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The nature and extent of the peasant revolts for the colonial period
had not been explored extensively in Indian historiography literature.®
Existing historiographical literatures have mainly focused ‘on national or
regional leaders, patriotic ideologies, elite pressures or factional manou-
veres by patron—client linkages’.> In recent years (since the 1980s), the
historiography shifted to focus on the ‘popular and particularly peasant
initiative and “self~-mobilisation”’, in other words, ‘history from below’ or
‘subaltern studies’.* These studies criticised ‘the key and overriding role
of the nationalist ideology and leadership in allegedly giving for a spo-
radic discontent, the other at times perhaps overstressing or romanticizing

peasant spontaneity, initiative and rebelliousness through a theory of a
fundamentally distinct “peasant nationalism™’.?

There were two kinds of resistance during the colonial period, namely
primary and secondary. The first type was witnessed during the early‘
colonial period and was generally led by traditional elements (princ'es,
tribal chiefs, zamindars and religious leaders) mainly for the restorative
objective.® Several studies were emphatic that after the emergence of
the nationalist movement ‘the rural masses in different regions _']oix}ed’ )
these upsurges for reasons of their own — reasons which did not comc1dc;l :
with the (ideology of the nationalist movement) 7 These types of move-

" ments were usually against the immediate Indian oppressor and no.t anti-
imperialist. According to Sarkar, ‘The popular movements wete dxrectc;d_ :
usually against the immediate Indian oppressor Father than,,t'he .d1$,l-,
tant white superior, and so were often not consciously or sx.lb_;ectw:ellyr
anti-imperialist.® Such movements had declined 'after, thg First War qf ,-
Independence. The secondary resistance characterised by a ?;W type of 2
leadership was clearly not just for the restoration of the past”

The word ‘revolt’ is invariably used to indicate the rebel. _c'onscxousln:e‘ss
of the person or group of people towards the authority in forms rang-

. Y o 2o 10 ,
ing from anonymous letters and riots to armed rebellion.' Further, ;h,c‘ it
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rebel consciousness of the people. was mdlcgte%bﬁr
Fit! | names, n.amely' jacquerie, revolt, msl%rggn_cy, rs:“};‘:
rising, riot, resistance, all kinc!s of resxsta.u}cel, ;_npy}ehﬁ 1t
violent, organised or spasmodic, pr'e—poh’ucl:a“;‘ or politics
© ' hovements.'2 Though called by dl_fferent‘n‘ay{ne;g,‘;
actions of a person or group of peggle against authc
v . sciousness consolidates itself pred_ormrllantly‘q;leg‘tcs
of the government towards the poor, vycglc.'ef sect n% |

My

'foreign alien forces. = . i
il N The e olt/protest is not necessarily A R
B s N or organised militancy. It could bealsomth
' letters in the early stage. For instance, n E,nglgr}d:,‘ dur
" and early 19th centuries, about 300 anonymous letters
~ the government about both private and social grievan
highlighting the latter. The grievances raised in them were
 high price of food, low level of wage rate, tithe’s,"int“rb u
ing machines, dismissal of servants, enclosures, ;igrariaq unr
! ; ~ Rude (1985) says that'lccononlic issues have played a
R i the popular disturbances in the rural areas of Fran.c‘e"i‘ 1
i & the'18th and 19th centuries. Popular protests occurre
(18 0 and in France ; e

N

| i reductions in wages, to resist encouragements
1 fir Ings in land or the rights of common pasture, to |pro
I 3 " PN ! . . . f " i
Hi: & - means of livelihood against the threat of new mech

(i and,above all, to ensure a constant supply of cheapar
v'- oy 1 food.l“ . : f ,."'.

|

il s of the society. For example, the popular protests in' the /1
1 B centuries Qf Europe were not intended to establish 1
Vg landholding but for 4 ‘right of subsistence’.'® Whenever the

1 favouring the

:( had protested and destroyed the properties of the rich, Thi
18 subaltern Pprotest against the ¢conomically and politically p

