Subharayalu said that the territorial and
administrative unit callethadusthat existed in the Chola country from

AD 800-1300 A.D and tha@aduswere the basic components of the

40"y SubharayluThe South India under the Cholasew Delhi, 2012, p.120.

“1 Noboru KarashimaSouth Indian History and society studies from iian

A.D. 850 to 1800New Delhi, p.XIIl.

2" Y. Subharaylu, The South India.op.cit, p.92.

43 T.V. Mahalingam,South Indian Polity,(Madras University historicaéries),

Madras, 1967, p.302
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socio-political structure of South Indta.In Tamil Nadu, that is the
major parts of south India, all villages were knolw the termur.
Theseur villages were enjoying customary rights and peigés'> The

ur members primarily possessed the village land, thuiey were the
leading people of their villages, and also theyewntlte heads of the
landholding households, which would be in thosesdayostly joint
families*®Sabhawas the assembly formed imahmadeyavillages. Its
members werdrahminswho possessed a certain area of land in that
village. At the same timeaur was the assembly formed in non-
brahmadeyavillage. They had been the responsible for themmyt of
tax or irai charged on the village land by the Governniéntln
brahmadeyavillages theurar enjoyed an equal status with tbebhaof
the same village and both tkabhaand theurar acted together in many

public transactions of that villag&.An important territorial unit was

4 Y. SubharayluThe Political Geography of the Chola countiadras, 1973,
p.32.

4> Y. Subharaylu, The South India.op.cit,p.124.
" bid., p.127.
*” Noboru Karashima, The South Indian Historyop,cit.,p.5.

8 Y. Subharayla, The South India.op.cit.,p.128.
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naduthe termnattar' meaning those of theaduis mostly used?® An

agrarian production unit was calladdu®

During the Chola period in Tamil Nadu that i§ @nd 1%
centuries many villages were granted ®rahmins known as
brahmadeya® These villages were inhabited Byahmins andfor the
vilage administration they formed an assembly ezhllsabhd’
According to Karashima at the end of the Chola qekmmany land
transfers took place in the south-eastern parthefgdresent Tanjavur
district>® For comparative study Karashima took two villages
Cholamandalam, Allur and Isanamangalm, bosmhmadeya and
brahmadeya villages. The nomrahmadeya villages were more
important thanbrahmadeyavillages™ Karashima said that the land
ownership in most of the pre-eleventh century g#la in the south was

communal in nature in contrast to ti@hmadeyaor brahmanavillages

9 Ibid., p.129

0 Noboru KarashimaA concise History of South India, issues and intgions

(ed.), New Delhi, 2014, p.135.

Noboru Karashima, The South Indian Historyop,cit, p.3.
°2 bid.,

> |bid, p.33.

> |bid, p.35.
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which practiced private ownershipOn the basis of further studies he
extended this argument that the communal ownetsioike down in the
eleventh century and after leading to private owigr and emergence
of bigger and bigger land ownefsKarashima said that in Tamil Nadu
the land was held in common by the community inrtbebrahmadeya
villages, during the early years of Chola perib@heur members were
land holders and cultivators also. There was narsgijpn between
landholders and cultivators in early nbrahmadeyavillages®® During
the end of Chola period private land holding becasramon and it led
to the emergence of big landlords. Early Chola niptons of
Kumaravayalar on the Southern bank of the riverdfiarecording land
sale or donation, transactions were made ubyand not only by
individual villagers. The lands were sold or dodate the temple or
utilized for public purposes not for private enjagm®® The Cholas
imposed assessments in lump on the whole villagetha individual

rights and obligations of various farmers were ga#éeded by the

> Y.SubharayluKarashima's contribution to the study of Agrariaistdry, p.39.

6 bid.,

" Noboru Karashima,South Indian Historyop.cit.p.12.

®8 Noboru Karashima, “The prevalent of private laridi in the lower Kaveri

valley in the late Chola period and its Historigaplication”, inD.N. Jha (ed.),
Feudal OrdeyNew Delhi,2000, p.127.

