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DRIB OF P- PliOPEIiT11 IN AID D L U T I O N  02 TEI?irlICY 
RELATIONS IN .!IRE COLONLAL PERIOD : SOME GElERkL COl?3IDERATIONj 

The purpose of t h i s  otudy i s  to c r i t i c a l l y  look a t  the 

theoretLcel categories used to aharacteriee B e  nature of Pm- 

co lon ia l  wrarfan e tmcture  of India,  i n  partfctllar, rural lrud 

relati,ons. On that  basis, we would 8uggest al texnative analyt tcs l  
and 

categories/pose the problem of agrarian t r ans i t i on  i n  a way which - , 

the  Mu&d and lead t o  a'more useful  analysis ( i n  4he 

context  of a study of the current s i tuat ion)  of changes i n  hlral 

land r e l a t 5 . 0 ~  i n  t h e  aolonial perio0, than a l ternat ive  ones, 

notably, M e m t s  way of posing the problem of non-European -&an 

soc ie t i es  (for t h e  pre-cepi ta l is t  epoch) i n  terns  of t r a m i t i o n  
* 

from communal/public property to  p r l  vate/individurrl proper*. ?le 

s h a l l  suggest the need f o r  putting .the Pat ter  viev i n  a proper 

h i e  tor lc  al perspective. I n  a subsequent grper, we would snslyse 

dbta  fo r  a eamindari d i s t r i a t  of Bri t ish 1ndia to  partly i l l u s t r a t e  

the working out of the categories suggested. 

Thore haa been so  much of discussion about the nature of 

pre-oapi ta l la t  agrarian atnrcture i n  Ind ia  t ha t  it may seem super- 

f luom to  t a l k  about i t  a m .  . . But, it . . seems to be inportant to  

look at  the. e b s t i n g  l i t e r a t u r e  aritically,  i n  order t o  attemgt & 

posai ble re interpre ta t ion of t21e ex is t ing  evidenoo ; @dao became 



vf t i a t ed  by a kid of h i s to r ic  a1 impressionism , by r i g id ly  adhering 

t o  ( o r  taking for  one of the two theoret ica l  notions avclila- 

ble f o r  analysis,  nanely, .Feudalism and Asiatic Mode of Production. 

There are some 'neutral t  categories suggested a?3 well, by those who 

fiad the above two notions unacceptable, namely, "medievd Iidian 

Before looking a t  the views which suggest that there was a 

f eudd epoch i n  Indian history, not  essen t ia l ly  d i f fe ren t  from tho 

kind encountered i n  Weatem Europe and Japan, it should be made clsar 

t h a t  the following s t ruc tura l  elements, i n  their t o t @ l . ,  are taken 

t o  be the d e f i n l ~ ' c h a r a c t o r i s t i c a  of feudalism, teking the Western 

~ u r o p e k  and Japanese varieties as the his to r ica l  prototypes: 

(1) Feudal form of property i n  lend. (noble pope r ty )  and 

t h e  manorial form of organisation of pmduc t ion (deme ~e-fanning) 

corresponding t o  it; 

(2) Fusion of economic and 'po l i t i ca l  powor within the manor 

( t h e  lord  represents kie "state",  s o  to s a y ,  with military and 

judic ia l  power) , i.e., eriatence of a landowdng nobility 

p o l i t i c a l  power; 

( 3) Decentralization of poli t ict i l  power becauae of (2) ;.%om 

and becmso of the f a o t  that  the extract ion of -the surplus from 
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F O m  OF PrplVlCCE PTIOmRTS: IN EJ L&ND EWLUTION 33' TEIJAVCY. 
RELATIOIIS  IB lLIE COLONI&BLPERIOD - : SOME r,EITERBL COIEXDERATIOIG 

The purpoae of this study i s  to critically .look a t  the 

theoreKcel oategoriee used to aharacterise tbe nature of pre- 

co lon i s l  agrarian strwture of Indla, i n  part icnlar ,  mrd l a d  

relations. On that baai8, we would suggest a l t e r n a e v e  andyfdcd  
and .. . . . ; 

~ategorlea/~t%e''th. &oblem of agrarian t r d t i o n  i n  a way which 
- .  

. . -  
seems t o  be mire i n  line with recent evidence ( ~ a r t i a u l a r l ~  f o r  

c o n t e x ~  of a study of the current s i tuat ion)  of change6 in rural 

land re la t ions  in fhe colorrial period, than a l ternat ive  onea, 

notably, Marx's w a y  of posing the problem of non-European egrarlaa 

societfea ( fo r  t h e  pre-capital ist  epoch) in t e h s  of t rans i t ion  

f =om communal/publio property to pd vote/%ndividial property. Y e  

. shal l  suggest the need f o r  putting the latter vlcw i n  a proper 

h i s  t o r l a i d  perapdi ive .  I n  a subserpent paper, we would analyst) 

da ta  for a zaminiiarl d i s t r i o t  of Bpitieh Ind ia  to par t ly  i l l u s t r a t e  

the working out of the categories suggested. 

I. Points of Peoarturq 

Thore has-been ao Smuuh. of d-cuasion abou+. the nature of 

pre-capit a l i s  t agrarian s t k o  ture i n  Indf a' t ha t  i t  ,may seen supe* 
. 

fluous t o  talk about i t  agsfa, But it seans to be iagortant t o  

look a t  tho b d s t i n g  l i t e r a t u r e  o r l t i ca l ly .  i n  orEer t b  atteppt a 

posoible re interpreta t ion of lhe exis t ing erLqenoo; . a l ~ o  b e c e ~ l ~ e  



much of the olrrrent-btaoueei-- , , ;W~~~~~ --. 

v i t i a t e d  by 8 kind of historical impr&sfodsm., . .by, r ig iay  a d h e f i ; ~  

t o  ( o r  t a n g  fo r  granted) one of the two theoret ica l  notions availa- 

ble f o r  analysis, namely, Feudalism and BsiatLc node of Production. 

There a r e  eome 1neutraI.r categories suggested cs well, by those who 

find the above two notiom unacce? table , .  namely, "medieval. Indian 

21 economynl! "free peasant produc tion", - even "peasant onnership econo- 

my" . Y .  

Before looking a t  the views which suggeat t h a t  there was a 

feudal epoch .in Xndi an h i s  tory, not esaenti'ally d i f fe ren t  from the 

kind encountered i n  Veatern Europe and ' ~ o ~ a n ,  it should be made clear 

t h a t  the following strmctural elements, i n  the i r  t o t a l i t x ,  are t akm 

t o  be the defining characteristics of feudalism, toking the western 

European and JaPanese, var ie t i es  as the h i s to r ica l  prototypes: 

( I) Feudal f o m  of property i n  land (noble property) and 

t h e  manorial form of oxganiaation o f  produc t ion ( demeene-f arming) 

corresponding t o  i t;  

(2)  Fusion of economic and p o l i t i c a l  pow& within the sanor 

( the  l o ~ d  represents the llatate", s o  to Say, with militarg and 

judicia l  pm?er) , i. e. , existenue of a 1 andowning nobility with 

mlitic al power; 

( j) 9ecentral izat ion of p o l i t i c a l -  pmrer because of (2) nbom 

and b e c a s e  of the f a c t  t h s b  the extrnctlon o f  +he aurplua from 
-. - - -- 
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and R ~ m n  Troaress: Essays i n  Honour of D.D.Dogsmbi  omba bay : 
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whioh tho basic mrd tho most typ ica l  kind. of pmper tg  is honnunal 

landholding, There oro five phases throqyh.which the odgllznl cornnu- 

land and egr icul ture  i n  .oammon; 

number of tdbes, i n t o  a gregter  o r  ..smnl.ls~ arrm,bor. of family oommuni- 

t i e s .  I n  the  ernd the i n d i d d i b i l i t y  of landoil p r o p ~ r t g  end common 
. . .  

cu l t i va t i on  of la& disappear; 

tame r igh t s ,  I. e, , tho dogreo . . of kinehi& nad ia..:the:rsfore unequal, 

War, tho founding of new set.tlemnt a, oto. , .t@,tar t3.e .conpabiti on of 

t h e  tribe and thereby the  sdee .of tho ahmresr T h o  e&ier inequali ty 

(4) Inequa l i ty  .. i s  . no 1qw.er based on ~o. .e lo ,aenosa  of kinahip 

f o eamo t r i b a l  chief  but on e f f o c t i w -  poa,sosaiCm rrs. oxprossed i n  

actuul cu l t iva t ion ;  

( 5 )  System of more o r  boa poriodicdi 'r&istributfon of 

communnlland, etc.  RcdPstribuMon fir& &f,ehteh' kti d equit able 
. .. . 

b a ~ l s  the home - .  land ( md .tho R old ad jbco&t t& the dxolling) , 
. - 

a r ab l e  land. rng paeturo, Tho consequent proeorrs ''turned" In to  2rlvate 

property fir st tho house lcnd ( and everything thnt"'rrcnt with i t )  ; 

l a t e r  tho nrablo land and pnsturo as well. Fzon t h ~  old a p t o r ,  of 

conmunu1 property only tho following romainod as surd.vala : tho 

al ready turnod i n t o  pr ivate  ??oporty), mold, firthormore, tlie doin+ 



the modern sense. 

and f-,Umd w a s  eg redl obstacle t o  such gifts. 

i n  p-0- t e m t o r i e a  .on *e aaditioa..Ul&t tfiey W i s h  upon 

demand a attpulated number of. .troops. ?he Jutq is equattid bg . 

