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; . o lies between northern latitude 11°14/4¢"
Saldc TZ(E){I’IS%'?g}'a;?lzhliletr\;i(:leastern longitude 77°30'52" and 78°53/05".
;: 1793, the total geographical area of thi§ region was 4,092,973 acres
(78.19 per cent plains and 21.81 per cent hills), of which 1,127,716 acres
(27.55 per cent) was arable, 359,279 acres (8.78 per cent) was fallow,
1,559,612 acres (38.1 per cent) was cultivable waste and 1,046,366 acres
(25.56 per cent) was uncultivable waste.! Of 6,041 villages, 435 were clas-
sified as hill villages.? There are 12 minor rivers, mostly originating from
the hills and flowing for about 497 miles.” A number of plant species and
fauna were found in abundance in the region, particularly in the hills.
Varieties of trees having great value like sandalwood and teak besides sev-
eral medicinal plants and herbs were in plenty in the hills.* For instance,
in the Kolli hills, 209 species consisting of 54 trees, 34 shrubs, 80 herbs
and 41 climbers were enumerated, of which 103 species comprising 36
trees, 18 shrubs, 27 herbs and 21 climbers were classified as medicinal
plants.> Invariably, other hills of the region also had these plants.

The hill tracts had an abundance of domestic and wild animals. Salem
and Baramahal was one of the prominent cattle-breeding districts in Madras
Presidency. It was home to elephants, tigers, panthers, leopards, jungle cats,
;‘:Z:’;E c;:eer;hwﬂd pigs, monkeys, hyenas, wolves, red dogs, jackals, foxes

- turther, 48 species of snakes were found in the district.®

Origin of tribals
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people, natives of a mountainous ree;
and occupied the hilly tracts such as the Kolli hille ¢ S
Western Ghats and the Nilgiris.? .O]h hllls (m Salem dISt_nCt)" the

The .second theory argues that Malaiyalis were native Tamils wh"o‘ were
there right from the ancient Sangam period (3 BC to AD 3).° It is being
cited that the VV'Ol'd Malavar found in the Sangam classics der;otes thehl.‘%
This theory claims that in the ancie

. nt Tamil country th : |
distinctive Tamil-speaking people, namely try there existed three

and Aryan migrants."! The third theorr ginals, Dravidian Tamils

laims that they were mio
. ! migrants
of recent times. According to the manual i :

reports, they were .Tamil-speaking people who had migrated from the
plains in comparatively recent times."? They are, however, distinct from

those in the plains and quite different from the Malayalam-speaking peo-
ple of Kerala, although the name connotes both 12 They are neither a

carnivorous ethnic group like some tribes in the Nilgiris, where there

is discrimination among the hill inhabitants," nor are they treated as
untouchables like the scheduled castes.’

Although there is evidence in the Sangam literature to prove that the
tribals had lived in the mountains of Tamil Nadu since the ancient times,
details about their socio-economic, political, administrative and judicial
institutions were not available until the close of ‘the 18th century or the
advent of the British. The colonial records, while maintaining that the
tribals were migrants from the plains between the 14th and 16th cen-
turies, also admit the possibility of the hills being inhabited prior to this
exodus. Malaiyalis of South Arcot, North Arcot, Salem, Dharmapuri and
Tiruchirappalli districts were emigrants from Kancheepuram (Chengal-
pattu district) during the 16th century. However, there are different ver-
sions about their migration.'® Y |

The characteristic features of the Tamil-speaking Malaiyali tribes are
different from the Todas, who still follow a pastoral economy and have
a different name in each of the hill groups. In the Baramahal Records," g
they are known as ‘Malaiyandi Vellallu’.'® In general, they are called
Malai Vellalar, Kongu Vellalar, Kanchimandalathar, l\{la}aikkaran, Malai
Kavundan, Mala Nayakkan, Malayala, Malaiyalan, KaralkatVellalas,’Karala
Vellalas, Kanchimandala Vellalas and Karalan.'® All have ‘Kavundan as.t!me .
second name, which is universally used to hail their g§n§3108Y DCSP“‘?
being called differently in different hills, .they are not d_lstfnct from eaih.
other; apparently, they are ordinary Tamlls,. who, after nvleogratln§ toft;he-
hills, have developed some local customs unique to them.‘ Pe?p Gt tie
Vellala community in the plains have also sgtde.d in the hﬂls.. i :