B Examp]e, In fngland, since the early 18th century, several ga
i een enacted and huge amounts of ] | :
, "‘[ .’ Thc landlords howe péna tleS. were 1mp05¢d Yl‘
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ooligence of the subsistence of the su
; :g ecgtive measures for the landlords or t}‘::l et:ccror;sobn?;ict:le‘la IUIOC‘;S :frtl:li :ll:e
led t0 revolts. For instance, during the 17th and 18th cZnIzuﬁ:s se :1
L WETE egacted in Englapd to protect the property of the indi Y:lr
i imposing capital punishment, which had led to riots in th:1 ci:i—l
o ty.”” The people resorted to guerrilla activities to redress their griev-
s and attacked government properties. In Ireland, the white bo%?had

ndulged in guerrilla activities against the rack rent, oppressive tithe col-

Jection, EXCESSIVE priests’ dues and evictions.® i

The popular protests that emerged for a particular reason in Irelaﬂd ar;d
Latin American countries were basically against the alien forces and cen-
ired around the land question which had continued from the 9th century |
in [reland and the 16th century in Latin American countrieé.“’ g

In different parts of Madras Presidency, several poligars (owner of Palai-
yaputs), headmen and peasants had revolted against the colonial govern-
ment mainly for over-assessment of land revenue during the late 18th
century.® The poligars of Panchalankurichi, Sivaganga and Virupakshi
of southern districts of Madras Presidency revolted against the colonial
,dministration at the end of the 18th century.® In the Salem and Bara-
mahal region of Madras Presidency, farmers had protested against the
high rate of land revenue, demanding remission for drought years dur- .
ing the early 19th century: In 1810, ';n_vérious"places{'of Denkenecottah
and Balaghat regions, farmers assembled together and protested by giving
up cultivation against the high rate of land revenue. But the revolt was
brutally suppressed by the government.Though the government did not

take any disciplinary action against the farmers, it targeted, the leaders,

who were called ringleaders. About smmglgaéq‘rswcreapprehended |

at different times, during the revolt and the government had wanted to
banish them in the court.# In 1819, most of the farn i and
Karjadyar mootals of Paramutty taluk had

[ udapartof the revenue -
for the year 1818 owing to the very he i

3

assessment imp

They demanded't'o rexmt “mégpgéhg%u9ipabxmnmwent »ab_qmi s A
romers together, urging them not to cul- . -

the mootahs and collected the farmers tégs
tivate the lands till the goVErnIMENE FEMItE

el s 77""“,’ ok ‘f “ : Avass i
¢ remitted the previous year's balance,
The collector arrested and =@R¥i§6ﬁ¢&¢_“
the government.® % R

1y

The colonial government :,s-ilgpt@ﬁ?@d:

the leaders of the revolt during the early 19th century like the anony-

mous petitioners in England who Were identified and et ‘the military
the 18th and 19th @entuﬁés."‘ Suppressing the mﬁhwuﬂlﬂg € muitary,

nevertheless ‘could not crush t_he spirit of resistance t!

2 Y ‘.‘.'zf’;.‘.""‘- s i f a Y
Wl afitd ft free to,grow 1n GVeC
underlying causes of the disturbances Were 13&,‘5‘1?*"‘5%1 v &Y ry
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2 Seott (1985) says that the peasant Uprisings Were
ed unceremoniously’.26 In the agrarian litﬁrat;uré
invariably treate'd as peasant movements‘ﬁ;
Despite the similarities common to bEth lél ti;ms tzf the cguses for
resistance, the tribal movements are much wider :fl‘l de Peasant moye_
ments, because the tribal movgments were nofi co f.me to the agrariay,
issues alone. They encompass 1ssuezs8 ranging omdsor:t resources, et
nicity, political and cultural issues. In other words, they ;;epresente i
curious mix of political, agrarian and cultural questlot?s. _Sometimes,
the tribal-peasants revolted against the peasants for the alienation of their
lands and other resources. : '

