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PLANTATION COLLISION AND
APPROPRIATION OF TRIBALS!

The debate on the environmental history in general and the desiccation
theory in particular, which claims that forest conservation for environ-
mental protection was shaped in Madras Presidency during the 1830s,
has failed to address the issues conterminous with the establishment of
coffee plantations in the Shervaroy hills of Salem and Baramahal région of
Madras Presidency. While analysing the emergence of the plantation sec-
tor and its disastrous consequences on environment in terms of destruc-
tion of forests and alienation of common property resources (CPRs), this
chapter attempts to explain how the market forces irreversibly changed
property rights and the tribal socio-economic administrative system dur-
ing the 19th century. Prior to the establishment of coffee plantations,
the tribal economy remained a subsistence one, with collection of forest
produce and traditional cultivation being the dominant activities.” Being
2 non-market economy was its most distinctive feature, and the com-
munity itself managed it without the intervention of external forces.”
Introduction of the market economy, an inevitable consequence of exter-
nal intervention — the arrival of the British and other non-tribal coffee
planters, drastically altered the customarily managed non-market tribal
economy, besides weakening the hill inhabitants’ hereditary rights and
unfettered access to CPRs.* In the Central Provinces, for instance, official
policies facilitated the growth of market economy, which penetrated deep
into the hill areas, leading to the decline of the tribal economy during
the late 19th and early 20th centuries.® In fact, the penetration of market
forces was not confined to the economic sphere alone as it permeated
the entire socio-economic, cultural and administrative set-up of 'the tribal
community.® In this chapter, an attempt is made to _analyse thc impact of -
the intervention of external market forces on the tribals’ .trad;n?n—boungl
non-market economy, as well as CONsequences of this intervention on the
CPRs, socio-administrative structure, environment and ecosystem during
the 19th century. |
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PLANTATION AND APPROPRIATION OF TRIBALS
While discussing the consequences of deforestation in the earl;t 19¢),
et he 1830s in Madras Presidency, an appraisa] ¢

i in t
century, particularly in ¢ e |
the ro?c; }:)f colonial officers who presided over the establishment gnq

ansion of coffee plantations would be an importzfnt cpntribution in
expansion ) wironmental debate. The strategies adopted g
enriching the cuu'c;nt fell-ests and encroach tribal lands for coffee plapgg.
exert control _°‘]’er t'l:dorequi‘re a rigorous analysis. The establishment of
tllons, :tx crollotllllljofgrgjS'ulgjugation of the hill inhabitants and its disastroyg
E()a:st:qlx?e11ces i1 Salem and Baramahal region of Madras Presidency is the

i the chapter.

foc{;‘(l/}}:gl?etro&e colonpial rulers contained defor‘estation by ma_king oot
servation a priority or whether they_ collgdcd in the destruction of the
green cover is a pertinent question in this context. Whether the tradi-
tional system, especially that of the tribals, was respected and taken intg
account or disregarded would also be an integral part Of. the study. Stud-
ies pertaining to some regions, North-East India in particular, show that
colonial intrusion and the attendant commercialisation progressively cur-
cailed communal rights, pushing the tribal society into the path of disin-
tegration. Large-scale land alienation crippled the tribal economy, forcing
the hill inhabitants to become dependants of the planters as cheap labour-
ers.’” Further, the colonial administrators extended privileges to their fel-

low countrymen for establishing plantations in the Shervaroy hills during
the 19th century.

Tribal socio-political, administrative and economic
system: pre-plantation period (until the 1820s)

Socio-political and administrative system until the 1820s

The inhabitants of the Shervaroy ranges are called Malaiyalis, which means
‘inhabitants of the hills’. For the purpose of administration, the Shervaroy
hills was divided into several nadus,® each having a four-tier administrative
set-up: Pattakaran’ or headman, Maniakaran,"® Ur-Kavundan or Moopan'
and Kangani. The Pattakaran, chieftain of each nadu, had extensive powers
and collected the contributions for the guru besides acting as a mediator
between the tribal people, while the Maniakaran assisted the guru.'? If the

Ur-Kavundan could not settle 3 dispute, it would be left to the Pattakaran,
who was treated as the chief

guest at harvest and marriage functions. Fur-
ther, he controlled all the U -Kavundans. ¢

m:rr;;teallan.o}n: oti th.e Pattakaran, a hereditary office, was held in a lavish
e r with a av1sb feast and animal sacrifice.!® If the Pattakaran’s son
2 a minor at the time of the former’s death, his brother was appointed
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to that post. The decision of the gury wo 1d R
dispute relating to Pattakarship. One amol; e g

varoys would be nominated as th g the Pattakarans in the Sher-

e Periya- 14 i

a5 an arbitrator in any disputes involvinéatvlzim;’:-a:::re w};o f;l:nlflnoneq
formed diverse functions, both religious and judicial acr:; 'g ClPCr'
Jaws and enjoyed the revenue of the estate after givi;l a ; ntl'g 3 O?I
local deity. Depending on his own needs, he decided %he };g: 1ont tof i
to be collected from the tribal people. The rate of tax ot