Before the arrival of the plains people, tribal communities such as

S, gazetteers and government

Vedan and Beder had lived in the different hills of !:his rggiog.’f Fgr}cis ¢y .‘
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pPRE-COLO ... the Malayalis killed

. we d}’ t :;r:-riages a gun is still ﬂ&% "

L i ded the womerm . d husban d'2 According l‘b
che men, and wedde th of the Vedan P, D
he air to represen the dea | neighbours or inva ers without
it ial system gets disintegrated’®

adopt new er $OC
ing their for™ Iy hill inhabitants nor migrants

izing that bY ither ‘ :
realizing 2t ¥ " o ) are nelld;fmpo £both the streams with their own
of time. However they are not eth-

new systen, :
nically distinctive groups.

Tribal population
e size of the tribal population until

account of th ‘ :
; ristics collected for the plains as

There is no authentl _
i y ulation sta
g s “;I:t 1:1(1)5 reliability of the data can be questioned,

l\)\c;ecli:sset:fehl-l(liliar;:: hills did not come undgr direct colonial rule .till
then as it continued to be an independent reglon. The total population
of an area was estimated according to the revenue c.ollected from there;
that is it was merely supposition. The hills, Wthh yielded revenue, were
supposed to be inhabited. One of the ma_]or_draw.backs of theée esti-
mates was that the rates of assessment were not identical among different
hills and also within the same hill, as different rates were adopted for
assessment. For instance, in Jawadhi hills, 125 rates had prevailed — 88

2 Hence, the population data

different rates for ploughs and 37 for hoes.
It cannot be taken as a

was nothing but an apparently crude estimation.
realistic count during the pre-colonial and early colonial rule in Salem

and Baramahal region.
In 1793, there were 25 taluks in Salem and Baramahal. The hills in only

12 of them were occupied — five taluks, three from the southern division
and two from the northern division, had a population of more than 1,000
people. Of the remaining, five had an insignificant population density,
that is 1 per cent each of the southern and central divisions and 3 per
cent of the northern division. The hills in the two remaining taluks had
between 200 and 1,000 persons.

abg;l;e&)%‘%logoi?laion of Salem and Baramahal region in 1793 was
population’ den,si ‘;]n C:}Iln 27’713 (4.62 per cent) lived in the hills. The
e peoplt: e e hills was lower than that of the plains. There
which also varied ﬁ%;lsgiar%gme in the plains against 174 in the hills,
of land was Jeft unoccupiedoat thpep ple.”” This shows that a large extent
tribals having at their disposal v ¢ me of colonial intervertioniRIEIES

ast tracts of forest lands.
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The Ma]aiy'alis had t‘hre.e divisilons or sub-castes recognised amone them.
namely Perﬁ.yﬁ"MﬂaXal“' 1§°‘11'£4a1aivalis and pachaﬁalai;:ﬁs.%osm- |
ghervaroy hills and Aranuthumalai in Salem taluk, K i \ e
raluk in Salem district and Chitteri hills GG

AL hills of Harur taluk of the present
Dharmapuri district were cz'dled Penya-Malaiyalis.Thosé of Kolli hills in
Namakkal and Attur taluks in Salem district were called Kolli-Malaiyalis

And those in the ?acbar;:alais of Sa?em and Tiruchirappalli districts weré
called Pach;}—l.\/lalalyahs. The Periya-Malaiyalis believed that ‘Karalan’
was their orlgmal.cf"is.te name bc?fore they split into three sub-tribes.??

All the three; divisions sometimes called themselves Vellalas: the North
Arcot Malaiyalis were called Karaikat Vellalas, South Arcot Malaiyali§ were
called Karala Vellalas and some Malaiyalis called themselves Kanchimandala
Vellalas.* They had different nomenclature according to their place of living,

Fach division had exogamous subdivisions or kulams. The Pacha-
Malaiyalis were subdivided into Tanadi, Vandayan, Semburan, Navidaya,
Kalla, Kikkidayan, Neviday, Kurichidaya and others.*! The Kolli-Malaiyalis
were divided into Kalavi, Sembolan, Selumbi, Kolappaudi,Ambalan Valangai,
Soludaiyan, Kunai-Pittan, Sakkiratti and so on. Some of the later divisions
regard each other as cousins but do not enter into matrimonial alliances.*?
Each Malaiyali caste group is again divided into several small groups.