% bid.,
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village elders. Weights and measures differed widel different
villages and the system of assessment was mostlicamegd. All areas
were measured and separately assessed to revdrauamgerial Cholas
were the forerunners of the modern land revenutesysThere existed
many kinds of lands that were exempted from taratRased up on the
fertility of the soil, nature of the crop and fewds of irrigation, land
revenue was fixed under the Cholas. It was paigeeiin grain or in

cash or in both.

The Vijayanagara rulers collected taxes dependipgon the
nature of the fertility of the soil. They fixed th&nd revenue based on
the assessment made after a careful survey oétite The land tax was
paid either in kind or in cash. “Theayakasrecognized the revenue
administration in a systematic manner. The perietiwben 1650 and
1760 saw the unprecedented growth of the influeridbe poligars”.®

Thepoligarsexercised military powers and acted in indepergent

The central feature of the agrarian system undeMbghals was
the alienation from the peasant of his surplus pecedin the form of
land revenue which was the main source of stabesme. Early British

administrators regarded the land revenue as retiiecgoil because they

%0 T.V. Mahalingam, South Indian.op.cit, p.218.
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had as notion that the king was the owner of thd.I®uring the Chola
period also in other periods the land revenue iags chief item of
income. Forced and free labour was also extracted fvorkers which
was a savinglrai generally meant tax, as already mentioned. When
some land was exempted from tax it wessyili nilam. Dandamwas
penalty or fine. Théorahmadeyaand thedevadhanamsvere tax free
lands. Normally tax was collected by the officiag the autonomous

village.

Noboru Karashima’s study of different types ofdarolding in
different villages is helpful in ascertaining chasgn Kaveri Valley:
Kathleen Gough’'s argument that Asiatic Mode of Ratihn in
Tanjavur provides greater social change than aliolaeMarx’s model

is quite informative for study of change in peniasundia®

Early medieval Tamil Nadu's economy was mainlyesheled on
land. The revenue came from land tax to the Goventff Tamil

inscriptions refer some units of land measuremambs such akuli,ma,

®1 Noboru Karashima, South Indian Historyop.cit.,p.15.
%2 Kathleen Goughgp.cit, pp.337-364.
%Y. Subbarayalu, The South India.op.cit.,p.77.
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veli, patti and patakam®™ Among thesepatti is found only in the
Northern districts of Chengalpettu, North Arcot aBduth Arcot and
adjoining districts in Andhra. The umiatakamis found only in a few
brahmadeyavillages while patakamin Northern India of the Gupta
times was a big unit, an area of 24-32 hectareshbu it is small
unit>>Kuli and veli were the popular land unit&uli was the smallest
basic units of measurement. These land measuraménvas different
from region to region. The largest land measurenueiit wasveli. It

was use from early times also.

During the Chola period different kinds of taxesrev existed
namely kadamai, irai, kudimai, antarayam vetti, muttaiyal tattar
pattaametc®® At that time tax terms classified in four majotegories.
That is primary land tax called varioushai, kadamaj andotti, levied
on landowners or land lords. Labour or service teshby termkudimai
levied from the cultivators of land they were thetual producers.
Pattam and ayam denoted non-agricultural professions. Miscellaseou

taxes including presents tolls on merchandise armdicipl fines®’

% Ibid.,

% Ibid., p.78
® " Ibid, p.92
7 Ibid.,p.93.
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Kadamaiis the major land tax. During the latter half teem kadamai
became more popular. The rent paid by the tendtiators to the land
lords was also denoted by the terkaslamaiand melvaram® Another
waskudimaij it levied directly from the actual producers aoiftivators.