I[ovaXevaky d& ihe benefiae -of. Yestern Europe. Though r~eanwhile 

the population o o n t i n u ~ ~  fo hold C e  i;md oither .aam~luna~d 

or indl.oidually, i n  oaurae of time,. by a pmoees of oorrrmendation, 

.the all&&+' tenure of .these $roe- proprietom beame 4 eudd.. Thia 

prooesw, aoc~rding to  Kovalewky, had two phoaee: the first, from 



Kmalevaky a n t o i n 8  that the e~senae of the feudullsation 

praaees from a e  12th to l2m 15th c. ,ww -be  e f fo r t  of the holdera. 

of to mske t he i r .  prsregatims hereditary uad ixdependent of 

ocaurred weak- of the central rmtharltiea md the inaretad 

strug& for  power 'by ninor o f f i d a l e .  aad holders of %st-. Rot 
. . 

only ibe sgs ten of "beneficial tenurew becrrne entreaohed, but thore 

The Mughal rulere did not. pllter basfqcikly the land p o l i q  

t a w  cuda subinfeudation .oomnondation d tho horoditcirg nature 

of the beaofioee, 

b can b e  aeon from &om, . ~ovdera l ry  had ~ t u a l l y  aet for 

himelf  four or i tor in  for judging what was  feudal i n  India and what 

was not, nanoly, ayeten o f  benefices, uomcndation, leeaiag of 

t o  tho conclusion that whoreas tho First three c lemly  o d u t o d  i n  

India under tho Muslime, .the fourth did not. But, importantly, 

Kovalemky reco&ses tho powar of the contral govennart i n  explai- 

;ing tbo U n i t e d  dcoelopnont of Pcudd.. rolotions sd tho persiutrmce 

of .If reel peasant o u l t i v a ~ o n  ( ra ther  than all-round sorfdom) cnd 

popular, rathor than f oudal, justfoe: 'Yhilo i n .  tho .Host the tonure 



of l a d  togother with tho ororc ise  of supreme rights within the 

limits of individual oomnnlnities m d  d i e t r l o t s  beconoe i n  the end 

t h e  property of -the f o m e r  b e n e f i ~ ~ ~  hnlanr8-dJ.nca -officials, whom 

off ioee  bocome heredi tary  .by lmr , i n  Indin towards *the. und. .of~u4lia-  

aovorignty this &me roBult woe achieved i n  only n few d i s t r i c t s ;  i n  

"he h d a  of fhe mtiw holders, but t h e  oxercise of governmental 

funntione watt 'ontnreted to o f f i c i a l s  appointed by the central. admini- 
. . 

s t ra t lon , ,  . . India* s grooess of f eudallaatian-at- tha.- A*- 

eonqwred hero .woe still f o r  f m m  o amplete . . . .!I 

l i f l c e t i o n s ,  t h e  fb l l a r i n g  points  of o d t i c i t m  can be n;de on tho b 4  
of hie 'own umleref mdiqg. 

It is doubtfu l  wheaer icatae o m  be interpre5od a8 roprosen t  

i n g  heredi tary  nobla propartg, oxocqt pexhqs thoso kcring tho reigh 

o f  F i m z  Shnh ( 1351 -1 388). This needs some olrrbcra-2.r.n i n  ~ o r m s  of a 

c l o s e r  look a t  the  s o c i a l  WWP of tho iqtadors md r ~ ~ s a q  (the 

di f fa rcnce  being tho  f o n r t r  woro mere lltroopers" whoso holdings wero 

ada l l . .  cnd the l a t t e r  were -oat nobloo ohmeed with the administra- 

t i o n  of s u b s t m t i a l  t ruots) '  and t h e i r  pos i t ion  and dutfos vle-a-vis 

Y . t h e  king. 

During tho ecrly phnso of the  D o l h i  Sultanato, the hxrkieh 

Sul tana  .wsignod diffolcont mgione i a t e  t o  t h o i r  comnaarders, who 

woro mquirod t o  m d n t d n  thomsolvos md their troops out of tho ' Kovdomki ,  Ch.VI : c i tod  i n  Thornor, p.288. 

9J ~o cro nninly ubing P .E. lore l~nd,  tho  ~m.ariom. Sm t e n  of ~ o s l .  
Ind ia ,  pp.218-219, 221 m d  I r f m  Hcbib, "Tho Socia l  Distri- 

bution of lmdad Property i n  Pre-Briklah I n d i a  ( A  Hia tor lad .  
~ u r ~ a y ) " ,  Enqu-, Wintor, 1965, pp.46-52. 



revenues of f31o iq taa .  !l!ho ia ta  thuo 

ae woll 38 m a Q P ~ ~ t i . v ~ - ~ . ~ d  

stood f o r  a revenue assignrent  

.t;ha- nustis wore a lso  governors. 

But hero  it is import& to  point  out t h a t  the iqta~xi6aro.+..con- 

8tan'bfy-tmePerred fmm-sna-peraan tc.. mother,  m.2ki.ag it ilZcgj ti .- 

nnta to interpret & t ~  to mean * f i e f t .  

&I. &e &h&ttra.tFon. af +he Sultanate was conso l idc tc !~  uW2? .-. 

t h e  Kha l j i a  md B e  early Tughluqs ( 1 290-1 351) , mere w a s  a much n:.ce - 

frequent  tnmafer, of i n t n s  and the muatis'.were no longer i n  &so?.u;;e . 
. . 

oon t ro l  bf the revenues of their $atad. They had t o -  subnit nccc;vr.ts 

of their oollectlon and exparditwe (which were subject t o  a d i C  by t h e  . 

k-'s revenue minia t ry )  and ta s&d tho ba lmces  %o the 413.g' s -tre.::eury. 

Alongwith .increasing royal in tervent ion ,  the ldmlisa, or  l d n  t~hoso - 

rovenues woro resorved f o r  ttro kingla treasury, npppars . 
. 

to L r m  oxteo- 

ded vory grea t ly .  

It is only with tho accession of Sultan F i n e  Tughluq in 

1351 t ha t  we f ind  o. s o d o s  of concessions b d n g  grmtod by the Sulxon 

t o  h i s  officers. Firstly, &e or:-estinatod revcnuo-incoco :JM 

f ixod permanently, so l;hnt tho assignees ob tdnod  all bonofits of 
t 

i n c r e a s e  i n  ac tua l  rcvmuo' 'collsc%iorr. I h i l o  iq ta t r m s f  ers were B till 

a f  feotod, thoy appeer t o  hcve becone rorm. Tho concossiom of EXXZ 

woro oontinuod by Lodis ( 1 451 -1 526) . 
N m ,  even i f  we grant thrt u s t a b l o  f a d d  n o b i l i t y  oould  

consol idnto  i t s e l f  during this period, i t  sti l l  r e ~ a i n s  t o  bo oxpldnod 

how the S u l t m c t e  c m o  t o  m snd not Long. a f t o r  that. It does not  

a l s o  seen to bo clo'u. how so much p r o a w o  could  be brought to  bear 

by a soot ion  of .the ruling cl-a on the royal. powor fo rc ing  the l a t t e r  

t o  IJ&C 8.3 n a y  concossiona. 



I n  any case, w e  abovo d o o o l o p ~ ~ l t s  i n  the nature of tho 

&a orgmisntion -mar t o  hnvo been c losc ly  q l a t d  to lhe clvlngcs 

i n  tho ~oc i c r l  coapoajtion of tho mling class ,  In t\c first stage, 
I 

i t  w n e  a s tab lo  conpoaition of r o y a  a laves  of nonzd-Turkiah origin 

2nd t h e i r  fmi l ioa  which led Morolcnd t o  wonder how one could think 

of such 'a nobi l i ty  i n  t e rn s  o f  r; f eudnl sys ten: " , , . .what wo, have is 

n royal household f u l l  of slavos, who could d s e ,  by nctrit or favour, 

from s e r t d l e  dut ies  t.0. the ohargo of a province, o r  o v a  of n kingdom - 
es sen t i a l l y  o bumoucraqg o f  the norncl Asiatic sys ten". Undor 

t h e  K h a l  jis and ear ly  Tughluqs, rr l o t  .of new ole2cnts Indian 

slavos, forcign innigrants, , Hindus, o tc  ,) .were inducted i n t o  tho 

ru l i ng  elms, ousUng Cio oldor, chicf ly  n i l i t a r g  c lemnts ,  
. . 

Fron.our point of vicu, on the b m i s  of th3 zbovo description, 

the  fol loving pointr noods to 'be underlined: tho f e a s i b i l i t y  of 3uch 

svccpinc: change% i n  tilc conpoai t ion of the ruling c l a s s  con .be said 
-. 

to ro f l ec t  the oasmti .d ncturo o f .  tho iqtq'syo fan: nmoly, _tho. indi- 

vidual  nanbors of tko mlim class hed no' c l d n  whnteoevor t o  mg 

pcrticular pnmol o f  l r ad  o r  l o c o l i l z  @ they could be pmvidod with, 

o r  domived of, t ho i r  incone a t  the w i l l  of tho k*. 