Though isolated from the mainstream, Malaiyalis had a well-established
social, political, administrative and economic system as in the plains.
The guru occupied the highest rank among the Malaiyalis and played a
prominent role in the tribal system.* His main function was to appoint
the headman or Pattakaran in the different nadus and settle the disputes
between the nadus. The office of the guru was hereditary; if his son was a
minor, his brother would take that right. This can be understood from the
statemnent of a guru made in 1841, The gur had said, ‘As ther.e is a God to
the hill people, so am I a gooroo to them ... the goorooship descepded :
to me from my generation.” L 4

Till the advent of colonial rule, the guru of Chitteri hills in Dharmapusi = =
district administered the Malaiyalis of different nads. For 'ad:“mma:“.’e |
purposes, each hill group was divided into paliyapv_tt/jagtrs’_ /nadus’. or
estates,”” which consisted of many. villages or Basglets 0L SN t‘he B
Kolli hills of Namakkal was broadly classified into Ewo estates, namely
Shelloor or Moonoor estate and Soel o Gundur estate, pRERORL AL

comprised three nadus, namely Shelloor,Tirinaanr and De‘{ggqor, Whi'-Ch.
had 14, 8 and 3 villages, respectively.”® i
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-CO
W nsisted of four nadus: Gu;dugvle;asﬁlt;r ::Trzppqt’
The Gundur estatc.‘icl’l ese comprised 22, t_to,_121 ;I;chamalaisgSl;e r:’pec.
Ariyur andYaJavandY’l er hills - Attur-Kolli hi E, dministrativ’e i aro
tyely. [l ! c')]tl1 — had the same type O £ malai, Bod SIOn.s
i andhKaliylf:r I:inss ~ Chitteri, Neyyamali, Jarugumalai, Bodamaly;.
except the sn

| 121.¥ |
. i and Aranuthuma i ;
Palamala1,jamlinutl?::;z])fli: was the headmen who administered the Vil
In Madras Prest 4

: has this to say aboyg them;
: A 1a] eriod. Munro : ) ' 1
i e o, ey il the il -
guonyer n}‘;s wiff, the magistrate and head 0 the pthem; e S:itt ﬁ-
e e béing left entirely to the villagers s bam the
ment of disputes lans.*2 The headmen played a Cooal role betwgen
heads of Cam; ale c ;,e;nm ent. Baker said that the ‘village ofﬁcer.s had
i t?:coxtng iitermediaries between go\fernmjrllt and the village,
long' e the demands and desires of both parties an hevyTng some sort
n}efe?t;ﬁgboth parties for his service’.* Thus states Graham:
0

iginate i utary eftects to that system which shal]
Itl::lcl».i1 S:h(::niil}?:l:t;tihz; ae]zuchr}\:'ﬂlage under one person \Zho as
fheir head and as the immediate agent between the.lr)111 a? tg}fvi_
ernment, at the same time that he bgcomes responsi de or : t; r
rents, as ’they fall due will have an intimate knowle hge of des
abilit’y of each member of the community, anﬂ adopt the perio
of his own demands upon them accordingly.

The revenue village had two principal officers, namely the headmanb;);
Maniakaran and the accountant or Karnam. Further, thf:re were a num :
of assistants like watchmen, irrigation OVErseers, Crop 1nsp'ect(:5r§1: .r]imgle;-
and general dogsbodies, collectively known as vﬂlage menials, }11 c ;
nial intervention, the headman controlled the village economy. The sam
system of village administration prevailed in the hills also. i i

For the purpose of administration, each nadu*® had a four-tier admin
istrative set-up: Pattakaran® or headman, Maniakaran,*® Ur-Kavundan or
Moopan®® and Kangani The Pattakaran, chieftain of each nadu, had exten-

' he contributions for the guru besides acting é;(s)
a mediator between the tribals, while the Maniakaran assisted the guru.
If the Ur-Kavundan could not sett]e any dispute, it would be left to.the
Pattakaran, who was treateq s the chief guest at harvest and marriage
functions, Further, he controlleg all the Ur-Kavundaps.