The termkudimaimean the 'nature' &tidi.®°

Another thing is that the Chola inscription throves new
terminology calledkani'. The wordkani means a right of possession or
proprietorship essentially hereditary. The woki@hi originally means
'hereditary right’. Another termrhirasi it is Persian term, also used in
the British administrative records of colonial ladirhe owner of &ani
land is calledkaniyalawho enjoys the authority okaniyatei over his

holding”*

According to Karashima, private landownership lbeesavidely
common during the latter half of the Chola peridetivate land
ownership prevailed ibrahmanavillages. There are many copper plate

inscriptions recording the grants of landi@hmingy the Chalukyas,

% Ibid., p.94.
0 bid.,

0 Noboru Karashima, South Indian Historyop,cit, p.26.

"L Aparajitha Bhattacharya, ‘Dynamics of economionges in the Agrarian system

of South India between™to 13" Century’, The International journal of
Humanities and social studies.
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PallavaandPandyakings and their feudatories. But in Kerala no rdco
of royal grant of villages t®@rahminsexisted, buBrahmin settlement
spread and temple construction was closely relatedwas in progress

well before the 9 century’®

According to T.V. Mahalingam a particular kindfetudal system
that existed under the Vijayanagara period it imesaas European
Feudalisni>® When the concept of feudalism was applied to thtesn
South India through the writings of D.N. Jha, Rumnalai, etc. and later
developed in to South Indian Feudalism.M.G.S Namayaand Kesavan
Veluthat tried to explain this concept of feudalitorthe Chera kingdom
and explain that the nature of the Chera staterthd®erumalwas that
of a feudal state with weak cenffeKesavan Veluthat applied the
concept of feudalism to South India in his bGoKe called it is a South
Indian feudalism because some of the featuresndiah Feudalism'
could not be found in south Indi&But Burten Stein did not accept of

their concept of South Indian Feudalism and heedt#tat in his book,

2" Noboru Karashima, A concise Historyop,cit,p.92.

3" T.V. Mahalingam, South Indian.op.cit,p.302

" M.G.S. Narayanam, consolidation of Agrariamp.cit,p.

> Kesavan Veluthat, The Political Structure of Eavledieval South India,New

Delhi,2012.
% bid.,
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‘Peasant State and Society’put forward the thedrgegmentary state'
by viewing the nadus as the basic superstructure with a strong
‘autonomous' and unchanging charattefhe nadusare classified in
three that is central or core, intermediate anddtibine is peripheral
tracts. Stein defined it as a 'peasant micro regaad stressed on the
ethnic coherence of such ecotyp&Stein assigns greater importance to
the peasant villagdJf) and the peasant regiomadu)although theJris

not highly visible in historical records.Burten Stein believed that the
brahmadeyaswere supported by the most advanced conditions of
agriculture, which would place the emergence of hlehmadeyasn
regions of settled and advanced forming activiffleé\ccording to
Noboru Karashima, Kenneth Hall and Herman Kulke,Brahmadeya
played a significant role in the peaceful and stabttension of royal
power. Kesavan Veluthatt's study Behminsettlement in Kerala has
shown that there were regional differences, eshedrathe nature of

the disperse@rahminhousehold of Kerala in contrast to the nucleated

" Aparajitha Bhatacharyap.cit.,

® bid.,

® Kenneth R. HalBtructure and society in early South Indi@d.), Oxford
University press, New Delhi, 2001, p.60

8 bid., p.61.
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villages in the rest of South IndiaKerala's temples center@tahmin
villages had Upagramas and they followed the legal code of
Mulikkalam kaccamsn their organisation and functionifigHowever,
in medieval Kerala there is no central control ahd right system
existed like Vijayanagara, Mughals and Chola perladnedieval time
Kerala land control was based aattumaryad system. The agrarian
relations in early medieval Kerala has been asddbse the institution
of gifts and redistribution slowly gave rise to gdanded households
as opposed to communal settlements. Redistributibrcommunal
holdings, migrations and formations of individualiseholds caused the
gradual break down of the primitive agriculture @hiwas based on

kinship®®

Pre-colonial land law in Kerala was termed jasmakaran
kudiyan sampradayanor janmam- kanam- maryadalrhe first term
refers to the relationship between land lord améné and secondly to