B ; Was not consistent
a5 assessment was adjusted according to the situation 16

The Pattaquans appointc'ed officials to protect the properties of the tribal
eoplf:, e1s7pec1a.lly fr<'>m thfeves, and to check the entry of strangers into
the hills. ?hel}' main dfmes were guarding houses and crops, assisting in
revenue collection, keeping vigilance over strangers and thieves and recoy-
ering stolen property. In the plains, the lower castes in the Hindu social
order performed these traditional policing activities."® The Pattakaran was
almost a petty raja, since nothing transpired in the hills without his knowl-
edge.” The tribal people were brought under the control of the rulers
of the plains only during the reign of Achuthadeva Raya of Vijayanagar
Kingdom around the 16th century (1532).They, however, continued with
the existing system of revenue collection through the Periya-Pattakaran.™
The Ur-Kavundans administered the tribal people directly with the
help of the Kanganies, who also functioned like the police.They collected
information about development in villages and passed it on to the Ur-
Kavundan who took necessary action. Each and every transaction, namely
marriage, divorce, harvest and celebrations, including festivals, took place
in the presence of the Ur-Kavundan. When disputes like the partition of
property among brothers or divorce were brought to his notice, he sum-
moned the panchayat, consisting of the elected members of clans or fam-
ily groups, for consultation and pronounced judgement. Penalti'es were
imposed according to the nature of the offence or dispute. This shows
that the tribals had a well-established administrative system during the
pre-colonial period.
The tribal villages, mostly located near a rivulet or a Water SORrCe, Were
s small that each had not more than ten families. A fence to confine the

wild animals from destroying the crops surrounded each village. Instead

of mud walls, the houses were built of tatties (mats) of split bamboo anld
thatched with jungle grass.> All the materials for the }{utmsnt; weredccgoe;
lected from the hills. Every house had a five-foot-high deck, ustethem
sleeping. During winter, fire was Kept under the deck to protec

from the cold. Even though the Malaiyalis celebrated Pongal, Adi and

Deepavali, the annual festival of their ;hief God of the hills was the most
popular in which all congregated. |

i
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11! cybsistence & Ultyre 7
The tribals S A pambet of plant species and fauna were fouwkﬁ

and forest PO Ue hills. Trees like sandalwood, teak, vengai, kg duka o
Jbundance int " esdes several medlcmal. plants, were in plen m{ |
ind and kardigah = erature refers to the tribal people cultivating iﬁa@f‘e‘ |

A Jands and raising thenai 1n the dry lands 2 Peppas b

5 i the wetld . Jiackfriie prwa_s
addy’ stent along with banana and jJackiruit.*’ Aparg frop gt
28 i et 01 )

ey to a large extent.® They fo?lowed multiple Croppin !
J weeding and removal of insects from the Crbps'z%
Hunting Was practised in roups and distributed evenly among the y;|_
¢ 3 Though revenue was paid on the basis of the eyt

lagers and grovp>. :on is not available on the share of 30+ N
+fland cultivated, information 15 re Of agricultur
produce.” _ S :

For livelihood and other requirements like housing materials, agricyl-
tural implements, fire wood and grazing, the tr1bals. were entirely depend-
ent on the forests which also provided them with social and cultr]
dentities. No restrictions were imposed on collecting forest produce;
namely jackfruit, gallnut, tamarind, soap nut, lime and spices, until the
establishment of coffee plantations. Thus, it becomes evident that the |
tribal economy cannot be isolated from the forest.* Guha asserts thatin
the pre-British period, ‘there was little or no interference with the cus-
tomary use of forest and forest produce’.*

Until colonial intervention or even a little after, the tribal people fol-
1OW.ed l?oth shifting and settled cultivation. On the one hand, shifting
C}lllln\{atlon led to soil erosion and thereby affected the flow of waterin
the rivers downstream. This negative fallout on the ecology and envis
Eﬁnment was a threat to sustainability.*® On the other hand, it increased

e . A : |
enh;reg under cultivation and created more space for grazing, thereby

n i : |
agricutllznglthe process of establishing permanent and semi-permanent
ur : , .
hifting csltprofiucggon-” Consequently, there are two different VIEWS on
ivati i
of shiftng ¢y o0~ One school of thought argues that the expansion
& cultivation caused Jarge- ] . cover.
other schog ge-scale denudation of forest
contends that the devel : 1 vernm
opment projects of the go

and the timpey | b
ter claimed hy¢ (;h:)}; were mostly responsible for deforestation. The l=

7y e 2
Overstate 3 flect of shifting cultivation on the forest COVeE ™

9 :
atterns,” practis

ent

F
den;rthe;, the consequence of shifting cyltivati depended on the
% of populatiop and other g cultivation largely aepe

shifting Cultivation, pras ; external factors. Reecent studies prover ;
Centuriec A: ’ 15ed in d; . ove
15, did not affey ¢y .dlﬂ‘e_r?nt pockets of tribal areds Britsh

€ sustainability of forest resources.”’ The
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policy of restricting shifting cultivation was intended not only to brin
forests under state control for generating more revenue but also to £ ci]ig
tate commiercialisation of forests.*! After the Company Raj directa ul-
under the British crown also discouraged shifting cultivatioi; and serrvecel
the cause of the emp'ire.42 Low population density would not have caused
any damage to the hill ecosystem.” The density of population being ve
Jow and scattered in the Shervaroy range, the damage this type of cgltivz
tion could cause to the ecological balance would be very minimal.

Land value was not much in the Shervaroys until the introduc.tion of
coffee plantations. Land revenue was paid on the basis of the number
of implements, namely ploughs and hoes, used for cultivation.** Once
Jand revenue was paid, the tribals were free to cultivate as much land as
they could. Given the meagre population density and the abundance of
Jand resources at their disposal, they were not aware of the value of land.
Moreover, external demand for lands never existed in the hills until the
coffee plantations appeared on the scene.