Ao regards KovrAovskyte dews  about tho  Sughnl ?oriod, tho 

rooozrchys. of Profcnsor IrfSm Habib throw ~ c r i o u v  doubt8 on thdr 

G z l i d i t y  . The nzturo of tho && sya t m  .shovrs that  the ja iz i rdwa 

were purely ri?vonuo-~soigneoa (nwh norq than the  &&-holddrs wore 

undar el:, 3ult,mate). Tbo j a r  was nevm n fixed t o r r i t o r i n l  un i t  

rind had 20 c o ~ x c t i o n  with the adninis t ra t ive  units, s n l r k a s  mid 
. .. 

pcma;z.s. T:lc l a t t e r  u n i t s  k d  tbir own officers,  appoint& by tho 



Enporor and indspondent of tho rrseign8eq Tho nfficAPI yrawpt ion  

w a s  thut the J&rda~84 o r  t h e  w t 8  could coUeot  t h e  1.md remnlzo 

only  i n  aooordanco w i t h  t he  taprial rogulrffona and levy only sucl: 

o the r  trrxoo a8 wero authorisod. And, nore  i u p o r t m t l y ,  tho 1Iugh::l 

o o u r t  wae doo?ly c o m i t t e d  t o  the principle. of pariodic Andr - t ru l s fms  

a31 n n e ~ ~ U 3  of preventing i ts  o f f i c e r s  . f r o n  doveloping i n t o  l o c a l  auto- 

ncndus ru lers ,  Moreove.r, . the  j n d r d z e  liover farmod & oloaed body md 

t h e r e  was oonstant r e c m i t m t  b o n  anonget Central  A s i a n  md Persicn 

i m i g r c m t a  of d e t n c r a t i c  f .mi l i e s ,  f r o n  Muelin nnr t ia l  clane, f ron  . . 

m o w  the  Zanindar-Chiefs ( speoin l ly  .pa jpute) , from r u l i n g  emupa i n  

the annexed kingdom, f ron  the a n d l  i n t e l l i g e n t s i a  and tho f inmcicrl  

s e rd ' cea ,  otc ,  Thus, t h e  body of &&rdara waa or t ronely  hetorogenooua 

and,'oontc!inod elenents  from p r a c t i c a l l y  all reglone of ' the  Enpire a d  
' lJ large 'nunbers of out s idors .  

S t r i c t l y  apoolcing, i n  v i a 1  of the  abovo f a a t a ,  it ie d i f f i o u l t  

to look n t  tho &drdors  a8 n lmdownixq, heredi tom,  f a d d  n o b i l i t y  

p r  nc ti. airy: denesne-f nming z ~ d  wielding p o l i t i c  al power, Moreover, 

t h e r o  i s  l i t t l e  ovidoncc t o  s u g ~ e a t  Olat t ho re  w a 3  j u d d l c d . ,  gmor,dieed 
serfdom during the Mughal peri03, ea d i  a t i n c t  from the  generalised 

1 aubordinotion of tho produci y clnsses  t o  c aupcrlor  p o l i t l ~ a l  powor. 

This is  not to deny tho  f z c t  t l a t  t he  ja rdrdnra  were the  najor appro- 

p r l c to ro  of the  pocrsanta' mrp lus ,  but, as  we ohall see,  appropriation 

of tho s u r p l p  produced by tho ,pesmutry ,  by i t a o l f ,  cannot be an. 

Wow we corm t o  tho view. th nt . f o u d d i s n  wna . f lou r i sh ing  i n  

I n d i a  botwaon 500 A.C. and 1000 A.D., whioh h3s been put forward .by 

'-L/ See Irfan Habib, The -mian ~ y s t o n  of M w h d  India, 1962 (we have 
usod tho t o s c r i p t  avai lable  ct tho CDS l i b r w ) ,  chapter VTI, 
m d  Eabib 9" 1965), pp.61-66. 



many historitxm, but-the.-naertfamdd&bam- 

present od by Professor R,S .Shams. The e s s e n t i d  change which st &ad 

off  tho procoss of fotldaUsation haa been generally mognised as the 

prccticc of incrorrsingl y widespread l a d - g q n t s  nos tl y, though not 

exclusively, to  Brdmanas, result ing i n  the disintegration of the s t a t e  

power: "the comprehensive conpotence b a e d  on centralised control, which 

w re. the hllnn'rk of the Maw@-.s$ate j gave way to - decontrol% sation i n  

tho  pae%Naucgp and Guptcr perlode.wE/ gefore proceeding fur ther  with 

Profeeaor Shnma's ev ide ie ,  it'nust be pointed out that the period 

700 A.D, - 1200 b,D. has been terned 'f'erudolt by son0 hi.sforia~a-rm.abg 

'the reby " l i t t l e  nore thm the decay' i n  nonarchimil power cnd the a?pe ar- 

ance of lfeudotories' of various grabs w h i c h  mirked' the polity of the 

peri o d " a  something which ~rodeaao&3hama &o eophcsilies a great deal. 

I t  is relevcnt here b counter t h i s  view which picks up an isolated 

element aharacterising the feudal. spetan and tho ame phenomenon, 

f oudd 8ys ten, by pointing out tha t  not &. forns of doccntrnlised 

p o l i w  provide a su f f i c imt  basis for  feudal pmductivo relations t o  

9 e  have a very usentl a m p l e  of a decentrnlised polity without 

a feudal base i n  tho notion of a r s a g n o n t q T  s t c to  structure worked 
. . -... 

out originally by &dm Southd l  md applied to  a concrete socio- 

oconornic formaeion, an Nest Afircm soclo@, the Iilur. 2' &is notion 

15/ ' h;rs b ~ e n  applied t o  the Chola st nte by Burton Y tein, -- ..who claim '. 

'2 Peasant S ta te  nnd Society i n  Medievd Sou* 1ndiq  elhi hi: Oxford 
Univ.Pross, ! 330), p, 264 ff. 



1 ~ g o r  appl icab i l i ty  of tho eono?pt to thu rcbievnl InEion period, 

"0 sh&l utinmns%ao ttlis useful concc,r;D .m used by Stein, 

w i t h o u t  nocoaearlly r?-eing with his a?polXation of "ponsm.t state" 

ca applied t o  tho Chola ugrnrlan order. 

lllcling t o  countor tho c ~ n v o h t t o r u r l ' ~  that the, Chola s t a t 0  . 

was a unitary, crmtralisod s tn to ,  tho clltcrilotivo typo of s t a t e  for- 

nnuon prop084  is " ,, . ,the pyroEISddly so~.1entod type of state, eo 

cal lod beomae thc stlalb& d*' o f '  polit iool  orgaiaat ion - o,g., a 

l o c d i t y  , s u p r d o a r r l i t y  imd kingdon) f o r  r.?rious puxpoaes, but that 

cnch un i t  stood ir- o p p i t f o u .  tr, othor, s i n i l n r  w&ts ( o . ~ . ,  ono sootion 

(based on r i tua l  aovorais'cy) md ;)ol i t ical  control ,  !Chis loads to  an 

f lzporf r a t  " , . . ,dis.Mnation botwoon g ~ r r a W  .?I socinl  stxwturoa and 

hiertirchio~l powor structurus, In t ? o  fornor evorg 1egLtlnnte kind 

of  po l i t i ca l  cutbox%ty ,md control  can bo found e t  all lovela, but 
. . 

thoso o p r c t o  upon n dininbhod . . constituoucy 3s one noves e o n  level  

t o  lovol. I n  hiarnrchic.ll pmor strue ?xroa, d i f f  orant kinds of autho- 

rrty md oontrol  are' k~propr ia to .  t o  cosltreo ct clifformt love la ,  md - .  
, . .  

chat mlccoo tho ?assage fron one t o  rmolhsr lovol is a pqrtfcular  bundle 

of. ex~cut ivo  author i ty  md potvar, That w k t c h  is tr~ducrld' in the 

' roduood iwgo' of p y m d d n l  lovclo is tho range of c o n ~ e t w c  a not 



1 7/ tho ,Hd of p o l i t i c d l  ~ntro1. ' ' -  

Coning back to P ~ o f e s s o r  Shamrrts etndence, a revlet? of tho 

sane bring& out tde rd&& incond;ludve.ixiturc of the onldence which 

forces  him to n ~ k a  s nunbor of quhlif icat ions i n  order t o  adnit tho 

c ruc i a l  differences of . I n d i a  feuddisnt fmm-  the -Earopwn-u&etg* 

1 8/ The differences t h e t  a r e  pointed a r e .  : unlike Europo, i n  India the  

decentra l isa t ion of political power ww no* the r e o a t  of f i e f s ;  tho 

s f  eudolisation, crs IVZB the,.. c'irse iq. . m o p e ; - . t h e w - -  . 

' g.rzmted to  brahnnnrrs .br~a.,.aone resw-blmoe .tg.nanors, f o r  i n  aone 

ca se s  fhe beneficirrrlea en joyed the - e g h t  of levying foroed labour- of 

a l l  varidt iea on their iemmts, but, inportmtlr, there is l i t t l e  

eddencc  to  suggest t h c t  nost  peos+e.rere indeed subject  t o  such i n t e h  

nediar ies ;  on tho c o n t r ~ r g ,  t he  nyetber of freo p m s a n t q ,  soons t o  have 

beon f a r  greater.  Further, -tfro proaess of subinfeudation w a s  not ao 

extensive .in..Xndi a as i n  Enope, so  t h e t  .tho sctuol  t i l l e r s  of tho 

s o i l  nuint d n c d  oono kind of' . indiroct connoct&on with the centra l  

governzmnt , though epigraphic records for  ?ar t ioulnr  rog5ona l i k e  

Narwny, ;.$,mrashtral Olrissa and Bong'd contain ref orances t o  t r m s f  or . . 

o f  individual peasants mrl labourers ns port of grants of lmds ;  i n  . . 
nodiev,a Europe h a &  wrrs grmtod, to the feudal barons f o r  aervices 

rondored to tho skate,  but t h i s  soculm countorpart of benefices wm 

r a the r . o f  n limi.tod c h e a t e r  i n  Indirr; .finally, thoro is nothing con- 

c lus ive  known cbout tho r lghta and obligations of the conquered fauda- 

tok les  known s s,mzntm who appeared as feud@. vasoala from t h e  e lx th  

'3 i b id .  ; pp.272-273. 