Installation of the Pattakaran, 5 hereditary office, was held in a grand
manner with a grand feast and apig] sacrifice.’! In the event of his death

and his son being a minor, his brother would be appointed to that post.

1




pRE-COLONIAL TRIBAL SYSTEM (PRIOR TO 1793)
he decision of Fhe guru would be final and binding in any dispﬁt'e relat-
ing to Pattakarship. 0?23 among th? many Pattakarans in the hills acted as
the periya-Pattakaran,* who f;:ncuoned as the arbitrator in any dispute
volving EWO OF more nac_ius. He exercised diverse functions, both reli-
ious and Jud1c1‘a1' accordmg to local laws, and enjoyed the revenue of
he estate after giving a portion to the local deity. Depending on his own
de mand from the land, he decided the amount of tax collected from the

cribals. The rate of tax was not always consistent as the assessment was

adjusted according to the situation.’* |

The Pattakaran appointc_ad some people to protect the prof;erties of the
eribals, especially fr(?m thl.eves, and to check the entry of strangers into
the hills.” Their main dgues were guarding houses and crops, assisting in
revenue collection, keeping an eye on strangers and thieves and recover-
ing stolen property. In the _plalns, these traditional policing activities were
done by the lower castes.>® The Pattakaran was almost a petty raja, and
without his knowledge nothing would happen in the hills.” The tribals
were brought under the control of the plain rulers only during the reign
of Achuthadeva Raya of the Vijayanagar Kingdom during the 16th cen-
cury (1532). They, however, maintained the system of revenue collection
through the Periya-Pattakaran.>®

The Ur-Kavundan administered the tribals directly with the help of
the Kanganies, who also functioned like the police. They collected infor- {
mation about the incidents in the villages and passed it on to the Ur- 1 ‘
Kavundan, who took necessary action. Each and every transaction, namely |
marriage, divorce, harvest and festivals, took place in the presence of the
Ur-Kavundan. When disputes, like partition of property between broth-
ers or divorce, were brought to his notice, he summoned the panchayat,
consisting of the elected members of the clans or family groups, for con-
sultation and pronounced the decision. Penalties were imposed in money,
sheep, cow, bull or grain according to the nature of the offence or dis-
pute.” For example, if a woman, whether a virgin, married or a widow,
commits adultery with a man of another caste or if a man commits adul-
tery with women of another caste, the woman is fined Rs 3-89 and the
man Rs 7-0-0.%° Divorce on payment of a fine of Rs 25 is allowed.®! This
shows that the tribals had a well-established administrative system during:
the pre-colonial period. A ,,

The tribal villages, mostly located near a rivulet or a water source,
were so small that they had no more than ten families each. A fence to
confine the village pigs from destroying the crops surrounded each ‘vxli-
lage. Instead of mud walls, the houses were built of tatties (mats) of I.sp‘_h’tj .
bamboo and roofed with jungle grass.> All the materials for t}fe houses
were collected from the hills, Every house had a five-feet-high deck, = 8

¢
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PRE-COLONIAL TRIBAL SYSTEM (PRIOR Tq 1793)

used for sleeping. During winter, fire was kept un.der. the deck ¢ fotecy
against the cold weather. Even th‘ough the Mala}yalxs celebrated p ongal
Adi and Decpavali, the annual festivals of Fhexr chief god, held in the dif: ,
ferent hills, were the most popular in which a}l congregated. The annua‘l
festival of the Arapaleeshwarar temple ip Kolli hills, Kariya RamaSWam
temple in Periya-Kalrayan hills and Kariyaramar temple in the She

hills attracted a large number of devotees. Fpr example, the Presidiy
deity of the Kariya Ramaswamy temple in Penyg-Kalrayan hills, the chief
god of the Kalrayan hills, attracted a congregation of more than 10,000
people during the festival.**