The tribal men, women and children were all engaged in agficultural,

activities. Clearing forests by felling of trees, procuring materials, building
huts and grazing cattle were some of their other occupation. After the
main work was over, odd jobs like weeding out and protecting the crops
fell on the womenfolk, while the men generally indulged their leisure
smoking, chatting, and sleeping.* Women thus played a major role in
agricultural production. R

The tribal people rarely sought any services from outside since labour
requirements were met by family members and relatives. The labour
market was almost non-existent, and the whole population depended
on their own lands for their subsistence. Being self-reliant in economic
transactions, their other requirements were also very few and limited.
Except for clothes and salt, they were not dependent on outsiders during
the pre-plantation period.*

Growth and development of plantations

The British settlers introduced coffee in the Shervaroys during the second

quarter of the 19th century. In 1825, steps Were initiated in this direction,

and a few Britishers then attempted to occupy vast tracts of tribal lands

and CPRs like tanks, creating a lot of inconvenience/problems for the

_ . . : 47
tribal people whose access to the CPRs was restricted in the process.™

Consequently, in 1833, the government of Madras enacted a law to

regulate coffee cultivation in the Shervaroys. This m bk
British planters to obtain the required Jand on lease for 21 years by enter=

ing into an agreement with the government Land was gIven free of rent
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§
for the first five years and on a nominal ot forehe subse(]uent
or the 1 per acre per annum for the remaining 16 Years 4 it Perj, 4
W xi’ Britishers were attracted to t!lls-venture. In 1883 abto thig lay,
gesse, Ma u);l der coffee cultivation. Of this, the Britishers helé 70ut 9’210
acr;; \;’;‘: cent, and the remaining was with the Indian, Mogly 1;7 6 g

or '

bal

' X Ofjihis
people.” It shows that the colonial government’s aPproa oh L

gy had ,...
ted the pace of tribal land alienation. acc@ntu,
a <

Alienation of tribal land, CPBs, adminiStrative "
system and decline of tribal economy :
The Shervaroy hills of Salem and Baramahal regio‘n Was broy,
British administration on 17 March 1792 followmg the Srirangapatan
peace treaty between Tipu Su.ltan and the East Indija Ompany_Sowa.m-
establishing coffee plantations in the early 1820s, the colonia] g 'str.:
tion alienated the tribal land and CPRs, wrecked the W
1strative structure and encouraged non-triba] settleme tVargy
hills. As a result of this, the tribal economy started Was op
the verge of collapse in the Shervaroy hills during th ry,

ght Under g

Indigen gy ad
Nts in the She
eclining anqg
€ 19th cengy

Alienation of tribal land

large tracts of land fr
people at throwaway prices. In addition, they st
the unoccupied lands and fo

om the native tripy|
arted taking contro] of
rests, hitherto used by the tribal people

overnment claimed that

ither had access to the gazette notification
. vzod re
nor could understan Its contents, even if it reached them, as they we

illiterate, Unt] ghe survey and settlement (1904), the native tribal p'eop:z
Practised cultivatiop according to their customary rights. It e l;o:ds
that the triby) People could ot claim any legal right for Elllelr aheir
during the 19 lile the planters were given pattas f(?r ]t nds
landho]dings. most of the old planters, obtained t-helrla::ion
from the My eived pattahs for them prior to th(.: .Clrcuhowﬂ
of the Govyer This is a clear evidence of favouritism $

0 e
to the Britjsh settlers since the same legal rights over landholdings
denied to the triba] people.

In '1842, the colonia] admin
the triby] People, but ip practj

th century w
Before 1842 ¢
aiyalis, and rec
nment ryleg’ 52

tect
; to pro
istration initiated certain StepzchecliJ upor
ce, it either curtailed or CHC
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[ON AND APPROPRIATION OF TRIBALS

earlier customary rights. The government ordered that the settlers in
| Jocalities should not occupy lands as it inconvenienced the natives.
A £ the tribal people were willing to part ‘with their lands,

¢Sty elzi? \l;vaiting to occupy them could not do so.® This indirectly
d the extension of cultivation by the natives, since 2s mentioned
e tribals who did not enjoy ownership rights over their lands
s to natural resources.The British planters clandes-

ped even their access to the limited fertile lands. Consequently,
Jeure and forest-based tribal economy disintegrated, and the
become plantation labourers.

British settlers were not alone in this land-grabbing spree. The colonial
,dministrators including collectors and judges, also joined icm. Cock.-
i)um, collector of Salem, by the power of force and authority, appropri-
ated the best lands of the chief village of Mootoo Nadu llay expelling
the proprietors thereof. Neave, judge of Salem, took possession of about

400 or 500 acres more within the three years (1 838—41) under not very

dissimilar 54 Not only did the colonial government act in

circumstances.”
favour of British planters, but also its officers encroached and alienated
¢ribal lands in the

Shervaroys to further their private interests.