the relationship between the rights and obligabbthe land lord with

8 bid., p.62
% bid.,
8 Rajan Gurukkal, Raghava vari€@ultural History...,pp.238-40.
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the tenant! Kathleen Gough made an interesting interpretattian is,
who claims that one could sell freely not only tights of janme but
also those okanam® In Malabar thekanamwas the most common

form of the land right by the later medieval period

British had tried to introduce new land ownershights in
Malabar like other regions in India. On the bagiSM@stern ideas they
introduced ownership rights on land. AccordinghterhBrahminswere
proprietors of the whole land and they were exethgi®m land
revenue, the fact that there was no systematic lemenue in Malabar

till the Mysorean invasion.

The ownership or property right was very comples ansettled
problem. So the British appointed various commissito understand
the situation of Malabar. William Gamul Farmer wiast commissioner
in Malabar, but, he had accepted tBeahmin tradition and land
ownership right. According to him there were twpdg of possession of
land in Malabar, firstlyjenm-karsor free holders, who hold their lands
either by purchase or by hereditary descent. Thergeone ikanam-

kars or mortgagees. When actual delivery of the landeaped to be

8 Margret Frenz, From Contact to Conquest: Transition to British euin
Malabar 1795-1805New Delhi, 2003, p.16.

% Ibid.,p.17.
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made although the money taken upon it was notlairaportioned to
the value of the lan®. Buchanan also expressed his view on ownership
rights on land. Another was Major Walker, he deatives information
mainly from Brahmins,and also drew fronVyavahara malapopular
Sanskrit legal manual. According to him tienma-karanpossesses
entire right to soil and no earthy authority canhwustice deprive him

of it. But his right is confined to the propertydahe possess neither

judicial was political authority’

According to Thackeray, ‘almost the whole of tted in Malabar
cultivated and uncultivated is private property dameld by janmam
right, which conveys full absolute property in tail.® In the opinion
of Mr. Warden, 'Thganmamright of Malabar vests in the holder an
absolute property in the soKanamkaris a mortgagee. But by the end
of 19" century Wiliam Logan suggested that thanakkars or
supervisors were the real proprietors of the stelrefused to accept the
theory of aBrahmanatheocracy and monopoly of laftiDuring the

medieval time the centre of the Hindu Social Systeas the family not

8 R.Mahadeva lyei.and Revenue Histort951, pp. 33-34.
87 Ibid., pp. 34-35.

% Ibid., p.35.

8 |bid., p.36.
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the individual. Each family formed a body corporatéarious
commissioner studied land tenure in medieval Keaalh they accepted
the janmi was the dominus or the land lord in the Englishisse But it
was incorrect in the case @inmi. Here the problem arose, who is the
real owner of landanmi or kanakkaran.Land ownership in medieval
Kerala was never in European model. European ladidloght over the
soil was absolute the right over the soil and he giging the tillers of

the soil only for cultivation.

European property right system was entirely difiéfeom that of
Indian property right systems. In India agricultwas the chief form of
economic activity and the most important sourceveélth from ancient
times. Land was the chief means of wealth. Accagdm Irfan Habib,
the landed property in India begins with the In@igilization, but this
is not fully supported by the evidenelndian property right system
was more clearly prevalent in the post Mauryanqagrespecially from
Gupta period! According the Bernier, Mughal Empire and other
oriental states decayed because there was nogpwaperty in the soil.

This land right system developed mainly throughphectice of making

% Irfan Habib, Essasys in.op.cit, p.100.
%1 R.S. Sharmé&arly Medieval Indian Societ§olkatta, 2001,p.1.
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land grants to thérahminsand this paved the way for the rise of
Brahmin land lords’?®* who performed administrative functions
independently. The land grants were visible frone ttimes of
Satavahana rulers. Some Indian scholars say tlatstii was the
property of the king®® This king made land grants to tBeahmins
Land grants therefore, played a crucial role in titaasition from the

ancient to medieval.