Ragavaizh gives a vivid account of_' the tribal revolts of Fhfferent contij~
nents, namely Australia, South America and North America, where ey
had either progressively declined or disappeared over the period due ¢
the settlement of British, Portuguese, French and Dutch intruders. In
addition to this, they had lost their lands and became labourers and slaves
and moved into the jungles and other distant places.*® He concluded that’

the

village and district’.
‘nearly always crush
the tribal movements Were

conflict based on racial prejudices, religious differences, eco-
nomic exploitation .. . dominate the struggle. The weaker parties
submit and surrender to the stronger ones, gradually lose their
identity, solidarity and parity and finally get lost in a labyrinthine
maze, becoming misfits in the new set up unable to relinquish
their traditions, cultures and their old ways of life.>!

In India, the policy of non-interference towards the tribals, followed by
the erstwhile rulers in the subcontinent, continued during the early colo-
nial period.”> Once the British administration intervened, the common
property nature of cultivable land, traditional judicial systems, utilisation
of fgrest resources, failure of the government in restricting religious con-
version and exploitation by the moneylenders and the zamindars forced
Ehz airliﬂ; to rTV(Zilt against these intrusions.”® Further, he says that the
ribals had revolted ‘to safeguard thei ' i
, Henaabiiin redresgs - ag;}ilﬁg }tl}cl)enour, to }-alrotzct their ‘clzlerlsheg
other parasitic land-holders who tried e a’n34

Welfare of the tribals was ract'rlell . e Offlll thf?Y e
Muslim rulers, and the co] 'pl e lgnore(-i i R Hlndu ag

; olonial rulers did not differ much in this respect.”

ggizif?gd any measures .for their development with a specific object
- During the colonia] period, the tribal problem was absolutely

~
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" eglectedv and the main concern of the administration was vrecervarion

of law and order in the tr.xbal areas. All the more, the colo _Zs'lpre;grvangn
encroached upon th; tribal systems in diﬂ'erer;t ways : I1'_;1 ‘:ttgovgrvt;x-xtgnt.
fom being of 1aned.1ate.beneﬁt to the primitive tribi:; thu onbsliazs: Fax
of British rule in India did most of them much i , the establishment

Consequent to these infringements, ol

the tribals rev ‘
oL olted against th -
nial administrators, as well as the non-tribals, in order %o prote:tc$:h

: yStem'38 Between 1778 and 1947, nearly 80 cases of tribal revolts had

. = A9 “
erupted 10 India.”® Almost all such revolts in protest against high revenue

demand were also an attempt at retaining their political, administrative
3

and cultural identity and their subsistence economy.®” The tribal revolt of
Kolli hills had been left out in Ragavaiah’s account.

The tribal. revqlts/ movemenFs during the colonial period could be
broadly classified into three major periods. Up to 1857, the movements
were basically crude in form and at securing some concessions from the
culers; between 1857 and 1900, they were against the land revenue system,
civil and criminal regulations and widespread famines; and from 1900
until independence (1947), they were against the non-tribal intruders,
moneylenders, traders, zamindars and administrators who tried to exploit
the tribal way of life.*! :

Tribal revolt defined in this chapter broadly includes a tribe or head-
man or a group of tribals collectively expressing their grievances in the
form of disobeying government orders/directions or fighting with arms
and ammunitions against the immediate authority of the government, but
not necessarily to overthrow the system.The main objective of the revolt
in Kolli hills of Salem and Baramahal region of Madras Presidency was to
retain the geographical boundaries — kombe villages — under tribal control.
Until the Read survey, the kombe villages of the Kol hills were controlled
by the tribal headman of the hills. During the Read survey, these villages
were notified as independent villages without consulting the tribal heac}-
man. The tribals wanted to keep these villages for their socio-economic
importance and to retain their prestige as well. '