In 1864, when Hunter, a British planter, attempted to buy tribal lands
in Pattapadi and Kurdyoor villages, the native tribal people refused to sell
it. He then made efforts to drive the natives out by disturbing them in
every possible way and pressed the other planters to do the same. Besides
closing down every public path running through his land that the tribal
people used, he shot and killed their cattle.® The British planters also
used the colonial officers to intimidate and harass the hill inhabitants so
they would dispose of their Jands. When the tribal people were subjected
to such harassment, the colonial administrators always favoured the plant-

ht of the tribals.

ers and were not concerned with the pligt

During the first half of the 19th century, the colonial administration did
not enact any legislation to protect the native inhabitants from the British
planters and others; in fact, they encouraged the latter. After the mutiny,
the subcontinent, hitherto under the control of the East India Company,
came under the direct rule of the British crown in 1858. Even under the
British Raj, most of the economic and revenue policies of the East India
Company remained unchanged for a long period. However, in the process
of expansion of the modern state during the post—mutiny period, certain
‘Ch‘anges took place in the tribal areas of Madras Presidency. In 1866, the
village green’ system was introduced in the Shervaroy hills to protect
the Fribal people from the coftee planters. Under this system, a certain
portion of wastelands was demarcated on the outskirts of each village for
the tribals to cultivate. On the other hand, no restriction was imposed on

restricte
earlier, th
were also
tinely usur

he agricu
;vlalaiyalis were forced to

denied acces
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.- b planters from buying lands within the village .
(t]ltlcex?tlr)ll,nrsllzols)t of the villag? EIEEL lancs SthOOd alienateq bygtie:' Sllbs&
Non-tribal settlers of 13 villages in thc-a Shervaroys haqg OCCupiedanterS.
40 per cent of them.* In 1871, the village green ATCIS Were, nyr s S
further.” The apparex?tly protective measure had ip Practice seande q
restricted the availability of cultivable land and made e collee Verg,
forest produce more dlﬁllcult.. Moreover, dl}g to the increasin :
from non-tribal people, the trlb.al communities gradually lost it el‘“uIe
and became agricultural/plantation labourers towards the eng Ofthr ands
century.As indicated earlier, abc?ut ‘10,000 hectares of triba] and fOre:tigth
was brought under coffee cultivation. Consequently’ 28 Per cent fand
total workforce came under the category of labourers ip, the 1871 CO the
and it further increased to 45 per cent in the 1901 Censuys 58 ensyg

Alienation of CPRs

An instance narrated here would show how the

encroached upon the tribal CPRs in the Shervaroy hills
century. A natural tank located high up at the source o
Yercaud, now a popular hill resort in the Shervaroys, s
ing water needs of neighbouring villages and of devotees of the Perumg]
Koil* on certain festival days. It also provided drinking water for the cat-
tle but was never utilised for irrigation purposes even by the tribals,® I
fact, no individual had any right over this, since only the Pattadars® man-
aged the wastelands, including tanks, as 2 common property for the com-
munity’s use.”® As such, it remained a CPR._ until the early 19th century.

Let us now analyse how the British planters tried to appropriate the
CPRs. Of course, the available data would not give any account of the
quantity of water used by the tribal people and the quantity of water
diverted by the planters for their gardens and coffee plantations. The
problem here cannot be reduced to mere diversion of water by the British
planters to the detriment of the Malaiyalis. More important, it concerns
the mindset of the British planters and administrators as to how they
looked at this issue in the context of alienation of CPRs.

After the introduction of coffee plantations, this tank was CxPanded
and repaired by the collector at the government’s expense, but was noto(-i-
riously used for his personal benefit. This tank was desilted and deepene
by digging 3,130 cubic yards at a cost of Rs 342% and 5 annas," and 100s¢
Stones were laid for 183 cybjc yards at an expense of Rs 57 and.7 annas
between 17 December 1823 and 24 Apri] 1824, This renovation Wi#
not intended to Provide more water supplies to tribal pcople but. to;:;s.
gate the collectors’ large gardens and coffee plantations through pipest

British p]antem
during the 19th
£ tWo streamg o
erved the drink.
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[ncidentally, the pipeline burst in the first triz.ll itself du-e' to 'fa:;lt]y ::ril;
struCtion-66 These facts show how the colonial authorities Induig
onal aggrandisement at the cost of the exchequer..
. late as in 1825, no attempt was made to divert the tank water
forEi::ing::ion by the British planters/ officials. In fact,.the tank was oltl' grea(;
he people during the summer as well, for its .clay was.co(ﬂecte
e toctl to make bricks for construction of houses 1n the hills.*” The
aqd ;JSC ople had used the tank without any apprehension until 1839,
m}l:a }zﬁep overnment announced withdrawal of interference from all
;:In:rrrlml arfangements in the Shervaroys. As a result, the w}’lole land (:f
perumal Koil, including the tank, was attacl_uatd to the templvc s property}.l
On the contrary, the agent of Neave, a-Brmsh planter, clmrped t};r;;t t ;
tank granted by the Pattadar in perpetulty to t}.le late Johns in 1869 an
transferred to Neave in 1843 continued to be in the same name.®” Fur-
ther, the agent claimed that he had paid a rent of Rs 4-3-2 for the land
ising the tank.
Co?ﬁ;test;gng this, the Curnam™ of Mootoo Nadu stated that the' tank,
entered as a poramboke’ land of the government, was not included in any
pattah™ granted to private individuals.” He further clarified that the tank
was neither entered in the name of Neave for one year nor excluded
from his pattah subsequently.™ However, the agent continued to claim
ownership rights over the tank and, since 1842, Neave started collecting
soil from the tank bed with the permission of the collector.” In 1847,
Leacher requested the agent to permit him to use the tank water for his
gardens, stating that the late Neave and his agents had allowed him to do
s0.7 The agent permitted him to use the tank water for one year from 17
September 1847.7 That same year, he also permitted another person to
take water from the swamp contiguous to the sacred wood, and from the
tank bed for one year.” Moreover, he built a wall around the lower part
of the tank with the objective of enclosing it within Neave’s ground.” He
further claimed the right to dig clay and soil beneath the tank for con-
struction purposes, as well as the right to enjoy valuable pasture around
the tank during summer, and the orange and coffee trees on its bank.**To
retain the tank and protect the coffee plants on its embankment, Neave’s
agent expressed his readiness to refund the cost of repairs and renova-
tion to the government in 1824. He was also prepared to pay rent for
the rocky and uncultivable land excluded from land rent.** However,
contrary to the earlier assertions, he further attempted to get the tank
repaired at government's expense® and intended to approach the court to
retain his hold over the tank.®
The colonial administrators also attempted to appropriate CPRs such
as tanks. For instance, in 1847, the collector, after purchasing the land -
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below the tank, planned to raise the.zlanl:: bun}ii’Aand e
expense to irrigate his ﬁelds-. CgPsx ering ¢ _g h »
dropped the proposal at that time. Fac.ed with cr.
earflli)g idea of extending irrig:.mon to his gaxfdepg_ |
repair the tank at a lower estimate to beneﬁt;‘:m_,t'
garden but also the tribal community and thelf cattle
colonial administrators intended to do SQmthmg Q._',: :
always accompanied by some personal benefit for