The medieval socio-economic formation was marked thy
unequal distribution of land right and also of dggricultural produce. A
large number of land lords were not directly engligecultivation, but
lived on rent collected from the cultivatdfs.In India caste hierarchy
and dominance are omnipresent in the case of legidsr Here the
higher caste people got superior right over landl lawer caste people
were the adiyalas they did not get any right. Byt had right to
cultivate the lands of their lords. During this &nthe land ownership

was found among the dominant castes. Caste higrastiere the rights

%2 Ibid., p.4.

% B.D. Chadhopadhyayd,and System and Rural Society in Early Indiew
Delhi, 1997, p.95.

% R.S. Sharma, Problems of Peasant Protest in Early Medieval Ifidi@ocial
ScientistVol-16 ,N0.9,1988, p. 343.
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were over the peoplein the soil rather than rigbter the soll

determined the gradation of rights during the mealiperiod.

Thus the European observation on land system wasrect in
the case of India. The European looked mainly atiand not the forms
of land right. An India caste played a very sigrafit role in the case of
land right system. In India gave more importanpasition in the caste
hierarchy. Gradation of rights over lands existedehthat iBrahmins
were at the top anadiyar were at the bottom, but in the case of Europe
they gave importance to status that is lord, knegbt Here there was no
fixed form of allotment of feudal land. There wasmanorial system or
serfdom in India in the European sense of the telomever, the British
misinterpreted the different kinds of land rightlimdia, through such
words like zamindar, riot, peasant etc. Thereftirey tried to apply the
notions of the land tenure in English society ® iKerala situation. This

made their interpretation more and more Eurocentric

In Kerala the original land owner is call@hmi and his estate
calledjanmam.He was the absolute free holder on the basis stbou

and tradition. European said thjahmi was the real owner of the soil
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and the supervisors dmnakakranwere owner's lessé2And also the
Europeans misunderstood thMalayalamand Tamil terms likeadima,
adimai®® They understood this term as very appropriatééotérm of
Europeans sense of slavery, in the absolute sénlse term ,whereas in

india, this referred to a position in the sociariarchy.

In medieval Kerala customary rights were practitdest were
transferable. The European introduced the propéghts in the British
sense that ignmi was a single person and he had single ownership on
land, and the British converted tj@mi to the position of European
domains. In agrarian society supreme lord was ihg knd he had
supreme proprietary ownership on land. When we tia&ecollection of
Malayalam records namelyanjeri grandhavari it is an important
Nambutiri Brahmin family and the temple under its leadership, it
provides information regarding a wide range of leg&ivities in late
medieval Kerala. These records provide the sinyaio legal ideas
found in Dharamasastra texts. The comparison of rdwrds and
relevant dharma texts shows that landholdia@mbuthiri Brahmins

possessed political and economic power in thatoregmediated the

% william Logan,op.cit, p. 612.

% Dharma Kumar (ed.), ‘South IndiaThe Cambridge Economic History of India
London, 1983, p.212.
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implementation of dharmasastra in to the legal esgéf From this
comparison arise new understandings of law and legjagories such
as 'custom' and 'positive law'. Moreover such caimepa begins to
elucidate the problems involved in Western asswmnpthat is textual
law, not its interpretation and application by humnavhich control
behaviour® The Vanjeri records demonstrate not only the importance
of dharma sastra as a historical document, but #isomanner and
extend to which dharmasastra provided the founddbo legal system
in Kerala as well as in other regions of India Butmedieval Kerala
household property right system had existed. Whenlaok at the
grandhavaritradition household property right system had exisiThe
janmi held rights as the member of familjlgm or taravad and
exercised his right as tHeranavaror custodian of the family. In the
case of Koodali th&aranavarwas also the custodian of his family
deity. Herethere is a kind of feudal form had existed, bus mot in the
sense of European model. However the family chtesitke Vanjeri
grandhavari, Koodali grandhavari, Kavalappara papermainly

highlighted the land transactions in medieval Kartilat held rights

" Donald.R. Davis, “Recovering the Indigenous Legaditions of India: Classical
Hindu Law in Practice in Late Medieval Kerald@gurnal of Indian Philosophy
27,1999.