During the pre-colonial period, the tribals also lived in the kombe_g
villages in the plains adjoining the hills. The kombes, which also :
non-tribal population, acted as a marketing junction for bot
and plainsmen. In other words, these kombes were the place o
of tribal economy with that of the non-tribals and vice ver
helped the tribals in being informed about the movement of strangers
into the hills. These kombe villages were under the contro] of the trib
Pattakaran/ Maniagars. Tribal headmen collected the revenue in the kombes
There was also an instance of 2 headman having mortgaged to the shroff/
head farmer of a nearby town some of the kombes for a sum less than the
quarter of the annual revenue collection.® Till colonial int
kombes have played a distinct role in the tribal econo
tribals to interact with the mainstream.

The tribals, to keep their social identity intact, detested éntering the
mainstream. They thought that strangers would disturb their culture and
traditions. The propaganda that fevers and cholera were widely prevalent
in the hill areas, although no such epidemic prevailed, was intended to
prevent non-tribals from getting into the tribal system.* They disliked
the plainsmen settling in the hills and avoided mixing with new settlers.
Whenever they saw a group of newcomers or strangers in their surround-
ings, they immediately dismantled their settlements and moved farther
mnto the hills.” Further, they consciously avoided any interaction with
the plains people who settled in the hills, for they wanted their way of life
and system to remain undisturbed. Even though the hill inhabitants were
dressed in an ‘uncivilised’ fashion, they maintained a well-disciplined and
structured administrative, judicial and cultural institution. Hence, they
tried their best to retain their identity, distinct from that of the outsiders.

I'Varoy
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a
h the triby
f interaction
sa. They 3150

ervention the
my besides allowing

Tribal economy

In South India, every caste is usua]]

Y associated with an occupation. Until
recently, the caste of 2 man could v

ery easily be known by his occupation.
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Jherence to the occupat.ion o.f one’s caste is kula dharma according to
A us treatises. But the inhabitants of the hills had no specific occupa-
rehgles They drew their subsistence from collection of forest produce and

jitional methods of cultivation. Early literary works in Tamil provide a
i 1b1€ sccount of the living conditions in the hills. In spite of the dis-
v regarding the periodisation of Sangam literature,” it remains one of

Utesarliest sources of information about the tribes in the Tamil country.
e ;1 the ancient classics, it could be discerned that the hill inhabitants
E ::j agriculture as thcf main source of their subsis.tence and also exchanged
the forest produce with the plains .people.’o During the period of drought
or SCATCIEY: their wants were 'reahsed by pe?rforming folk dances in the

[ains besides working as soldiers to the plains kings.”

The tribals’ subsistence economy was solely dependent on agricul-
cure and forest produce._The Sangam literature. says that the tribals cul-
ivated ‘ivanatt paddy” in the wetlands and raised thenai (Foxtail millet)
in the dry lands.™ Pepper was grown to some extent along with banana
and jackfruit.” Apart from this, they collected honey to a large extent.”
They followed multiple cropping patterns,™ practised weeding out and
removed insects from the crops.” Animals were hunted and distributed
smong the villagers and groups.”® Though revenue was paid on the basis
of the extent of land cultivated, information about the share of agricul-
tural produce is not available.”

For their livelihood and other requirements like housing materi-
als, agricultural implements, firewood and grazing, tribals were entirely
dependent on forests, which also provided them with social and cultural
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, tribal economy could not be
ceen in isolation without the forest® Guha asserts that in the pre-British
period, ‘there was little or no interference with the customary use of for-
est and forest produce’.™

Until colonial intervention or even a little afterwards, the tribals fol-
lowed both shifting® and settled cultivation. On the one hand, shifting
cultivation would lead to soil erosion and effect changes in the flow of
water in the rivers downstream. This negative fallout on the ecology and
environment would pose a threat to sustainability.® On the other hand,
it would increase the area under cultivation and create mor€ Space for
grazing, thereby accentuating the process of establishing permanent and
semi-permanent agricultural production.* However, there are two major
divergent views on shifting cultivation.” One school of thought argues
‘]‘j‘t expansion of shifting cultivation has caused large-scale denudation
of forest cover. The other contends that development projects of the

tjon-

31




—~AVNVRNTYM L. -

PRE-COLONIAL TRIBAL SYSTEM (PRIOR TOQ 1793)

government and the timber lobby were mostly {esponsil?le for defo
tion. The latter claimed that the effects of shifting cultivation o,
cover were overstated.” e