their hereditary rights were the other casualties ofgali )
of British intervention into their traditional heredj
missal of the Moha Nadu village Munsiff in 189
taken was for his failure to complain about the the
to the British planters, to the police and sub-mag
conducted searches in houses beyond his admi
theft had actually occurred in two adjoining pla
of which one was directly reported to the police station
was reported to the Munsiff. He had gone to the S tion
reported it. The Station House officer asked him to prc
village and investigate the matter, which he did readil
clating his service, the planters alleged that the My
for some careless lapses and secured his dismissal by usis
Let us briefly have a look at the tribal administrat
Shervaroy hills. Each nadu® had its own hereditary ch
collected revenue from the ryots (with the help of the v
and remitted it to the rulers, This practice continued until th
ade of the 19th century. In the event of the Pattadar not
be.ing a minor, his brother could take over the Pattada
this right was conferred by the guru® in the presence of m
community.”’ Once the hereditary Pattadar’s son beca 1
nterested, he would pe appointed to the office by the

if the Pattadar was found to be ineffective in disposing wi :
he would be stripped of his office and to his

Luri. Since the gury was the supreme |

he Shervaroys prior to British intervention as well as di

150



—-—-—————-—

PLANTATION AND APPROPRIATION OF TRIBALS
d. Colonial intervention had a debilitating effect on this
nd led to its eventual collapse. This was accomplished
r more revenue during the fourth decade of the 19th

colonial perio
indigenous system
with a view to garne

century. |
Since colonial

tled annually wit
,mount of the last six years
ment during the permanent settlem

Rs11,695-1 5 or the average of Rs 1,299-8-
petween 18023 and 1818-19. Subsequently, it was remitted.”® In 1819,

this hill range was brought under the collector’s management, which
continued until 1821. Even at that time, there was a balance of about
Rs 500. Considering this, the collector handed over revenue collection
back to the Pattadars in 1822. However, the Malaiyalis agreed to pay only
Rs 3,193-12-0 or Rs 1,234 less than the amount fixed during permanent
settlement. The Mootoo Nadu Pattadar made an appeal for reduction in
his revenue since others took away some of his lands. Consequently, the
revenue demand for Mootoo Nadu was fixed at Rs 656—4 or Rs 212-2-1
Jess than thet permanent settlement amount. An agreement was made and
muchilika®* exchanged between Mulliah Goundan, Moodoopoocar Andee
Goundan of Mootoo Nadu and the government.”
From 1821, Mulliah Goundan collected the revenue on behalf of the
overnment, and he looked after the business concerning only Mootoo
Nadu. Between 1822 and 1839, Rs 3,695-6 was the balance, of which
Rs 2,776—10 was remitted in 1834, with Rs 918-12 remaining unadjusted.
Of this, Rs 683—7 was the dues from Cockburn, Rs 122-8 from Gay and
other planters and only Rs 112-13 from the tribal people. Actually, from
1826 to 1841, Cockburn had not paid the land rent worth Rs 2,187.% In
1833, Orr, the principal collector of Salem, demanded the arrears due for
the period 1826 to 11 July 1831 worth Rs 579-9 from Fisher, who held
the original grant. But he refused to pay, saying that the land was trans-
ferred to Cockburn. He added that it was transferred again to Orpwood,
who had died soon, and he (Cockburn) had no acquaintance with Orp-
wood’s representative.”” In 1833, the government decided to collect the
revenue from the actual holders.” In fact, the Jand was under the control
of Fisher, to whom it had been mortgaged by Cockburn. Fisher subse-
quently re-transferred the land for which Cockburn did not pay the land
revenue. He was requested by the government to remit his outstanding
(14 years) dues of land revenue.” In favour of Cockburn, the government
passed an order to limit the demand for the period of five years anteced-
ent to the date on which he was called up to pay the arrears.'® In sharp
contrast, the native subordinates (farmers) were tortured and harassed to