% bid.,
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over the village lands. Through this we can foulmel éxistence of the
household property right in medieval Kerala. Durirtigat time

individual private property has not existed.
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CONCLUSION

There is a kind of property right system had exish pre-modern
Kerala. That isjati janmi Naduvazhisystem which is notable one.
During the early time corporate property right systhad established by
Brahmins.Details of this were from the inscriptions andesthecords.
But later period this was changed ataglavad or illam came to be
established and they maintained household propergmilial property
right system in medieval Kerala. This was not imdliial property. After
the coming of British rule in India marked the cpas in land right
system and they argued that individual propertigtrgystem had existed
in medieval period and they misunderstood our pitgpeght system. In
medieval Kerala a particular type of property rigiistem had existed.
The traditional form of land control existed in k& which was based
on customary rightJanmihad conditional rights over land transaction.
The traditional form of land control system hadseed in almost all

regions of the medieval Kerala.

From the 16 century onwards the agrarian relations in Kerala
began to change. Early formslaiccans declined and customary rights

had got importance. The new customary laws werevkrdifferently as
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desamayada, kilmaryada, kiliyakarhand grants to temple by rulers
were stopped. Mortgage and lease transaction becamenon. Share
of produce was collected in both cash and kind,cGmmutation of rent
from kind to cash increased. Money transaction lnug land as surety

also increased.

British concepts of property were incorrect in tiease of
medieval Kerala. The European says that land asalaesources they
gave more important to land. They looked mainlytioa land not the
land rights. In the pre- colonial period Keralaisbc concentrated on
land rights. In medieval times, rights included ariety of privileges,
duties and obligation, such the right pluck cocopubvide oil and ghee
to the temple, conduct a certain type of templeeagp, perform
services in temple or land lord family etc, allgbeights evolved from
the possession of landholdings. However, thesdsigid not signify
absolute property rights. Only form of transactidmat signified
something close to absolute proprietary right weet ©f attipper or
nirattipper, mentioned in some of the documents liKanjeri and

Koodali.
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British introduced property right in the Britiskersse in pre-
colonial Kerala that iganmi had absolute right over the land gadmi
was single person or the head of the family antdtethe ownership on
land. But here Kerala society gave more importanpasition in the
social hierarchy, which determined the nature ghts that one can
have, that is higher, lower etc. Such rights wdss aelated to the
household taravad and kinship groupk{di). In medieval Kerala the
land holding system was reflected in caste hiesarBlut in the case of
Europe they gave importace to status that is kmayht etc, which can
be acquired by an individual on the basis of hisise. Hence, we
cannot say that the Kerala agrarian system andpgaroland rights was
similar. The medieval Kerala land right system wasthe basis of the
social relations likganmi, uralar, karalar etc in accordance with their
rights on the means of production and produseahmaswamand
devaswanproperty cannot be compared with European mahevas a
tax free land and had more the characteristicoogiarate property. In
medieval Kerala ownership of lands was complex &heny historians
treated this on their own view. No one has disalisise problem on the

basis ofgranthavaritradition.
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During medieval time differentaravad or illams maintained
documents related with day to day activities. Amadhgse many of
them were land related records. So mergvadsfollowed granthavari
tradition. The granthavaris like Vanjeri, Koodali etc are this and
Kavalappara papers also helped to understand the land traosact
system in medieval Kerala. Here one thing is toded. WWhen we take
three document¥anjeri, KoodaliandKavalapparaone that ofVanjeri
follows Brahminic tradition and other two are ndrahminsthat are
Nair taravads TheseNair taravaduestablished their power through the
system of martial arts and physical might and thaye not followed the
brahmanicaltradition. In Kerala thé&layarsformed hereditary militia. It
was calledkalari. The Koodali and Kavalappara family maintained
kalari system. Along with thé&alariesthere were worshipping centres.
In Koodali kavuis a traditional worship centre Bfaivattar. This temple
later became property of thikoodali house. They used ritual and
military (kalari) power. In medieval time they uskdlari as a military
institution for defence and offence and during tae kalari enjoyed
considerable resepect in the political system.&s¢hdocuments clearly
shows the land transaction system with customarg kand practices. It