Unlike the 19th and 20th centuries, exhaustive information on the
colonial administration is not available for the 18th century, es_pecmlly fo.r
the hill areas of Salem and Baramahal region of Madras Pm51dency.thm
region, brought under colonial control on 17 March 1792,had' remained
under the same administrative system, that 1s th.rough the tribal heafla—l
man, which prevailed during the pre-colonial period. }-Icnge,hthci1 co};::::ﬁ
records did not give any information about th'c name Ot the eah )
who headed the revolt, but they provided details about how rn.uc1 rev-
enue was fixed for each division of the hills. Therefore, thff parae 31'-; ®
to who headed the revolt, the number of tribals who participated and 0
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olonial archival records. However, l.:he solidap.
¢ of the spread, the type of negative attityqq

i ioin of the revolt and its broad economic and sogjy)
that prevaﬂ'ed, orig cpecific concerns could be anal}.rsec} with the help
causes and its garrov‘g }11) e Board of Revenue, Salem D1s.tr1.ct Collector‘ate
of the Proceedings ot t ceedings of the Special Commission, Permanep,

Records, Reports of Pro hal Records, manuals, gazetteers and other

R ecords, Barama . . i
Setl:%'c?ecxll tmaterials With the available information from these SOurces,
publishe '

he historiography of trj},
/ been made to reconstruct t : ) ibal
::vjlttt i:l ggl::: an€<;3 Baramahal region of Madras Presidency in the light

of subaltern literature.

on were not found in the ¢
ity among the tribals, exten

Tribal system during the pre-revolt period

The Kolli hills is located about 60 km south and .south—eas't of Salem, djs-
trict headquarters. It is spread over 170 square miles, 18 miles from north
to south and 12 miles from east to west. It lies between 11°11° and 11°3¢"
latitudes and 78°19” and 78°32" longitudes. The Kolli hills is otherwsise
called ‘suduragiries’; ‘square mountains’; due its square shape;* ‘madhy-
vana' according to the great epic Ramayana;* and the Sendamangalam
hills by the Europeans.*

The ancient anthologies of the Sangam literature® give extensive details
about the Kolli hills. According to them, the Kolli hill range was ruled
by the Val Vil Ori, a philanthropist. This is further evidenced by Kabilar
and Kalladanar in Agananuru and Palathanar in Natrinai. Later, the Kolli
hills came under the Chera rulers. The Kolli hills was under the Chera
prince Manthran Seral Irumporai during the reign of Chera emperor
Senguttuvan, whose capital was Vanji on the mouth of River Periar in
the west coast. According to the stone inscription in the Arapalli Iswarar
Koil (in the Kolli hills), during the 10th century the Kolli hills was ruled
by Pon_neri Varman.*” At that time, about 500 Malaiyalis had inhabited
these. hlll's.48 Malaiyali tribals mainly inhabited the Kol hills. Though the
Malalyahs are not ethnically distinct, there are different traditional ver-
stons about their origin, which js discussed in Chapter 1.

For administrative purposes, Kolli hills was divided into paliyaputs or

%1;1;?1;2 Oerstatz. "Il;he Shelloor estate congsisteq of three nadus: Shelloor,
ey 3911 evanoor; these nadus congisteq of 14, 8 and 3 villages,

pectively.™ The Gundur estate congisteq of four nadus: Gundur, Velap-
Pur or Toppur, Ariyur and Valavanthi; these nadus comp.rised 22,’ 40, 22

48
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d 17 villages, respectively. The Kolli hills
fto tWO estates: AnJoor- or Pilla estate and
‘The Anjoor estate con§1sted of Pill or B
o sitturnadu and Pikarainadu, and th

of Attur taluk was classified
aﬂII:'locmoor or Gundani éstété;
12du, Bdappulinadu, Tripuli-