intervention (1792), land revenue in the hills was set-
h the Pattadar or headman of different nadus. The highest
(1793-99) was fixed as permanent assess-
ent period (1802-3). Under this,
10 per annum was the arrears
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British planters had not pa:
pay the dues.'! Thoughlstgg_‘“), thepgovernment toolf ;:d lan'd TeVeny,,
for more than 15 years he other hand, it forced (.o 48ain
them to collect the arrears. On t eho : ; ld orced the triba] p st
tadars to pay the balance dge &om t t; p aahnters. a}rlld Succeeded iy, Creat-ah
divisions among the Malaiyalis and JuatyRWILldrevEche Pattadarshimg
symbol of authority for the SolLHuRLL: _ g
On 14 March 1840, Muli;ah Goundam,t the heredltary Pattaq,, b
Nadu, appealed to the government to restore the co ¥
}r:::;st;: o waspgi spensed by the cqllector in 1839. He statedrgi?:;‘ty
eral parties, mainly Britishers, who did not pay the land rent, hag takef
over a large tract of land for coffee plantations. When asked, the Planten
not only refused to pay the dues but also de.nounced and assayteq him 12
Substantiating this further, the collector said, ‘Although the Ienters héld
a pattah, the settlers refuse to pay him the amount due op their Jands and
more than one complaint has been brought against them foy assault apq
ill usage when he demanded his due."® The enquiry made by the asges.
sors with the help of the taluk cutchery'® records also proved that ope
Moya Goundan had taken upon himself the right to collect rent from
the tribals of Mootoo Nadu by claiming Pattadarship without authority,
It was ordered that the collections made by him should be given to Mul-
liah Goundar Vellaiah Goundar, the.acknowledged Pattadar.'% While the
government recognised his office as the headman of Mootoo Nadu, it
rejected his claim to have permanent possession of the payment of fixed
beriez.'*'"” Further, the government brought the Shervaroy hills under
the amani'®® management, and the collector recommended that Curnams
and Manigars'® from the plains be brought for this purpose, as was the
case with the other hills, ! Conceding his proposal, the government
sanctioned one Manigar, one Curnam and two Kanganies'"! for Mootoo
Nadu under the amani management.'!?

The division of the British settlers into two groups, both creating a
wedge within the triba] community o retain land they had occupicc?/
encroached upon, was the sole cause for the dispute and dissension in
Nplootoo Nadu. European and native non-tribal settlers occupied about
452 acres in 90 spots in Mootoo Nadu. Of this, 105 acres of 40 spots Wﬂg
under cultivation, whjje 347 acres of 50 spots remained uncultiva_tcd-
A large extent of land Was occupied by a particular planter Fischer
Moota'dar of Salem, with the help of Moya Goundan, who claimed Pat-
tadarship for M'ootoo Nadu. He was patronised by Fischer, who oppresse
it:e t<;]thers.Thls created apprehension among the other planters regal:e;

5 . Prospect of Fischer emerging s a landlord,! Consequentlt

were divided into two groups, one headed by Fischer and the other ¢
by Gay,
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The planters, who obtained most of the land through Moya Goundan,
ecure since they had occupied land without prior permission of
the government. Further, they did not pay the land rent for their hold-
ings. In June 1841, certain coffee planters complained to the government
that they Were unable to pay the rent since two persons were claiming
headmanship of Mootoo Nadu.'** They were aware that if any one of the
two objected on behalf of the tribals, their unauthorised lands would be

were ins

disposed of.
To save their occupied (unauthorised) land, the coffee planters created

divisions 1n the tribal community’s administrative system. Let us have a

cursory look at how the British settlers were instrumental in creating a
dispute over the office of guruship. Tanaudee Goundan of Chitteri hill, the
gu of the tribal people, was assisted by Latchma Goundan, his brother’s

ent in government service and

son, The British gave the latter employm
used him as a weapon to create dispute to dispense with the office of
guruship. Latchma Goundan climed that it was he who had appointed

Mulliah Goundan, the original Pattadar of Mootoo Nadu, in 1822, when
he was only in his mid-20s. [n an attempt to clarify the matter further, he
said that he had never visited Mootoo Nadu before the appointment of
Mulliah Goundan, who died in 1831 leaving behind his brother, Mulliah
Goundar Vellaiah Goundan, and a minor son, Chinna Goundan. Express-
ing ignorance about having any idea of Mulliah Goundan’s family, he
claimed that he had conferred Pattakarship on Moya Goundan, a descend-
ant of Mulliah Goundan’s father’s brother.!"® The sons who executed an
agreement with the government, Chinna Goundan,s/o Mulliah Goundan,
and Chinna Goundan, s/0 Andee Goundan, also supported this view.'"