Is entirely different from European concepts. Tleaynot practice this
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kind of customary laws and practices in Europe.eHekind of feudal
hierarchy existed but it is not in the sense ofdpean model. Here
household property had existed and in Europe iddali property
system had existed. They misinterpreted jammi and janmi was the
single person and owned the property .But in mediéme in Kerala
most of the property was maintained tayavad andtaravad property
was under the control dfaranavar.He is only a custodian of that
property because it is a household property. Thopgrty cannot sale or
partition without the permission of family membarsd hence we do not

find evidence for partition of property.

The Vanjeri granthavari belonging to 16 and 18 century
consisting of so many documents showed land tréinsac Vanjeri
granthavari is the most important record that deals with thedl
transactions inriruvur desam. This record correctly says how the land
became the property of the Mortalaccery family, deter this family
owned or possessed most of the land ofTthkeandiyur temple. During
that time most of the lands ifiruvur desamwere under the control of
Trikandiyur temple. But Mortalaccery family accumulated thensa
landed property through land transactions. In tast Ipart of this

document we can see that the huge amount of casbkattions had
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existed. TheVanjeri granthavari highlighted the lease andittipper
transactions here. Lease is a conditional trarsfeertain rights for a
period, whereasgttipper is transfer of absolute proprietary rights over
land. Here we can see that temple was the owntedind but then the
controlling power vested in the hands of Mortalactamily. Gradually
Mortalaccery family became the property holders d@mely had the
rights like pattavakasam, kanavakasaetc within the temple lands.
From the 18 and 18 century show that cash transactions increased.
Most of the kanam payments were in cash. Direclirpan cash was

also growingPanayamwere more prevalent during that time.

In these documents we can see that the Mortaladeenily
appeared as loaner and loanee. Firstly they acatetusomany lands
from the loanee to give cash and then they borromedey from
certain persons by mortgaging these exchanged.l&addy the entire

Trikandiyurtemple lands became to be held by Mortalaccerylyam

But in the case of Koodali granthavari tkeodali family also
controlled theirtaravad property andKoodali kavubecame to be held
by this family. Their traditions and rules wereferent fromVanjeri
illam, because these weMair taravad The Koodali Thazhathfamily

has become the prominemtalar or trustee of thikavuand being the
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sole custodian of this temple. At that time the tomnof land and
resources helped this family enjoy high status Bsyar taravad. Here
the document highlights the activities of the tesnpls a financial
institution and also as an administrator of justite the case of
Kavalapparapapers it is modern one. During that tilkavalappara
Nayar had maintained many temples under his control. fEmeous
temples wereAryankavu, EruppestcKavalapparafamily maintained

land monopoly in thadesam.

In these documents customary and contractualsrigad existed.
European concept was indifferent in the case af taghts. They cannot
consider land rights but in Kerala right is moreportant that is land
with rights and obligations held by the landholdgy.the end of the 18
century onwards the traditional land rights wereanging all over
Kerala. The ownership and control developed witthe customary
relations, it resulted in the formation of a newdholding class. These
documents say that by the end of thd ©8the Mortalaccery family
became the landlord under thAeikandiyur temple. After this all the
controlling rights were under the control of Modeteri family. They
enjoyed all the controlling power related wikhikandiyurtemple. Then

the Mortalacceri family controlled all land of thdiruvur desam.
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Therefore, we can see that the British concepamii was incorrect in
the case of Mortalacceri family, Koodali familitavalapparafamily
because their concept was tf@imi was a single person who acquired
land control. Here Mortalacceri family possessed @mntrolled the land
of that area, most of which were technically ‘ownbg Trikandiyur
temple and at the same tinkoodali * owned’ Koodali kavu and

Kavalpparafamily ‘owned ‘some temples.