Shnmn, pp.74-76, 271. 



nilit.?ry md n o t '  d n i n i s t r n t l v e  oorPice i n  B u m y ~ ,  .A. l o w  
tt of  qua l i f ioa t lons  indoed. . Ncvertholcss, s;ys P r o f  oeaor. Sharno, . . . .lhe 

n a i n  chsraaf!erietios. of European f eudalign , tho a d f - s u f  f i a i o n t  

oconony but t ressed  lcck  of cdnnerciol  in torcourse  m 3  tho rise of 

lilldcd i n t o m e d i a r i e s  loading t o '  tho  subaerrZence of  tho p e o a m t q ,  

B e  the*"& it:.-, f r o n  our poin t  of view, it is important 

t o  mte hero  ;that thore b no Btndence tn =zes t  . t h a t  .the vri ioua 
. . 

grcmteae possessod. any right t o  c l i e n e t o  their robyectivo r i g h t  e : 

"Gupts gmnts ' f r o n  Ben@ and ContrriL India confor. the right .of 

en  joying the  rovcnueo 

they  do not  authorioo 

*on land i n  perpe tu i ty  on tho p.mteo,  but 

no t ion  3f foudalis3:. f'In&irn f cucldiar roncined fiscal d m i l i t a r y  

i 1.1 clcrac tcr, it srm c o t  n m o r i n l .  Thorc w;ls In g m e r a l  nono of the 

i at aminding of p e s  :nt l a d  with ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ n + ,  land %n , n coxnon vlllogo. . . . . . 
as na2:od th c rn-nori 03 oya ton., , . Thoro w,.a t h e r e f o r e  nothing b l n i l c r  

t o  tho d i r o c t  c o n f l i c t  botwocn tho nnnorid l o r d  md  tho p o n ~ p n t r y  

ovor t5c GiaposdL m d  c u l t i v c t i o n  of tho l a d  m d  of labour sorrLcas 

21 / which a d t n t o d  Curo:~o f r o n  thc 12th  to tho 18th c a ~ t u r i o s ~ ~ . -  

H c goos m t o  point  out sonothing which i s  of i n t o r o s t  t o  uo : naoely, 

t h z t  nonc of l k 3  i:&jor corrfZicts i n  Indian h i s t o r y  had for its object  



t he  axorcioe of r i g h t s  over t h o  vil lage,  Thay were c o n f l i c t s  

botwecn orarloz3a of various grad03 f o r  the r i g h t  o r  pwmr t o  g a t  

c paynent from the powant ,  not  t o  s e i s o  his  land. 

F ina l ly ,  wo have D .D X o s a b i  * s pioneering suggeaHon of bto 

st  ngos of '  Indian f oudalisn. Ko i n p l i c i t l y  pos tu la tes  a i t a g e  around 

t b a  beginning of tho Christian era, wharo closed peasant-v%llage econony 

p r e m i  l e d  with practf c n l l y  .no superior ,  lindovning class o r  ororlords,  

hnd only l i o i t c d  r u t h o i  ty and oxactions clainbd by tho king. 

S t a r t i n g  from such n precfcudaJ. social stNa'ture,  %hero wns a process 

of tho king's a l i e n n u o n  of h is  ' r l g h t a  .to subord imto  c h i d 8  which c-me 

t o  have d i r e c t  relations with tho  peasantry, 'a prdcosa which Kosrsbi 

c h l l s  'Fouddisn  fron &ovot .. Ho soma  to think t h a t  it had roached 

m advmcod stage of dcvolopncnt during tho poriod of tho G u ~ t 3 8  

( 4 t h  c.- 5th c.) nnd a Eaxzhr. (7th c. ) .  A t  s st i l l  l n t o r  atage, a 

c l a s s  of lrndawnors w a s  t o  davcrlop within . tho pf l lcgo ,  betweon tho 

22/. s t n t o  a d  tho pemmtry (@Feudalian f ron  balowi) .-- 
On the b ra i s  of his awn ovldmco, t h e r e  @ ono fonCuro that 

was connon to a11 grats: tho r ec ip ien t s  &nod ;~t most the  r i g h t s  

t h c  s t a t e  would nornolly claim, i .o,  thoy'collcotod tho taxes o l r o o d ~  

fixad by usago, I?o p ~ ~ t i o n  of tho t m  w a s  t o  bo ;. ,sod on tho s t n t e  

o r  any a tn tc  o f f i c i a l ,  but tho .  donoe had no t  the right t o  i n c r o w e  such 

t axes ,  n m  any proporty rights over lsld md c c t t l o .  Referring t o  a 

sixth contury Denodwur  p ln to  , supposedly showing purchaao of land 

fr3n #a stcte,  K o ~ m b i  n&e3 tho  a o i n t  *nt 'what had boon bought 

waa not  thc lLmd, hut tllo right t o  cultrivato it i n  pmpe tu i ty  without 
2 3/ 

tisfos. ...".- 



plabe, mat of the mtud orr~tloat&rb had oner&ed fron a tribal &age 
I 

where land' w a s  only t e r r i forg ,  u h i b  p M t i v 8  s l a s b ~ - ~  cul t i -  

u n a l e d  waete o r  ncrrginal lsnd w a s  st i l l  t o  bo had f o r  tbe oul t ivz-  

t i o n ,  .,, This s t a t o  o f  affdre continued alpoet  Q the end of t 3 a  

Them e ta tonauta .  do n o t .  sonehow square with t h e  t c n e  

* f e u d a l i m  Cron above' and. f e u d a l i w  f r o n  below' that ore suggoated, 

w h i l e  ~t the e w e  tine bringfne: out  aor;tcin e a l i o n t ~ . f e a t u r o s  of 

n o d i  2val land r i g h b :  t h o  e o n a t i  on8 for the onorgono e of ind iv idua l  

p ropr lo torg  lelght i n  l~xl woromot prosant so t h a t  tho so-cal l& f o u d g  

lanclomora S o l ~ n g i n q  t o  tho socand etcge c m  bo o d d  to  have only 

woa tho, condi t ion  f o r  individual lmdholri ing md thus  tho lcttor 
. . . . . . . . . . . . - .  

could not  ox i s  t w i  thotit' tho -'forncr. 

OF c ours c, a pose ib ls  i n t o r p r o  t a t i o n  of the abovo a ta tanants  could 

bo t h o t  Kosmbi  i o  s u x o e t i n g  thct; t h e  Iiuslir. rulo i n  ~ndi' .? oeteblishod 



an anbryonic feudal class, but t h i ~  n e m  sucoeeded i n  soidng power 

over thc wholo te r r i to ry ,  baing o r i o n t d ,  Jcmua-like, 4x1 the dospotisn 

a t  tho tap  and .tho village comunitg down bolow, md thua caught 

botwoon the two, This in torprota t ion p e r b p s  g d n s  i n  significance 

when Joined w i t h  ~ovrr lov&y~ a ra ther  s i n i l a r  observations ( see  pag0.8). 

T h i s  leads us *to oxmino th'o other m3or category used t o  doscribe 

t he  pre-crrpi tdis t/pro-colonial s t n m  turo of ngrrrian relations i n  

India, nanely, tho Asiatic nodo of pmduction - tho ways i n  which the 

.coneopt hcs been i n to rp~o tod  and appliod md tbir validi ty,  

Tho f u l l e s t  davelopnent of tho idea of Asiatic node of praduction 

was undertaken by N a n  i n  h i s  CrundrZssgg', undor thc heading "Pro- 

c a 3 i t o l i s t  forms of production", bosict~s patsing re fc ronca  t o  i t  at 

oiher  places, notabiy i n  his ContxLbution to . %a Cri t iaue of Politlc33, 

Economy. Thero has occurred n nnjor xwihl of s c i m t i f i c  diecussion 

of t h o  concept. i n  &rt p o s t J f m  period, naihly r.d iul..att&npt t o  bnok  . - 

o u t  of tho s t r a i t j c c k o t  of the "four shgos"  which all nonkind w a s  

supposed t o  h ~ v e  neoe3sqrily pasaed tlwou&. 

Before' rfafryr over t o  tho possible 2ntcrpretations of the notion 

nnd the pm blbns nsaodiatod with' .their application to Indian history, 

t he  essmtirl o l o n a t s  of tho  concept, as m&od:out by l o r x  nnd E n g d s ,  

thoolg xos var?ced out -under the-  inf luolle *, of thrp currants of tho-t : 
. . :.. 

first , ocononists l iko  John Suirrt N i l 1  Richcrd Jones, whon M G ~ X  
.. . 

had studi'od d r  -w& studying Ac.1853, ..md who enployad &xLl&'.dxpreasiod 



induetzy that erista A a  it; 

(4) 'For mason o f  cl%raatic aridiCg, howevor, the pros~ority  of 
. - 

thvl s M o  monopoly o f  a d )  ; 
. . 