Contradicting this, the gumTanaudee Goundan, aged over 60 years, said
that on the death of the original Pattadar, his brother Mulliah Goundar
Vellaiah Goundan was appointed as Pattadar; he continued to be in ser-
vice until 1839."" The British administration accepted the version of the
young man, who always favoured them, and ignored the view of the aged
guru. Such were the means adopted by the British settlers to create divi-
sions among tribals and wreck their administrative set-up-

The colonial government intended to put on hold the land disposal
rights of the tribal Pattadars so as to provide more lands to the British
planters and thereby garner more revenue from the hills. The govern-
ment disregarded the views of the guru of Chitteri hills and others, who
were strong advocates of these hereditary rights.The government claimed
that no such right had been given since 1825 when the original Patta-
dar died. To put off any claim made by the hereditary Pattadars, it forced
them to pay the long-outstanding land rents that had accumulated for
over 19 years, and were mainly from the British planters."” Invariably, it
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ere related to the origina] Pattada,._ :
approach‘;;i ;Ll ;gzsueb:l}j];e\g an application stating that he coy zion of
a formfer eiat her one or three years if rent for the lands Occupieg v Ce the
Ef:::sa:; other Britishers was refiuc?d e 177._8-4 ﬁ'pm the Origicnlz
bereiz of Rs 868.12°Without considering the heredltary triba] Pattada, ik
he collector called a tender for revenue assessment. Person : -
t]im» ;ains made an offer for the lands OFhCr than those granted by tl;n
& ment at Rs 750."' Avaricious as it was, the colonia] , % e
gg‘::riﬁ its attempt to garner more revenue, .dleiberately divideq tha trg;:
people, created dissensions within the trad'ltlonal SYster.n and e"entual]y
withdrew the hereditary titles of_Pdt_tada"S’”P flnd Luruship,

Right from the days of colonial intervention (1793), lang
the Shervaroy hills was collected through the Pattadar. Dul'ing the Read
settlement (1793-97), land revenue was collected €Ven annualy throy
the Pattadars, and it continued till the Permanent Settlement period
(1802-19). In 1819, the hills were brought under the direct Managemep;
of the collector, and this system continued until 1822 After

this, Myl
liah Goundan alone performed the duties of the Patt‘adar.'122 In

1823, the
government executed an agreement for the assessment of Mootog Nady

revenye in

Andee Goundan.'™ Mullia Goundan died 2 ;
a brother, Vellaiah Goundan Mulliah Goundan, and a minor son, Chinna

hen, the government did not have any agreement with
the succeeding Pattadars 125 It is evident that the land disposal rights were
under the contro] of Pattadars. The administrat;

dar was merely a communj

round 1825, leaving behind

Non-tribal settlement
In the early 19¢ century, the
Was insignificant. After the
migrated ip large nump,

presence of non-tribal people in the hill ar;?i:
ettlement of the Britishers, plains people 2 ste
e1s. Until the 1871 Census, there WAy S Separ'an
data for them i, the hills.According to the Census of 1871, the p OPu]aff lc})xe
of the ares yyyg 10,745, of whom 1,943 people or about 85 per cent © trc
non-tribals were Pariahs27 (a scheduled caste); 6 were Chetties; 22 v'an—
_Muslims, who Introduced the usurioys rate of interest; and the remal le
Ing 318 belonged ¢, the other Castes.'* Of the rest, about 100 pc]o}zef
ncluding children belonged European stock,!2? Migrants in the &
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ly scheduled castes, who had fled the plains to escape the
ranny of oppressive traditional systems.The non-tribals migrated to the
hill areas tO take advantage of the low prices of land. Hence, it might be
cafely assumed that during th'e.early 19th century, land alienation, though
negligible, was due to the British settlers, Pariahs and the other backward
classes and not because of the moneylenders and traders, who arrived on
the scene only during the second half of the 19th century.

Before colonial intervention, people from the plains refrained from
settling down in the hills due to fear of malaria. It was only after Brit-
ish intervention that some non-tribal people made their settlements. But
this could not be the reason for Jarge-scale alienation of tribal lands. The
initiatives of the British planters gave an initial thrust to the problem, and

non-tribal people followed the suit to aggravate it.

eriod were most

Impact of forest acts

Under the Madras Forest Act, certain rights were given to the tribal peo-

ple subjected to the approval of the Forest Department with quantitative
restrictions. Extraction of any prohibited forest product and grazing cattle
in the closed lands could lead to imprisonment of siX months and one
month and penalty of Rs 500 and Rs 200, respectively. In addition to that,
they were forced to render free services to Forest Department officers.

In the early 19th century, a very large part of tribal lands was alienated
and its traditional administrative structure was dismantled, while during
the last quarter of that century all the CPRSs were taken over by the For-
est Department. About 68,751 acres or roughly 107 square miles was
brought under the reserve forest in Shervaroy hills in 1892.!% Even while
holding the tribal people responsible for deforestation, the government
encouraged non-tribal people, particularly Britishers, to settle down and
take up cultivation on the forest lands. For example, in 1925, there were
15 coffee estates, spread over 3,613.48 acres of land, the lease for which
was also extended.' Hence, it becomes clear chat to satisfy the require-
ments of non-tribal people, especially the British settlers, all the rules and
regulations of the Forest Department were flouted.

Decline of tribal economy

Consequent to the decline of the tribal economy; the Malaiyalis who
duced to being agricultural and plantation

In 1836, the entire tribal population
brought under the occupational cat-
terioration set in, with their

were cultivators earlier were re
labourers during the 19th century.
in Salem and Baramahal region was
egory of ‘cultivators.!*? Later on, further de
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e : ken an irreversible dow & |
occupational posn]c];l:i:il:}‘:l:g dtaother non-tribal settleps b}'Oug g la?-n
the one hand, tbg al-managed lands under coffee Plantatjqy singg. tl%:
extent of the tri and on the other, vast tracts of forest are, Were .,
car(liy 19tluerc‘;ng:e}’;t under the Madras Forest Act in 18
fied as res . e
the gro ‘.mh Of;hsrt;ifdic::l:ou)t’ 10,000 acres was broy
Wlth.m th:hioch resulted in nearly three-f_'ourths of the
culuvatlog,\. classified as non—wor'kers mn 1871, S
Wil orkers increased steadily over the- peri
N Ofn‘on;‘Zuction of coffee cultivation, be51de§
i) The lntrd s of production, degraded the Malaj li
the tribal mode hat of agricultural labourers, The British Planters. whe
of cultivators to thu e extent of unoccupied lands, which Were used 2
indirectly held 2 ugied a large extent of tribal Jands, COnsequently, large
CPRS,;l;r;: tg;’(Zlcmce fribal people were forced tq either depend op the
propor