In the agrarian system of Kerala the custom plag@amportant
role and and some of the relations were based stommary practices
during the pre-British period. All the relations nge based on
nattumaryadain all regions in medieval Kerala. We can see #iat
these documents were legal and technical documditis. records
clarify the nature of several old practices Ilikaval, talaviri,
dessacaram, desamaryada, maavara neeraratc. Different kinds of
karanam or documents were found in these records Nkppola,

Nerpattola, Attipettolaetc.

Through these records the process by which Naenbuthiri
family and Nayar families acquired, preserved and increased their
wealth in terms of land and money and upheld ttieir prestige and

power are clearly visible. Here many facts regaydiates of interest,
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rent, prices and wages and different forms of sgbih the soil like
janmam,kanam,kuzhikanam,otti,panayaamd different types of land
like nilam,parambuyfields etc have been seen in these documents. Here
we can see that there is a kind of feudal hieramkigted here thatis
Raja of the top andezavazhnext, and belowKaryakkar,Nayars and
further below the various tenants and servantsTlegc. various
transactions in land leading to the developmentafomplex social
structure with all kinds of over lapping rights amermediary groups

cann be observed in the dated records.

In these documents we can found that householdepsopystem
was came to exist. From the"& onwards land had become the basis
of wealth. Customary property breaks down in"18 and an
intermediary class who actually controlled land leadugh freedom to
mortgage such land for large sums, as shown bytrdresactions of
Mortalacceri with the Muslim merchants. In theseores we can see
that there is change occurred that is from lanadtgta land control
system that came to exist. The land relations weagually changing

from custom to contract.
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Adiyalar

Annu Naalar Kandu

perum Arthem
Attipper

Attippettola Karanam
Attipperum Neerum
Brahmaswam
Cherikkal

Desam

Devaswam

Ezhavar

llayakovil

Janmi

Janmikaram
Kanam
Karanma
Kaaval

Kaaval palam

GLOSSARY

Slave labourers

Current price fixed by four respectable

persons

Janmam property

Deed of transfer of Janmam
Transfer of janmam rights
Property of Brahmins

Land under raja

Village

Temple property

A caste among the Hindus, professional

group of coconut tree climbers
Junior member of a royal family

Hereditary landlord

Small dues ofanmi
Mortgage or lease
A lease

Protection

Protection fee
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Kaaval Viruthi
Kadan
Karanam
Kedupizha
Kizhkur
Kuttikkooru
kuru
Kuzhikkanam

Mana

Maryada
Melkoima

Moothakovil

Naalvazhi
Nerpattam
Nerpalisa
Ney

Nilam

Pandaravaka

Pattam

Service tenure for protection
Loan

Deed

Extra allowed for damage

Rights of the inferior groups

Share of produce from planted trees

Order of seniority
Share of produce from trees

The residence of lords especially

Nambudiris
Custom
Lordship right

Senior member of a royal family

Day to day events

Lease money equal to interest
Interest equal to rent

Ghee

Paddy field

Lands directly held by the rulers

Rent
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Paathilirikkal
Palam
Palisa
Panayam
Parambu
Poli

potuval

Poti

Putuppanam
Rakshabhogam
Sanketam
Talaviri
Tarakkoottam
Tuni

Ubayam

Uralar

Uzhava
Vaaranellu

Vaaratenga

Installation Ceremony

Wages

Interest

Property pledged as security or lease
Compound

Interest

Non

A measure of area in terms of seed

capacity

Unit of cash

Share of protection fee
Temple trustees governed by Brahmins
Per head revenue dues

Taraward dwellers

Joint family house of aristocratic Nayars

Cash or kind
Temple trustees
Plough Land
Customary collection of paddy

Customary collection of coconut
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Varikkettupanam
Virtuthi

Viruthi nellu
Vithu

Yogakar

A revenue collection as per saked
Service grants
Paddy as service tenure
Seed

trustees of Sanketam
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