Ju, Alathurnadu and Edappulinadu, and th :
::;d one villages, respectively.*® The Attur-K:s? nadus had only three, five

combe villages at the foothills adjoining the plain ageas 5t
The Malaiyalis of Salem and Baramahal had we.ll-organised "tmd'.'
1-

conal administrative system. The gunt occupied the highest rank

e Malaiyalis and played a prominent role in the tribal systemﬁn'});g
main function of the guru was to appoint the headman or Pattak.ara o
the different nadus and settle the disputes between the nadus. The M'::lai1Ii
yalis had a four-tier administrative set-up in each nady — i’attakaran or
headman, Maniakaran, Ur-Kavundan or Moopan and Kangani. In the Kolli

hills, Pattakaran is also called as Periya-Kavundan, Dorai and sometimes
Sadi-Kavundan.*

The Malaiyali tribals of Kolli hills also settled down in the kombes, the
adjoining plains villages of the hills. Some of the kombes were inhabited
by the sudras like that of the other plains villages, with others having the
presence of both Malaiyalis and non-tribals. The plains kombe villages,
which had mode of communication with the hills, were inhabited by
Malaiyalis or both by Malaiyalis and by non-tribals. These kombe vil-
lages were marketing places for both the tribals and plainsmen. In other :
words, they were a place of interaction of the tribal economy with the “
non-tribals and vice versa. Control over the kombes helped the tribals in
the sense that it informed them about the movement of strangers into
the hill areas. The Malaiyali Pattakaran/Maniakarans exercised control
over the kombes, where the same tribal administrative set-up prevailed. _
The revenue in the kombe villages was collected by the tribal headmen A
of Kolli hills. Some of the kombe villages had been mortgaged by the '
headmen to the shroff/head farmer of Thammampatty, a nearby O
for a sum less than the quarter of the annual value* In short, till tl}e
colonial intervention, the kombe villages had played a distinct role in

the tribal economy, as well as allowed the tribals to mteraqt with thg
mainstream. '

Causes of tribal revolﬁ

The tribal revolt in the Kolli hills emerged due to R_ead:s survey m 173};1 e
Before discussing the specific cause of the reyo!t, let us br_lef_iy ngm:m i
early colonial agrarian policy on land revenue in the Sfllem an aram S
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i hal areas became <8

1§ _ Salem and Barama me pap, : ,

| egon i 165 5 ach 1792 under the COHCCtorshipOEtfhﬁ o,
pial domma ead. The immediate problem bfzfore Read Wi nO Qol()n a

Alexander nd order but also collection of land pae. Ot Only el

:n of peace a : ey the
restoration ‘iegt for the first year was made with the he, At Ue. Th 8

enue s;tiedndid not make any change except for a sligh re
lages.

Vg taxation rates, par

s had $ 0%,
thlrscvti‘;tso?;-ipu’s, In the remaining taluks of the d;
eloV

. 1er than that of Tipu’s. In short, the early colonia LS txage
e 1 1l govern,
followed the same system of revenue settlement as that Of Tipy g ey

0 1% cave the farmers from irrational assessment, R eaq ultay, 55

ion under the direct control of th Wanted ¢, brig
the revenue collection " 8OVernmen, 18
- He

Al 100
ricularly in the Namakkal and Paramatty t;ll‘:tlon in g,

uffered so much from the war, These ratesks’,_':f'

StriCt’ the tl‘e | Wéll |

proposed:

A settlement to be made of these districts, villa
Jease for five years, as a measure the best for the
tvation and for ensuring the welfare of their in
is intended to found this settlement on a proper
their affairs, as well to ascertain the dues of the circar, a5 to render
the strictest justice to every class of the ryots, by an e qualisation
of their rents according to the circumstances of thej r landalais
cultivation.>®

INcCrease of ¢ ule
habitants that j¢ -

INVestigation of

To realise these objectives, the government ordered 2
cultural survey in Salem and Baramahal region of Madras
1793.