Further, the consequences of shifting cultivation would largely depeng
on the density of population and other eme.rnal-.fact‘ors. Recent stud.
ies have proved that shifting cultivation, practised in dﬂ'erent pockets o
tribal areas over the centuries, had not affected the sustainability Of foreg
resources.’” However, the low density of population would no lead ¢,
any damages in the hill ecosystem. The density of population being ve
low and scattered in the hill ranges, this traditional type of cultivation
would have neither created any ecological imbalance nor threatened the
environment. The British policy of restricting shifting cultivation, i fact
was not only to bring the hills under state control to generate mora rev.,
enue but also to facilitate commercialisation of forests.® After the Com-
pany Raj, the rule of the British crown that followed had restricteq and
discouraged shifting cultivation to serve the cause of the empire # How-
ever, the low density of population would not lead to any damages in the
hill ecosystem. ™

Shifting cultivation, called koffukadu’' in Tamil, was practised exten.
sively in the hills of Salem and Baramahal region. Buchanan says that
trees were cut down and burnt from a selected spot for three months
commencing from April through the middle of July, and by the end of
July seeds were sown using hoes and with the help of hired labour,
The main crops cultivated were kollu or horse gram, thenai and karby
(Pearl millet). Each of the crops was either sown separately or mixed
with a small quantity of cottonseed. While the season for sowing thenai
and kambu continued until the middle of September, sowing of kollu or
horse gram started and continued till the end of September.”® After 25
days of sowing, the crops were weeded out. The next year, different grains
were sown between the cotton crops. In the third year, new places were
chosen for clearings. Generally, the tribals shifted to other places at an
mterval of three to six years. Cropping pattern under shifting cultiva-

tion varied each year, and the area of cultivation too was changed within
a short period.

Cultivation in one byl

resty.
forest

of kottukadu required one puddy’ of cotton-
seed, five puddies of horse gram and eight puddies of kambu or thenai. In the
first year, it would produce 240 puddies of horse gram and 260 puddies of
kambu or thenai. In other words, the output was 48 times for horse gram
and 33 times for kambu or thena;. In the second year, the output declined
to 160 puddies for horse gram and 172 puddies for thenai or kambu.”” The
output of horse gram declined 18 times, while that of thenai and kantbu
declined 11 times. In the second year, four ‘tucus’ of cotton wool was
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duc ed, One acre of land pro‘d.uced about six bushels of horse gram
p 4 six pushels of kambu or thenai in the first year.In the second year, four
an hels of horse gram, a little more than four bushels of kambu or thenai

u; bout 32 pounds of cotton vxfool were produced. Output in kottukady
an Ay decreased year after year in the hill areas,
US; icultural productivity was higher in the hill areas when compared
” thge plains. For example, 5 puddies of h.orse gram seeds sown in the hill

s yiclded 240 puddies (or about 48 times the quantity of seed used).

arer 24 puddies of the same seed sown in the plain areas, the output was
EZIY 384 puddies or abogt 16 tin}es the seed quantity. About 8 puddies

{ ambu or thenai sown in the hill areas would produce 260 puddies or
gz-fold of the seed, while in the plaTns arisikambu gave 72-fold and nat-
ukambu yielded almost the same as in the hills. Cotton output was also
high in the hill areas. .
At the beginning of the ?9th century, mixed crops were cultivated both
in the hills and in the plains. More than two to five crops were raised
multaneously in the same field.” Output of the fresh lands in the hill
Jreas was higher than those in the plains. However, the yield decreased
over the period due to continued cultivation on the same piece of land.

Value for land did not emerge in the hills until the introduction of

coffee plantations. Land revenue was paid on the basis of the number of
implements, namely ploughs and hoes used for cultivation.” Once they
paid the land revenue, the tribals cultivated as much land as they could.
Given the meagre population density and the abundance of land resources
at their disposal, they were not aware of the value of land. Moreover, there
was no external demand for lands in the hills until white men stepped in.