(5) For this mama, the . . atcrte suooeuda in canoeartrating th. 

c a a s t i t u . w  the doninmt parer in sooioty. Tho infernal lo&c of' 

n s&og of th i s  kind m&a in favour of o rorj greet doereo of 

. .  . 

l&s t ~1and61, Thtj 'I? of Ewnonic ~ h o u a t  of K zrl 
3 T c m  York: ! ¶ c ~ e ? P r o s t 0 1 9 7 1  , pp.120-121.: Suo Krdcr, 
-1ntmductlon on4 Chhptora I-V,  for cn extonsivc ,md abaolutoly 
brilliant a i l y s i s  $' tila nateri,ll ,ma. i n t  ollocttkX. aouxcoe of 
the fomntioa of tho ,notion of b i a t i o  node of p&uc tion. 

*u t ~ . ,  pp.czc-m. 



There a r e  tno interprotcitiona oQ %e ooncepf pasaible, %n 

order .to put it i n  a propor historical porapoctive: -one .is thn t  , 

" . . .the idea  of an Aaiatlc node of production is related not jbt 

t o  sone 'pris5tlvo9 Indian o r  Chinoso society, l o s t  i n  the ~ i a t e  of 

tho past, but to  Indian and Chinese aocietv ns they were when Eura~emr 

indus t r ia l  c ap i t a l  encountered' +has i n  t $ ~ c  18th c,. . . "281 Thi. i n t e s  

prstcrtion can be a d d  t o  bc conaietcmt with tho "four &n mcio-oconor31 

f ornntiona" ( Aaiai3.c aocioty, slavo-awning sociotg, feuddian,  c apitd)bq 

which X c r x  lists i n  the Preface to h i s  Contribution tn the Crlt iuug 

of Po1iUc;rl Enonoqg rrs describing d y t i c n l ,  and not necessarily 

ohronologLc al, stagos. 

This could nlso d m  it cloPr' tho - 1 ~ g e r  : . .  purposc fo r  which tho 

c o n c ~ t  w a s  fornulated: armely, t o  ahm up,. nemt ivo l . ,  tho fac tors  

which i n  ~uropt t  hove lo&, to. the flowering of cap i t a l  and 

c a p l t d i a n ,  I n  part icular ,  it holps ..to. c l  &f'y tho nature of inpact  
. .  . 

of trade on 8uch A d  a t i c  society, bri-ng out the gonerd  point that  

tho  " . . . .disintogroting ?tion Ef trade7 - dcpmOs t o  o groat extrmt 

on the mturo of tho productive comunikoa b h e &  w h i Q  i t  i s  c v r i o d  

on. Thus, it hardly 'dishmbed tho mcicat .  c o m a i t i e s  b f  InCic, 9r 

Aslntic conditi i n s  i n  p n o r d  ."g/ Thororof om,  it is poinhd out, 

thou& undor tho Xing dynusty China experienced - l i k e  In&,= a t  tho 

hoist of tho  Muglid period - an expmslon of 1- production mrd 

pr iva te  trade thnt -brought the country .to tho threshold of nanufac turiq 

2nd oomercid.  c a p i t d i s n ,  " ....it i a  tho peculiar. s t r u ~ t u r o  of. tho 

As ia t i c  nodo bf produc.&on that enablee IN t o  bxpl'&n why thi,e 



throehold wrra n o t  .crossed. 11 

Before g o i w  over t o  tho s o c o d  possible  in to rp rc ta t ion  of 

the concept, l o t  us poirit' out thc d i f f i c u l a e s  i n  tho above i n t e r -  

p re ta t ion  while applyirg it t o  tho Indian s i t u a t i o n r  ,Now, f o r  tho 

Mughal period, thore ia no denying the fmt *at tho ?m1k of the  

a atip f ac t ion  of tho f i f th  charm teris t lc  of Aai a t i c  nodo of pmdu- 

c ti on ,doaaribod rrbovo. Th i s .  fs what nus t have led *be contenpor~ary 

European t r t?vel lera  t o  bol%ovo .that t he  K i n g  was t he  so lo  -.ornor of . - 
t ho  s o i l  in India.  But them is no evlden'& t o  3ug.G'est"thnt .the 

long 38 he con*inuod t o  c u l t i v a t 6  it; noro oorrec t ly ,  suah n right 

couW not hcvo beoa effc idvely sxercioed i n  a s i t u a t i o n  of r e l a t l v o  

n b W m c e  of lmd .2 '  There was olea tho s p o c t m l e  of  the king byyillg 

. . 
331 p a r t i c u h r  p l o t s  of k n d  . f rpn  his, .  subjec ts  f r o n  hie own 'use,-- 

'30' K d e l ,  p. 124, ??ho quotes (-p.l 33) Guy Dhuquois, Lo node e w ~ d u a  t i o q  
p s i r t i q u e ,  who 'aringo out the esoenti=rL point  well: *Trade 
s o m t i n o s  crzttos a .  boginnin: of ca2 i t  dim., ..but it i s  destined 
to  sntisfy tlie mods of the ,oristocretoe Elnd tho eoverion, who 
con t ro l  tho  surplus product.. . . Tho totms nppezr na p a r a s i t i c  
growths, -Jving ~t tho cxponee of tho rural world md giving 
it hardly mything -in m turn; they provlde only c narrow bas is  
f o r  -tho doveloprant of urban trdo  .md c r a f t  production. Tho 
f i n m c i o r  work3 above cll f o r  the  benofi t  of tho 'dopot' . Tho 
t r ade r  and financier find thonso~vee  i n  a setting which l a  
fron uany points  ~f view T. ~conon lc ,  B O C ~ O ~ O ~ ~ C ~ ~ ,  po l i t i c&,  
c u l t u r c l  - unfz..ciourablo t o  i n d i d d u d  initiative of n nuw 
typo.. . , Final ly ,  t h o :  state, dirktor of tho whole of econoaic 
lifo, i n t ,~ , rvonea . to  su?arviso-thoir  a c t i v i t i e s .  Vo see . tho 
d o n h n t  node1 continually absorbing.. those 'narglnul' a c t l v i  ties". 
See also,  Tr.p:l.n hychaudhurl., "Tho h s i a t i c  Mode of .Product ion 
pnd Indi  n' ;J 3'0r~ign Trade i n  tho 17th Century: A Thoomtical. 
Bxercisc", i n  Esm.sra i n  Eonour of Prof. S.C.Srtrhr (Hew Dolhi: 
Pooplo' a Publishing How o, 1 972) , f o r  naking the sane point 
,md for ou&gostin(i t k t  the i n y m t  of trnda w a s  l i n i t o d  b o c a a e  
of thc linitod dovolopmnt of proporty ri&ts 

Bzbib ( 1965) . p.59 ; Shireon Noosvi, Vornulo t ion  



AgSn, the key r o l e  attributed t o  hydrnulin m;sd other 

public  vrorks Ph the  establ ishnont  of t h i s  'node of 'proCuction was 

cbsent i n  Mughd'India i n  p a r t i c u l a r  - cmp product ion being p r inc ipad  

34 dopndont  on rcinfdl m d  the l o c a l  w e l l s  a d  ponds of the villages.- 
. . 

Moroover, the weight of h i s t o r i c  d evtdence suggests Che. nbsenco of mg 

fo rn .o f  connunal t enure  a3 frrr.beck as the cmly centur ies  of6 t h e  

35j Chris t ian era.-. 

T h i s  brings  us t o  the second possible  in t e rp re t a t ion :  that 
. -  . 

t h  o ksi a t i c  node -of pmduc U o n  c o n s t i  tu t  os -a - of tho - possibl6 - fo rm 
0 : 

of t r r rnsi t ioq f ron  c l a s s l e s s  t o  class soo ie t i e s  ?nd tdn t  it cmtDins 

tho cont rcdic t ion  of this t r a n s i t i o n ,  i,e., the  conbination of cornu- 

n d  r e l a t ions  of production rrith sabryonic f o m s  of tho exp lo i t ing  

36/ c l a s s e s  md  of the State.- 

In order  t o  locz te  the problem i n  the above in terpre ta t ion ,  

we have to  look nore c loso ly  at Narxts analysis of "pre-capi tnl is t  . . 

forns of production". k r x  d is t inguiahos  betwoen "prirlary" .and "second 

f o r m  of s o c i e t i e s  which precede c n p i t d i s n .  Under the ilprinary" is 

included s wide array of tr3.ba.l ',ma othor  oonnunitico basod on cgri- 

c u l t u r e  o r  m ind  husbandry i n  vhich the v o r k i w  i n d i v i d w l s  a r o  

themselves i n  onc v q , r  o r  onother the proprietors of tho l m d  which 

they usc t o  produac thcdr awn subsiotonce, Sleverg a d  sorfdon, which 

develop sUb~c~t iW. . t ly  mil c h i e f l y  ns the r e s u l t  of w a r s  are design.?,tod 
- 4  

I 

Saq Irf rs3 'Xibib,  I i i m  Exminat ion  of ?fi t t f o g e l l  s Theory of 'Oriental 
Despotism", Ins-uiz, no.6, 1963, pp.57-73: Sea Jlso Hnbib ( 1962)' 
p.345. This n o d  not be a c r i t i q u e  of the internal  logic  of  t he  
r?odeX f t s e l f ,  since the appe,mcnce of an hypcrtmphied despot ic  
a t a t c  is c o n ~ t i o m 1  on the need fo r  Inrge-scale h y d r m l i c  works. 
?!hen tlleac wor!ro ,?re cc.rrio8 out i n  the i r  e s sen t in l s  at tho v i l l n g  
level - as wit5 the s y s t m  of the i n  Irm-dospot isn does 
not n a c o u s a ~ l y  r c n t l t  ( ~ ~ m d e l ,  3.1 35 