Till the completion of the survey, the revenue was collected through
the headmen of the villages. The headmen were instructed by the gov-
croment not to collect more than the fixed assessment.>’ The survey
. Was completed in 1797, and the direct tax collection methed, that is
, : Ryotwary system, was introduced. Under this system, the farmers need

not have to pay any revenue to anybody except the government. But
ilisst?:;t;nd;? not new for the Sa.lem and Baramahal region, as it .ha;l
e melr;rgtg pagts of the regions during the pre-colonial Petli;i

,- and Paramatty regi G Amxldars°8 of Attur, Sendamangalam, I.\Ial.n?d :l
e landholdere 5 glons dlre(ztly settled the land revenue with indiviad
| 5.” Due to Read’s R otwar landlords cancelled

S Yyotwary system, many la = 60The
el €ase, which they were unable to cultivate. i
€nue decreased by about 54,000 Star PagOddSﬁ1 in 17

i 98 over that of ] _ ! b
Il Presidency'sz 1796‘97 n the Sa]em and Baramahal reglon Of Madr

detailed agri-
Presidency in

Ve B ;. 50 o
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ill the survey revenue in the Kolli hills and their kombe villages was
llected on the bass of the number of implements, that is plough and
hoes used for the c1.11t1vat10n and not according to the extent of land under
cultivatiOIL Tbc tribal headmen ha‘_l also paid only tributes to the plains
Ple rs. They d'ld not pay on the basis of extent of land under cultivation.
Once they Pald_the revenue, they could cultivate as much land they could.
The ¢ribals cultivated four or five times more land than they had actually

2id for. After the survey and settlement, the tribals were asked to pay the
jand revenue on 'the.bams of the extent of land used for cultivation besides
other taXes: While in the other hills, only land revenue was collected,
in the Kolli hills, several otber taxes, namely imposts — road and market
customs, district taxes and licences and village taxes and licences; church
peneficiaries — church, temple and mosque; service taxes — personal and
pecuniary; and lesser estates — Brahmin and Muslim, were collected. How-
ever, revenue collected other than the land revenue was very insignificant
(see Table 2.1). Though the amount of the other taxes was meagre, the
purden of land revenue had increased.

The kombe villages, under the control of the Kolli hills, were settled
independently during the survey like other plains villages. The trib-
Jls were unwilling to leave the kombes from their control and strongly
resented this. They felt that ‘if the Kombes were taken from them they
could not live’.®® After the independent settlement of the kombe vil-
lages also, the revenue demand of the Anjoor and Moonoor hills was

Table 2.1 Different kinds of taxes collected in the Anjoor and Moonoor Kolli hills in
1795 (in Star Pagodas)

Kind of taxes Name of village Total

Anjoor Moonoor

Land rent . ; :
From government land 951 34 34 195 1503 1,147 04 37
From alienated land 36 00 50 12171 372241

Church beneficiaries

Church p . ¥ 7
Temple ' 007 08 o ok
Mosque & T 1

Imposts
Road and market customs = "
District taxes and licences I

Village tax and licences 9 32 68 = 93268

Source: Baramahal R ecords, Section XI, District Registers, pp- 65-72,TNSA.

. 51

E




P IO e e,

s e | il

S

R =

T

T T N Pt 3 e NS M Y A

it

T

e

=
—ie -
-

. GRAPHICAL ENCROSCHERS
G TRPT I o - ‘
Revenue from the different villages of. Atmf—Ko

2.2 Reve . |
(in Star Pagodas)

179293 179394

Table

Villages

o or Bail Estate .
;;?1?;’(13 i 31025 3 3;3 §(5) gg
oppiinedt B0 1452082

/ i |
Sl'm;:m':adu 12216 3 139 1,7 20
oy 9() 37 66 11519 6

ipulinadu :
;“S‘hm 71 622 838 23 f16 o

o IA
\ or Gundani Estate. it
g::i‘::inadu YA A 13 e
Alathurnadu 1119 9 :l; 4; 3 "
Pelappadinadu 331820
Total 102 621 1141222
Grand total 8231243 9523568