Mode of production

The debate on the mode of production in the Indian subcontinent ini-
tiated with different perceptions had concluded that there existed and
do exist different modes of production: feudalism, semi-feudalism, pre-
capitalism, capitalism and colonial modes besides the dual mode.*® The
existing modes of production among the tribals in the entire length and
breadth of this country also vary from primitive communism to feudal-
ism.""! The tribals of Salem and Baramahal region had followed mainly
settled agriculture and to some extent shifting cultivation at the time of
British intervention. '

The tribal men, women and children were all engaged in agriculu'ml
activities, Clearing forests by felling jungle trees, procuring materials,
building huts and grazing cattle were the different kinds of work. When
the main work was over, weeding out and protecting the crops fell on
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B
the womenfolk, wl.lile ‘zl;e men genherallyl whiled away theiy )
production. S _ a

The tribals rarely enhste. the serv1ces.of others sitigai
bers and relatives met their labour requirements. Labg amily &
—exi d the whole population ¢ UL man e,

almost non-existent, and. . . ePendeq tke
for their subsistence. Being self—rehar.n: [ cconomic vpy g
‘ re very few and limited. E NSactig, . iveg
requirements too we y ! d. Except for o ns, e
they were not dependent on out51fiers during the Pre-colgp: ®S ang Salu
The family members of the tribal households did the mal.period u{{
tions.'® Only for harvests did the cultivators avail the haf Chtire °Pe;~a
members of the village, who were not paid for theijr servie e‘z ,;lf_;t S Othe;

partook in the harvest feast.! Even at Fhe peak season, hir.in &Y in
was very rare. And if hired, wages were nvariably paid in o dg ';f labour
a peculiar system: ‘Sometimes th.e employer will haye not on] .t €Y hag
the whole of the harvest, but will also have to get somethip © Pay gy
home to satisfy the labourers.'* The cultivator could, in turnge:mm from
of his neighbour’s produce. The earlier tribal systems Were r;lorrn a sl.m

rooted than being economically oriented. This € so¢j

low land value in the hills than in the plains of

Was the reasop kil
s s - f Salem and Barama,) 0
Demand for land being insignificant in the hi ;
one-tenth of that in the plains.

Ils, land valye Was almgg

Forest and tribals

During the pre-colonial period, vast tracts of uncultivated lands in Madras
Presidency were under forest cover.'” That the tribals also lived in the
plains villages adjoining the hills meant that their control extended up to
the slopes. Hence, it could not be concluded that they had control only

over the hills. The adjoining plains people also used the forests without
any restriction.

Revenue settlement

In southern India, the rulers enjoyed the right to have a share in the
produce of all cultivated lands.'” Land revenue practices of sharing the
produce from farming continued till the early colonial period.!® In
the pre-colonial period, particularly during the Mughal era, land rev}
enue demand varied according to social and agrarian conditions. Ha.lfod
the produce being the maximum, land revenue demand was dctermlgief-
according to the conditions of the peasants and depending on th:‘l )

ferent kinds of crops.'"! During the Hyder regime, different rates ot la
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e collected from the farmers. However, there was no decline
reveny© . on.112 Colonel Read enumerated that there was no fewer than
in Cu]UVﬂUt ates on dry land varying from 2 pagodas'™ 11 fanams'™* and

6 diffiﬁfrzo 2 fanams 65 cash and pagodas averaging 0-21-40 per acte, and
20 cash 51 different rates on wet lands varying from 6-18-10 pagodas
po less thgg agodas besides an average of pagodas 2-3-8 per acre."'® Rev-
to 11;1 C£ s of different revenue divisions collected the different rates

ge colie nue for the wet and dry lands.
of 1! s d;nan or Amildar'” of the village played a significant role by
ijeting petween the government and the farmers. During the pre-
me 12

al period the headmen determined the amount of land revenue.
colonid :

it must originate in the salutary effects to that system which shall

lace the inhabitants of each village under one person, who as
their head and as the immediate agent between them and Gov-
ernment, at the same time that he becomes responsible for their
rents, as they fall due will have an intimate knowledge of the
Jbility of each member of the community and adopt the periods
of his own demands upon them accordingly.!®