. to the planters as labourers,
i unity people or turn
lands of their own comm

In the 1871 Census, 3,016 were classified as workers, of whom 68 4¢
n e ) ’ §

d Slide‘

83, which, “Tippleg

ght unde

he tota] POPUIation
‘e then, the Cat-
od in the Shervaroy
drastically

- changing
yalis from , Position

I Coffee

y . er-
€rs increased, the Wage 285 corresponfi m%ly :2::; ?8130.
varoy hills, Even though the coffee estates were established a caia i
the earljest available Wage account is only for 1864.The .wag}f Sherikzd
Plantation workers was four annas four pies per diem in the sletworks
ills in 1864,134 1, 1870, for the coffee plantation works, the m

rkers
. : ; male wo
€IS earned from one annqg eight pies to three annas; the fe

oneé
. T : rs earned
recewved one gppy iy pies; and the children under 12 bt

anna,' [ 1872, the

o el
Wage rate in the Shervaroys was R 1 for :z;cld;z,lent
In other words, it was only two anng eight pies per day. Thefor six days’
feport (1905) said that the Wage rate was Rs 1 to R 1—2._0 1862-1905.
Work. " It shows that the Wage rate did not change during

Owever, the Wage rate ha

: district
d increased slightly in the plains of the
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. eneral during the 19th century."*® Not only did a large proportion of
e :bal people become agricultural/plantation labourers, but also their
remnained almost constant during the 19th century, a clear indi-

e rat€ : : )
i he collapse of the tribal socio-economic system.

cation of t

Conclusions

Interpretations of 19th-century environmental history, particularly those
oncerning coffee plantations, clearly show that the _colonia] adminis-
x h disregarded the welfare of the tribal people, also ignored

tration, whic : ; '
the conservation of the ecology and environment of the hilly regions of
Madras presidency. On the one hand, the colonial medical practitioners

expressed grave concern over f:onsequences of dcfgr.estation; on the <.)ther
hand, the colonial administration as well as the Brmsh. se:tt]ers estabhshed
planters’ Raj by al}enatlng the tribal lands and appropriating -the CPRs. In
other words, in spite of the commendable talks on conservation, the colo-
nial government had actively encouraged the British planters to engage
in large-scale denudation of forests for setting up coffee plantations, lead-
ing to ecological and environmental degradation in the Shervaroys.

Vast tracts of forests were cleared not only to establish the plantations
but also to lay roads to the estates in order to transport the produce
and process it. Due to large-scale alienation of tribal lands and CPRs,
the self-reliant agrarian economy and the traditional socio-political and
»dministrative system started crumbling slowly and disintegrated beyond
redemption. Subsequently, the forests were notified as reserve forest by
the Madras Forest Act 1882. All these culminated in forcing the tribal
people to become wage labourers, an issue unknown to them in their
history. Quite clearly, tribal development was never on the agenda of the
colonial rule, despite the conditions of the hill inhabitants worsening in
the 19th century.

The CPRs became out of bounds for the tribal people, and with the
introduction of the Madras Forest Act 1882, the restrictions effectively
curtailed their access even to the natural resources. Even prior to this
(since 1825), these rights were restricted in the Shervaroys with the
arrival of the coffee plantations. Most of the lands and forests, which
were used as CPRs with unfettered freedom, fell prey to the planters’
Raj. Land alienation and ecological degradation were the direct con-

sequences of the introduction of coffee plantations in the hills coupled
ions. Intervention of market forces

yvith the demise of the tribal institut
into the non-market tribal economy irreversibly altered the ground reali-
the use of CPRs were made

ties wherein the customary tribal rights on
redundant in favour of private property rights that benefited non-tribal
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:  of the traditional syste)
le, leading to the collapse of t Wi
g: (t)gl:al econgmy during the 19th century, Stated

. s =y . :
lifies the imperial environmentalist’s claim as far as
Presidency were concerned. A
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il:lie is paid in kind, and settles petty disputes.
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A division of the country ot province or hill.
Spiritual leader.

BOR,Vol. 1769, p. 12124, TNSA.
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A counterpart of lease conversant on the part of the proprietor’s or cultivator’s

document agreeing to the rates of assessment imposed by the government.

BOR,Vol. 1769, p- 12129, TNSA.

OR,Vol. 2067, p. 1751, TNSA.

Ibid., p- 2755, TNSA.

Ibid.

BOR, Vol. 1769, pp- 12080-85, TNSA.

Ibid., p- 12090, TNSA.

See Government of Madras, Report of the Commissioners for the Investigation of
Alleged Cases of Torture in the Madras Presidency, Chennai: Government of Madras,

1855, TINSA.

BOR_ Vol. 1838, p. 16684, TNSA.
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During the early 19th century, the colonial government had followed/experi-
mented various methods of land revenue settlement, of which amani settlement
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