Sources: Permanent Settlement Records, SEIFI'{I;BR (Misc) Vo .
T‘NSA- Proceedings of the Special Commission, Vol. 10,1 ISC}p mb

N

Anjoor and Moonoor hills had been increaséc)l fr njl;
12-43 in 1792-93 to Star Pagodas 980-37-30 in 17 ‘

1792-93 and 1794-95. In spite of the neglected her
tribals, the colonial government’s attitude to extract m

The revolts or movements in any society would not e
one. According to Guha, Antonio Gramsci observed th
room for pure spontaneity in history’.* Sarkar (1983)
F}rstWorldWar era was ‘essentially “spontaneous” and no me
gmfnlly. affected by intelligentsia ideologies, objectives 501‘:‘7%
limitations of such “spontaneity” are fairly clear’,% Any f_ Ve
;merge sponta'neously and ought to be communicate,d'éh.’
a<t>sr’n;z i(;i r;ssglnog(.);l“ch;: were meetings of clan eld(?ré and:

‘ entions, larger mass gatherings and

Hence, a revolt hys to emer

ge through the consci
People, and the triba] reye] ;

ts were not an exceptio;
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revolt should first have ‘a “conscious leadership”, secondly, some
well defined aim, and thirdly, a programme specifying the com-

ponents of the latter as particular objectives and the means of
achieving them.”

As such, a revolt is ‘almost invariably marked by much temporization
and weighing of pros and cons on the part of the protagonists’.68 The
tribals led the revolt through their headmen of different villages with
4 clear aim to get back their kombes, and to achieve this objective they
refused to pay the land revenue to the government. Since the tribals had a
well-established administrative and cultural system, establishing the con-
sciousness among them was not a difficult one. The tribals used to obey
the commands and orders of their headmen. If the headman protested,
it naturally meant that the tribals too had protested. Since the traditional
administrative structure like Kangani, Ur-Kavundan, Maniakaran and Patta-
karan existed 1n a particular nadu, the decision of the Pattakaran was easily
¢ransmitted to the people through the Ur-Kavundans and Kanganis.

Though the entire range of Kolli hills was inhabited by Malaiyalis,
the protest was confined only to the Moonoor and Anjoor regions of
Attur-Kolli hills, because the economy of these regions had an interac-
tion and exchange with the plains people through the kombes. Hence, like
the peasant uprisings, which often did not exceed local boundaries, the
territorial coverage of the revolt was confined to the people who were
actually affected due to the independent village rights for the kombes.*
Till the end of the 19th century, the geographical extent of the revolt/
rebellious thinking and action was broadly local in nature.”

Generally, the revolts initially were not armed insurrections. Most of
the protests initially were representations to the authorities to redress
grievances. Then, they followed petitions and peaceful’ demonstrations.
Taking up arms was the last resort.”! The tribals who represented their
grievances to the authorities then refused to pay the revenue and boy-
cotted the revenue setlerenE et i EmtHHE BRI EE N

The district collector invited them to attend the Kacher” at Nama-
giripettai to settle their beriz’® for five years. The assistant collector sent

a messenger to the Kolli hills to inform them to attend the Kacheri at

Namagiripettai. In response, the three ‘headmen of Kolli hills replied
through their own people that they were not attending the Kacheri due

to the unavailability of one of the Kavundans in the hills. The tribals used

to make conscious decisions in consultation with the village heads, before
taking any plunge regarding any issue. The. cooperative uf;derstanding
among them would not create any stumbling block to bring solidarity.
Invariably, in every peasant revolt, the spirit of emulation and solidarity
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# Following the failure of the tribal headmen
, the assistant con:ctor WIOte to thep,
f them to come in person to make L
direction, they laid down some Precong, 4“
bal headmen answered that they v, il Cotlons for

. he tr1 :
their presence.T krams' less than wh e o
if their beriz was made 500 cha 3t was before ‘_ Illy