?re z c  s u m y i 3 i n g  the evidence of S h s n c ,  7.1 52 cnd Habib (1965) ,gi 

2 Godclier, "Tho Conce7t of the ' Asiat ic  Nods of Produ- 
c t ion l  mci Plarxist llodals af Socia l  Ewlut ion",  in  Dzvid Seddon ( 6  
h l a t i o n s  of ?roduc t ion:  Xarxis t hp~rorche  s t o  Econonic Anthro~olo, 
l ~ o n d o n :  F r,mk C,-.ss, 1370) ; f o r  3 c r i t i q u e ,  see Mmde1,pp. 124-127, 



The primxy f0- 

and date beck t o  tho a'& 

are dif9-t t-8, of p m a ~ g  f orns which t r i b a l  oomuni t i e s '  . . .  . . .  have 

assuned un&r differing kod i t i ons ,  auch as c l k a t o ,  geogrcrphical 

conditione, the n a M d  nakedzp of w e  tribe, presence o r  absence af 

h o s t i l e  neighbourq fhe &eats of p igra t ion ,  e tc .  ,E'of which the 

orientalw OF "Asiutiu" is  o n l y  one. In Ibis Asiatic  forn, the connu- 

n i t y  ie the  r e a l '  p r o p d e t o r  ,even though t h e m  m y  bo individual  
( f o r  a l i n l t e d  t e q ,  dw t o  the p r a c t i c e  of periodic r ed i s t r ibu t ion  of l d )  ; 

p o s s e s d  o n l  thfw proper* e&e t a  ol?l_p QB aomuml pmpertg. "Tho 

individual a s  such is oqly the posseasor of a p s r t i c u l n r  p a r t  of it, 

hereditary o r  not, f o r  m y  f r a o t i o n  o f .  the p ~ p e r t y  belong6 t o  no 

neklber fo r  hinself but only as t he  direct  p.?.rt of t h e  wanunitg. t a g  

I n  t h i a  anso the indioldud appertrs ns ? r o ~ e r t g l o s s ,  o r  rather property 

Pldud..through the in ternediary  of the cornunity to  which he belongs - 
on this basis the surplus product of 211 thc nmbors of t he  connunity 

. -. 
belongs to  .tho hiefier uniW Lee, t h o  d e ~ ~ o t i c  zuler- 

*of  Contrndiction (tee., to tho noncnt of its trt;-"isfomntion i n t o  a 

s e a o n d m  forn)  in t h o  case of two quite rlizferent kinds of comuni- 
- . .. 

tios of indivj..ua - . workina uroprle t o r s  'bJpif i e d  on tho one hand by the 

anrly Roncns and on ihe o the r  by t3.e Gomanic tr lbos .  

33 E r i ~ E o b a b a n s  ( e u ,  Kerl Mnrr: Pre -Crn i t a l i s t  E c o n o ~ i e  F~rntLons 
 ondo don: Lawreme & Wishart, 1 964), pp.88-89, 95, 100, etc .  



Tho differencoa vrl-th mgnrd to p r o p e w  anang ihe &ioti.c. 

t h e  Ron% =d tho Gonr~siz f o r m  m s  b a t  swmarisod i n  Hzrx's 

words: "...the r e d  oxistenc e of t h o  conrnmitg i s  datornined by tho 

specif ic  forn of its awnorahip of tho ob joctivo. o.ondit ionn of labour. 

Tho pmgcrty zlodirtted by its existence i n  tr carnur i ty  m y  qpem as 

. . 
i n  the d u d  lorn  of a tc te  and prLrcto property ~ h d c h  co6xist 's ide by 

s ide ,  but i n  such (I ww cs to  ndco t h e  fbrner.:tha procopdi.t;ion of the 

lc.ttor, a n  that only t;he c i t i zen  i s  and nust .bo n private p ropae tor ,  

while on the other 1-d his proper*. a o  citinian '356'h% a ao9arste 

oxistancc potonel . - Lastly, connun.d property m y  crppenr norely ns n 

aupplmcnt to  privcto property which i n  t h i a  ccso .fgmu tho basis; 

i n  this crae  the connunity has no ofistence cxcopt i n  t-hc assonblg 

of its nenbers a d  i n  the i r  csaociation fo r  cornon- purposes &mnnic 

world7 - tt 4 9  

But them is  a nore bpor t .mt  difforance: i t  is a~inttrined 

t h a t  of d l  thoso foms  of. coll 'ective ownership, t h ~ t  constltutod by 

t h o  Aaiatic noda of production is  the orS;alntrl fom fron which c l l  I 
o the rs  omlved .ad "the one t h a t  survives longost 'md noot s-tubbornly.' 4 
And heroin l i e s  the trouble. For o m  thing, Lttl~ough. l2ie A&cti'c i s  

said t o  be tho origtnnl f w a ,  t h e m  is no nttqnqt t a  . t r ~ a . & o " c x p l i c i t  

l i n e  of dovolopnent fro3 it t o  o t h e r  prigi-tivo co-muni'w f~rns, i .e., 

n h i s t o d c d  suc~oss ion  Of o w l y  e o c i d  f o m s e '  . :... .(thou*. -- - 2118 i i r .  

4g -* ib id  9 p.82; enphosia i n  the origincl. 

43 ibid .) p e e .  

43 Though k r z ,  i n  his notes on %ovolowl:y~ s dokk -(see footnote 6) ,  , 
smnnrises the s t n g o s  s u ~ e s t o d  by Kov,.,lcvoky, it is pgt clprx 
whether ho nes expressing ag reaen t  with the scho&. 1.f' he 
did ,  i t  would neon that ho u s  ~ovinga?c .y  fma .h ie  forncr 
position that he or iginal  Asiatic co-zme was obstincltely 
r u s i s  tent  t o  ch.mge; see Daniel Thornor, "tlarx on Indic  .wd 
the Asiztic #ode of ?reduction*', i n  Tbomor, 79,377-379. 



pasasgtrwqv *m lbe to the second= f cim, through w a r ,  

i s  indiceted).. Moreover, while on the om hand t i e  Indian form of 

comunal ownership as enbodied i n  j ~ i n t  ormers'hip and joint cu l t i -  

vcrtion of the lend by the e n t i r e  vi l lage is  t&en t o  be the originel 

form from &ich a l l  others evolved, the very acne charact'eris t i c  

f eaturea of  the ancient Indi an village plus the t ight  union of sgri- 

cu l tu re  and handicsa&te axe said t o  pmvide the basis for  the s t a t i c ,  

unohengLng nature of M a t i c  society! OSrl.ouely, the poblem would 

not have presented l t a s l f  had an attenpt been made t o  specify the  

condiaona under whioh .the psssage .fron the nost  original  form to the 

Roman d Cernanic f oms  did t & e  place i n  h5s tow, ' and then point out 
.. . 

how those vexy conditione were not present i n .  the. oase of Asiatic 

80 c i e  tie a, 

441 .the notion of the absence of prlvate property i n  India, thore i s  

nothing t o  imply that l a t e r  on ho w a s  attempting to fornulate the 

problsn of t r a m i t i o n  for non-Euro3em societ ioe i n  m y  w a y  dif!ferent 

from that of t r a m i t i o n  from connunal to  prlvilte paper* i n  land, 

.axkept -that i n  his Eotee -on I n d i m  H i s t o r y ,  he was rejeoting hie 

o n r l i o  r, h i  & l y  onthusiss t i c  viow tlia t z d n d ' a r i  and r a iyo i i j ' d  

451 tenures reprosentod def in i te  fo rm of private p r o p r t g  i n  l a d .  

I t  must 5e adnittod tha t  Mnrx was working bn inadequate and oftentimes 

misleading evidcnco ( ptuticulo& rr i th  rof ermco t o  Indian history) 

See, f o r  a recant aftonpt, RaAwLwHm Gunnwardana, "The k s l~s i s  
of Fre-colonial Socicil Formtion in A s i a  i n  the ?!ritinats of 
K.arl ?Iarx," Indian His tor ical  Redew, V O ~ ; I I ,  no.2, sa&ary 1976, 

..I -.- ~ 2 a ~ 0 > - 3 6 8 .  
u/ In a 3  case, would not tha t  amomt t o  abandoning tho idoa of the 

Asintic  ode of production? 



which lad t o  n i s  ta?ien assumptions being d e  about -the nature of 

Indian society: the above re-e.xnmination of the various forms of 

c onmu~al.' ownership suggoa ts that the assullption of i n t  &nnl s t ab i l i t y  

of "koiati-c" soc ie t i es  ( r i & t  up t o  the colonial  period) c-ot even 

be theore t ica l ly  sound, 

His tor ical ly ,  the Asia t td  f o m  is, in  our apinion, best  treated 

as anterior  to two procease8 of change i n  Indian history:  one is a supra- 

v i l l age  process of land-grants, revenue asoignnents, etc., which brought 

about ce r ta in  qual i ta t ive  changes i n  the nature of r i gh t s  over land, 

and the  other is an intre-village process of individualiaat ion of 

pensant cul t ivat ion and possession (of  a ~lemonent n i ture ,  as the  

prOmtice of periodic redis t r ibut ion of land tendo to fall i n t o  disuse 

over t ine )  of land (here  Kovalevskyls highly suggostiie schene can bo 

p u t  t c  t a t ) ,  and finally the in ter- re la t iom between the two processes, 

d l  'of which nus t  be mcognisod and conceptudisad on their  own basis. 