However, the headmen and revenue servants informally collected more
revenue from the cultivators than what was due, regardless of the eco-
nomic conditions.” Though the Malaiyalis remained in the grips of
poverty, ‘they were extracted by the price (tax) often for the war com-
pensations and the Paligars also extracted equally mistrusting the pow-
ers’.'2? There was no stable land revenue system as it was determined
according to the rulers’ requirements, with each successive king imposing
many more additional taxes. In the absence of adequate social security,
the farmers, at sometimes, fled to the high mountains fearing imposition
of heavy taxes.* The poor farmers had to dispose of their lands at throw
away prices, sell their cattle at half the value or borrow money at an exor-
bitant rate of interest to pay the land rent.

Revenue settlement in the hills

In the tribal system, some revenue was collected for maintaining temples
and organising festivals, Tax was annually collected from married cou-
Ples, and for others, a certain amount at the time of marriage in a family.
According to the Baramahal Records, ‘Annually from each married cou-
Ple one sultan fanam to the guru or patriarch. At a wedding two sultan
fanams to the temple at Trinomalai [Tiruvannamalai}.'# The tribals who
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paid any tax to the rulers from the plajng Gl

ills were either conquered or bygy, M subjegt -:

to pay tax, aft@fv thetal;lucsoileqion continued to be Carrif(};tounde-r th:ii '
control. Hc.)“s;\c:;n/headmen. Over the period, the middlem S “Suii
thrOngll m@ denhe tax-collecting rights, irrespective of Wh:len/ he
e "?heme ht re-British era, the hills were renteq out tq te\rer ]
the plains. In t ‘iepr surveyed the land before the assessment 123
bidde}“’ Whg.gzm were appointed as agents to collect the ey enerally,
the mghest dll ev collected huge amounts from the tribals, Foellue frop,
e a;S‘; :m):i 1792, the agent of the Shervaroy hills had c;ueXample
be.tweae:x;unt of Rs 500 to Rs 1,000 per annum, 24 Thougt, thzctedan
Ezilr:cred more than one-fourth of the total demand in exXcess, tf, :ygints
not disturbed the tribal system. _ . %

The plainsmen also cheated the rr?bals while purchasing their ¢,
modities. Around the last decade of the 18th century, a. tribyy Gl m-
Shervaroy hills took 13 buffaloes and 1Q sheep to the markey in the plai e
areas for sale. When the buyer (2 non-tribal) who accepted to Pay the cen.s
did not remit it, the market leaseholders had forced the triba] to pay foss
it."® Despite lodging a complaint with Fhe police, he coulg not reCovei
the money, which he had paid. The plainsmen’s cheating 4 eVery cop.
ceivable opportunity had restricted the tribals from mingling with the
mainstream. Since the earlier rulers did not have direct access either with
the headman or with the tribals, the middlemen exploited them in the
guise of revenue collection. Collection of land revenue in hill areys Was
neither based on the extent and quality of land nor on crops and water
availability during the pre-colonial period. Rather, it was fixed on the
basis of the number of ploughs and hoes used for cultivation. The rent for
a field under shifting cultivation was one-fourth of what would be paid
in the plains for a similar extent of dry field."” The rate of assessment was
not the same in the different hills of Salem and Baramahal. In fact, the hill
chieftains had collected many taxes — plough tax, hoe tax, widow tax, 2! |
poll tax, kavali (distressed, troubled and unsettled person) tax or tax on i
unmartied people. These were collected not in view of revenue but to
maintain discipline in the triba] system. Apart from these regular collec-
tions, the headmen or chief took goods and services from the tribals on an
ad hoc basis during festivals and other emergencies. Except the Shervaroy
hills, no other hill had land revenue accounts for the pre-colonial period.
The pre-colonial rulers neither had a constructive policy for land set-
tlerqent ot controlled the exploitation by the agents. To be precise, the
cu]twaFors did not have any protection during the pre-colonial perioq.

Un.“] colonial Intervention, the tribals in Salem and Baramahal region
were 1solated from the mainstream, and their subsistence economy Was

had never before
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the forest and forest produce without any restriction from

] forces.
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