7 the hills. This second demand vy :
return of the L"’."b“ggt to emphasise their hold over then(,:t for Moy,
etary consideration Rt Otttbes,

; only stopped communicating between the le
i dmit the tahsildar’  and ghe
Jow country, but also refused to admit the tahsildar’s Peon Who Came .
collect the kist.™ . _ : ’ &

The assistant collector also tried to convince tl‘le tribals through th
tahsildar’s peon that their demand was wrong and ‘to Prevail o e te
be rujua’.® But the peon was not allowed by the tribals to reach the Kol](;
hills. He was stopped at a station half way up to the hill by a groy
tribals with ‘pikes’. They told him that they would not abide by ity t§r0f
other than getting back their kombes.® They also put forth the demang !
reduce the rent of 1795 to 500 chakrams less than that of 1794'Then tho
tahsildar was directed by the assistant collector to send some of the c’hie:'
ryots at Thammampatty to persuade the tribals to pay the rent for 1795
which was lower than the 1794 rent. This attempt also failed tq bring;
them under control. The tahsildar recommended to the assistant collector
that ‘it will be necessary to send a party of armed men up to zabtj 8 ,
paddy crop which is nearly ripe’. The tahsildar also warned the tribals that
if they did not pay the land revenue, the government no longer would
treat the problem in a peaceful manner and sepoys would be sent up to
the hills to forcefully put them under the government’s control. The assis-
tant collector recalled a similar instance in the Kolli hills in 1785 when
these people showed refractory behaviour on the same issue. At the time,
20 kandacharam® peons with matchlocks®™ went to the hills and brought
them under control without any loss of human life. Finally, sepoys were
called upon to subdue the rebellioys Malaiyali tribals.

The method of this reyolt was also a distinct one. Initially, the tribals
had represented their grievances to the collector and’participated in a dis-
cussion with the collector’s subordinate, Once it failed, they were forced
to change their strategies. Their protest took the form of non-payment of
land revenue, Even the officers who had attempted to collect the revenue
WETe not permitted to get into the tribg] areas. As a consequence, the trib=

als threatened with arms and instruments. Even in terms of antagonists,

they did not act like he other tribals’ or farmers’ revolts in general.

I t.he Ifolli hills of Salem and Baramahal region of Madras Presidency’
the tribals’ system was not disturbed either by the Hindu rulers and their

is indispensable.™ FOL
sent at Namagiripettal
(letter), asking some ©
Refusing to heed the

Samjh Pre. 4
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| successive Muslim rulers, but the British had intruded at the end of the
| 18th century: Until British intervention, the plains rulers interacted with
he tribals only for a very limited purpose and that too through the head-
man to collect revenue. They did not intervene in the socio-economic,
pdicial and cultural set-up of the tribals, as well as in the geographical
,. The negative and insensitive attitude of the British administrators
he tribals’ traditionally controlled geographical areas forced them
to revolt. Interestingly, not all the Malaiyalis of the Kolli hills took part in
¢he revolt of had shown solidarity towards their own people. Hence, the
territoriality of this revolt was confined only to the particular region and
did not even extend beyond the division of the same hills. With the trib-
als having 2 well-established administrative system, communication of the
causes could have been made very quickly to enlist the people’s solidarity
to the leaders. Like the other tribal revolts and peasant movements, this
t00 got confined to a particular area as the causes were also very specific.”!
Though the scholars claim that the main aim of the tribal movements
was to remove the British from the subcontinent, this revolt was not to
overthrow the colonial power but to retain their hereditary rights on
their kombes. Hence, it becomes evident that the early tribal revolts were
not in terms of independence from the British unlike the Palayagars of
panchalankurichi and elsewhere in the early 19th century or the national
movement during the late 19th and early 20th centuries. Tribal revolts
were basically to address the immediate grievances to colonial rulers to
retain the erstwhile geographical regions. In the end, the tribals who
revolted against the colonial government to retain their hereditary rights

were suppressed by superior military force and made submissive.

arc
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