It aoens t o  us that a f r u i t f u l  way of posing the problen is 

i n  terms of t rans i t ion  from one f o m  of ~ r i v t r t e  ~rower ty  t o  mothor 

fo rn  of private ~ror>erf?r i n  land. The two m o l y t i c a l  categories H 

private  property nay be called: ( 1) Conditional, (2) dbsoluti  ~ r i v n t e  

prepertg i n  land. Bow, thore e r e  two fundaen t J l  conditions defining 

absolute private propertg, which m e  as follows:. 

( t ) .Unconditional -right t o  alienate,  where ' unconditional1 

( a )  the ri@t .of ona private individual excludos n s i n i h r  

right of mother  individual (one holding c legally 

i n f e r io r  i n t  erost)  t o  a l i ena te  tho e m '  ob jht of, 



-pluJm,--y t h f 3  samo p lo t  - & - - r a n d . . b k p ~ ~ t ) - o f  , 

which tha l a t t e r  individual is i n  posseasion, and 

( b )  ttbsmco of any independent r u l o s  of a l i a a t l o n  

inposed fron above, say, by tho s t a t e1  or any form 

of politic&. pW8r. 

I t should be evident that  'the fulf i lncnt  of the above 15 ght 

presupposes two things: t h a t  it i s" lmd i t s e l f  that I s  being alienated 

w d  t h a t  there  has developed a narket i n  lend i t s e l f  i n  the 'larger 

emnonyT w i  th its oun presuppoaitlona ( commodi t i a  at ion of the product, 

e t c . )  . 
The above right ale6 Barvea t o  dlssolve a l l  farrma of aoaial  

excluaivenaea ( s a y ,  oaete-baaed, :nqble limage-baaed, etc.) of ovnbrship 

of I w d  and 'imparts t o  i m d  e a m i d  nobi)ity, r o  t o  say. 

(2) Right to l o g a t o  oacupancy and appropriate and relrlse 

" r en tn ,  i.e., t o  ,appropriate a given and r i s i a ~  surplus on the basi8 

of a dotorninate socia l  form of organisation of  pmduc tion. 

Thc above inpl ios  and is implied by. fhe condition that the abso- 

lute private ,propertg-holdar i n  land ,has a conplote k g h t  of evict ion,  

whfch he e i t h e r  rratuaZ1~ .exercises or otherwiaa ie able t o  change., the 

gxist ing tezna and conditions of the oontract w $ t h  the d i r e c t  producer 

t o  capture the  (rising) gurplus.  This implication has two Further 

p r  .mupposi tiona : First, a ce r t a in  degree of donogCaphic development, 

whoreby land is no more r e l a t i v e l g  abundant ( r e l a t i v e  t o  labour availa- 

b i l i t y  ) , and second, the d i r ec t  pmduoer hae no cuotonary or legal 

r ight  i n  land (and i t8  (rid4 surplue) whatsoever. Thus, these two 

togother becone the neoeseary m d  suff ic ient  conditions fo r  the right 

of eviction t o  be effectively exemiaed. ' 



Some qual i f ica t ions  t o  the above point Wt the lepl  of 

denogra#dc developnont is P nocosssrg condition fo r  (2) above t o  

be ea t i s f i ed  nust bnediataly be cdded. 

'What . we' . a re  'sugfpstin& i s  t h a t  8 low level  of denogmphic 

dovelopneat., i..e.., relatLve abundaaoe of la with respect to labour, 

sets noaotive l i m i t s  Gthh w h i c h  1Alrlokners on the ooo h a d  and 

t h e  peasants on -&a other, can 'noke p6asib3.e- choioes, . te ,.-.can .reapand 

t o  the s i tua t ion  i n  pre&tct&Xe ways.. . On. t h o  one hand, ' the landowners 

can attenpt  t o  t i e  d m  .tde peawdlrg. to the l a d ,  on the basis  of some 

form or  other of pol i t ioa l  :(state),  A t m y  o r  judioid power, as . . . . . 
. -. . . 

under f eudalisn, o r  o-t lens%: t r y  t o  r e s t r i c t  tho novonon$ of the 

native t o  oach otber: one ib rkgration. 'i.6.; nboenont into Inforiar 

so i l s '  by I'oclaioirq wzste. It is herb t h a t  ltho love1 of. tschnologg 

s e t s  limits t o  'extensive ccul.M.vation. Thb &ond choioe - 
t h e  one ofton exorcised as lho:possible exorkiso of the first choico 

narrows down - is eoLloctivo $osistmco to  tho pqment of r;. ( r i s ing)  

rent .  Tho l a t t e r  par t ly  --dopenas on tho h i s t o d . c i ~ ~ : b f .  1 4  rolc t ions  

i t s o i f  - ' t o  whet extant such a c o i i ~ ~ t i v i t y ~ i t d l y  obtains m d  t o  

-what oxterk arc  thoro socid (or&. , caste)  and ocononic d iv i s iom withia 

tho  pbdsantry. % I n  the 'case of such divisions, tho nrrturo of resistance 

would .seem to. dopond on.whathor a s t ra tun  of the pensantry is t o  bear 

tho  ixicrensod demand, for rent  or nore o r  loss  the whole; ' 6 % ~ .  

I t  should' bo pointed out hero that obsolute privato proporty 

i n  lmd  i s  dif ferent  fron c . tap5. tql i~tp~$atg property not on the 

basis of tho f i r s t  condition dosci-ibcd abovo, but'on tho basis of tho  

secord , wliich' does not  n e c e s a n r i l ~  'iqly control over t ho  moc ass 



of ~ roduc  tion,- sonetbing-whiuh c a p i t a U s t  m a t e  .prapertg. land 
does. I n  other words. while c a p i t a l i s t  private proper* in land - - 

/ lnp l ios  absolute priv&e prope& i n  land, tho converse ia not  true. - 
Hare wo would l i k o  .to add t h a t  the c d t e r i o n  of costs01 over t he  

prooess of produo t i o n  is we l eak t  w e  need in order %. distiPguiah 

absolute privnte propor* fron cclpit alis t pr ivate  propefiYy in land, 

i ,em, * sonething which does not exhuust the dis t inct ions  between the 

two farns. 

h e  h i s t o d c a l  'signifiaance of the t ramit ion from conditional 

to  absolute pdvtlte p r o p r t g  i n  land Ues i n  the f a c t  that t h i a  %ran- 

. e i t i o n  is the t heoke t i cd  pxpresaion of e e  ~ z ~ ? g a i : p m c e q  

t h r o w  whicli tho two fundament a1 conditi  om' defir2 zg abeolute private 

~ r o y o r t y  in  l a i d  m e  sat is f iad .  And thia t r ans i t i on  5 s  nothing but 

c o n ~ l o t i o n  of thc procoss of p36dte monopoly of l d o ~ a h i p  ..cpld . .  . 
generalis at ion of .  prd;p'&rtg in a l l  cult ixuble land.. 

... ;. ' 

Now, oondi t iond proportg i n  . . 1 4  is defined ne'rtakkoelg 
. . 

whan only ono of the conditions def- absolute private prbpe* 
- 

is sct is f iod,  but not both. Yo would l i k e  t o  give a fow his'toricrt2 

examples t o  i l l u o t r n t e  tho mturo of conditional pdvrrto prop>.r$$. 

ip l,d, .oom of which wo,haoo already referred In abovo: .these erclnples 

should - also hclp t o  bring out t%e significance of tho above two con- 

d i t i o n s  defining absolute pr lvate  prapsrty in land. 

Nunaroua l m d  grants t o  Brahmins durl.ng tho Gupta poriod csn 

*/  he impor.t,-nce of this as an a b s o ~ u t e l y  nocessarp h i a t o r ~ c a l  con- 
. d i t i on  - i n  a nost abs t rac t  some - for. the omergace of 
industrial, ,  ns agninet agrarian, c a p i t d i k n ,  mods  to be kepC 
in nind. Because, inaof ar n o  .*ere is fro& accoss t o  a 

( re la t ively)  p l e n t i f i l  supply of land, a s tabla  labouring 
c l a s s  c m o t  merge. Soe Erne& Mmdol, Mcrxist -Econonic 
T h o o q   o on don: Horldn Press, 1962) , p.286, 'for l i i s t o r i c d  
ilIustration8 of the c r e ~ t i o n  'of nbsoluto private property In 
land, primarily i n  colonised count'ries. 



it ie not clonr - though ih ~ o n o  c&eo nooplo alongwith lnnd vore 

grmM - whather tho grnntues could clain from pebmts  norc than 

that uhioh Cho king woula nornrrlly c l a n  detaminod by Flxod usam. 

E x ~ ~ l o  2 

A n  oxtu;limt5on of t3e zmturc of iatrrcl nbovo ahowod that tho 

the ir  Snoono at tho w i l l  of tho kiw* &orctby t b  quoation of dior?a- 

b i l i t y  of ldd ittslf docs not arise. lo noup not go into l kc  d o t d l ~  

again. 

Tho naturo of proper* rt&.t;s duxrln~ tho Kughal. poriod, of 

tho Crawo, nobility (&@dm). md tho louor fclrcl 8 'ar i s tocr~*  

(-ecmi&LITs) on tho one hmd, and tho FetA&trg, on tho o t I ~ r ,  pc,rhaps 

right over tho &~SROLI&. of the auqlue $roduoe, which waa raflectod 
, 

i n  its r igh t  to cronto r o v c n u o ~ c r s s i ~ n t s . ;  correspondi~ t6 this, 

tho masantrg did  a& h ~ v a  .? right over its ontiro produoo, 

But iho ~ r a w n / n o b i l i t ~ / ~ s t o c r a c ~  did not posaesa ( aoula 

not uxoroi m) tlio right b ~ ,  ovlc tion of a 2orrsantry so long as ha 

wza  cultivating tke. 1::;d. Corroqonding 4a t h i  &8enco of c right 

of eviction* tab pe .want bad a oua.bmrg of oooupancy. 



On tho other haad, we fllld that the Cmwn rrad tho nobility 

had tho right to r e s t r i c t  the novenont of the peasantry (evidently 

requirsd, i n  4210 absence of tho fight to ovicC) i n  rea l i s ing  a glvon 

revenue donand and, uore inportantly,  stepping up tho a m e  - a~ was 

nctually &no as the cost  of palace oetablishiiiont increased) Corres- 

ponding to  th i s ,  the podantry  lacked the freedon of abandoning cu l f i -  

votton i n  my efyw lwaliw, i.e., +he right of free disposal. 

The caae of revenue-grante (known as _nadad+i nalash grants) 

during the Nu&hol period, g r ~ t e d  mostly b Ao'n of l o m i ? ,  religioUI3 

devotees, persona of nSble l ineage, ottc., ia ah intoreat ing instance 

of conditi  dnnl pr ivate  property in land, 

F i r s t ,  tho grantee could never t r rns f  er o r  8311. tho. l a d  under 

h i s  posaeeeion nor could ho pass on to his he i r s  &copt i n  nccordencs 

with inpor ia l  ordor, 

Second, tho grant did not extinguish tho ri&t of the wtilagc 

hendnan (nuqoddan), o w n  when tho grantee held tho whole of the village, 

nor  d i d  it i n  any way &fact tlie samindtlri d a t a  ostablishod over the  

v i l l age ,  nor could * mtrdad-i acf ash .holder i n t p f  e r e  with the occu7cmay 

r i g h t s  of tho ~ o a s ~ t s ,  

Thirdly, " . , . .what w a s  grmtod #a? lhe rl ght to collept  the 

land  zrevanue nnd'keep it.. .the grant ,  therefore, d id  not i n m a t  the 

grantee with any'rights pot clalned previously by the &inistrot ion.  

Ee could not logitinertoly demand a larger anaunt of 1md revenuo than 

wna authoricied. .. . &/ 



Exmu10 5 

?:fithout going i n t o  the d o t c i l ~  I it nay only bo pointod ~ u t  

rights i n  l:rnd. Surton S tcin, &tor e x a i p i n g  the myaka syston, 

cones t o  the' relcymt conclusion t h z t  '. . . .lmd r l i h t a  do not portaln 

F i n f l y ,  we hcve aopo evidenoe of fha ncture of eaaindari' 

and o t h e r  * proprleterg '  r l & t o  i n  l d  f o r  the inaediately ?re-ooloaial 

pt4,od (i.o., Il.?ratha rule)  from o u r  &.&on of study, gle.mod from o 

f e w  heids 'of .:s,aXe. . . 

Tho bx,-ainztion of tho dooda of: s c l ~  of viri.ous gr,?dos of 

suprc+.-oill:?go 3.cmdholding int or&&, Ulro, thn t of n ~houdhuzy ' a t a luk  

( i n  1760), por t ion  of 3 tcluk'  of'.wi%~.dty: kcnuns ( i n  1724), rr a d p -  

f oaturos. Apnlj  fron tho f&e '.that .dl theoo a d o a  wcm ih- liquidir-. 
. . 

t i o n  of bdlmcos o f  tho 'pub1'ic;''asaoaanont 3f rovonuo , tho?? is abso- 

l u t o l y  no n a t i o n  of t h o  oetuol 3nount of land thst  i s  boine sold: 

i n  (be c s e  of thc'mrdd&. mlo ,  it is m i d  t b  be t h c . d u C % ~ m ~  ( ' k f i c e )  
. . .  

of zmind..ri th?.t i s  dis?oscd of; i n  4ho othor cmpa,  tho words 

" t u a u r r o ~ f  nr:likmohw, ox propriotarg posaosoion frequently occur. 

. t h o  following dead o-f a d o  of n N o q u d d ~ o ' ,  'uador' a tr71ukd.w: 
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"I, who an Bpase.Sewant..Sin&r, .,,..mquddm of 
. . 

Houzab . I aaupor'e, under the talooks of Juggmaffi persand, 

in .the Sirom of Budruck: since I hzve b i lher to  hold 

the noquddmne of tho jbove muza i n  full ~ r o ~ d e t s r s  

poeseeaioq,,,, but cn unable to pcy the gublic revonua 

assessed thereon; therefore of riv o m  f ree  w u ,  in f u l l  

llhe ~ p l i o c r t i o n s  of the obovo a r e  'boat ' described by ".'::'.rling, 

t h e  trmalator of Ule above deed of sale, whon we quote (writing i n  . . 

1822) .eztmao : "Tho words tueurrpof rnaU.kirnohr . . . . m e  used aa . . 

f requaatly by tho aelllrrg moquddun i n  referonco to nhot ho s e l l s ,  ae 

by the talookdnr, dlthoug)r avowedly subordincto t o  a supelSor holder 

of t he  k t t o r  descri?tion, ?, , .The -. uords,. --  . I an: parsuaded ehould be 

understood aa doocriptipo of the s o r t  of tenure of the moquddum - 
one onjoyad by zncient proscriplivo usage, const i tu t ing n 3Ftlo of 

right, nnd not onc which i o  dopondent on the w i l l  of mother, and camof . .  . 
be trclasf erred.. . . It is. ovldcnt , that tho interca t of o x h  moquddun 

i n  tho vi l lago undor h i .  .was groator  than t h a t  of tho talookdrtr of 

tho division.. , ,although the tcrlookda having author i ty  over and 

collecting his dues fron . a .nuxbor of noqudduns, chocking & a i r  

accounts., .and hovlng bosidea'.'upder his m n a n n ~ o n t  aevsrd. 

pahikasht oillagee, was an of f i ce r  of higher a rank ' mdl-bore extended 

onolwonts, an upper l ink i n  tho &ain  of depandence. , , A t  oll 

evpnta', i f  wo conaider t h a t  the thing sold nlw,?gs w a s  the actual  

village o r  vill~qps, mi! not mcrely the dght of amaging wLth the 
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s o i l ,  tro m e  brou&t to t h i s  di lonno t h a t  tho t.*lookcdax% cnd noqudduns 

wore conat.mtly proprietoro of tho 3;olo subjoct  nnttor. .  . . Such n con- 
a l u s i  on would be cn cbourdity, but tha ro  is nolio in  oonsidering then 

both to hmo posaonsod c o r t d n  r i g h t s  cad o f f i c i c l  dut ioa and enolu- 

w u e n t s  i n  regard t o  .$hc s a o  l.md o r  vi11r~os1' .  

ii3 o g d n s t  t!lis, it ie t o  be noted tha t  tho f doohdam and 

moqudduns did hcvo 2 fight of disposing ma1 gnrcels of 1.d £'Pee 

unoccupied and unrrssessod, of the desorlpOion "bunjur khari3 jmnc". 
... . 

I n  such deeds of a d o ,  h e r e  is an o x p U c i t  nantdon of the  actual 

quantity of 1,md thct is  boing uliomtod. !?e quote ono such deed 

o f  s i l o  of g;roursb by n noquddun: 

scnsos I havo sold 1 beegah 17 ghoontn cnd 6 bi8v.m o f  

l m d  buneur khzri9 .j\li=nn,,,, Lot tho purchLwer t&e 

posoossion of tho' and bri&'it  i n t o  cul t ivht i  on.. . . 
(Dotod 1150 unlob)' s/. 
But, it n u s t  be . n o t d  thzt, " ,,,whenaver a 1,lrge quantity 

was t o  be a l i o n ~ t o d ,  cr one o r  two bztteos, we' f ind  the Ehodrees  and 

canoongoes of the p c r p a h  e t m d i n g  forth i n  tho5-r j o i n t  ccpacity, 

w i t h  the ~ d d i t i o n  ;onetinos of &o aoquddue, lending co l loc t ivo ly  

their sanction t o  t h e i r  d i o n a t i o n ,  md by &is aof o d n c i x y  s t r o w l y  



... . the o f f i c i3Li ty  of their t a w g  as the pergunnah nuporiantcndents 

and col lec tors .  

The above onutions us ogcins t  iny nedhcniccl intcrrpretation 

of the oxLdcnco .of s d o  pad pPiarchkso of - ednderr i :  -r t&'E .'dGxcg t h e  

pre-colonial  g c r i o d  - of which. t he re  s o  mny - as sign if&^^ tho 

orxrgence of propr ie tury  .fi@t i n  .lmd md u n ~ o n d i t i o n ~ d  right t o  . .  . 

d i e m t o ,  %n our sanso. Ono oxanplo ~f such m i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  seoaa 

t o  . bo . .  by B.R.Grovea .when he . .  e q s ~ . " B y  - - .the alose-of. ' the-l7th c&tury, 
. . .  . . 

such a m i a d  mi rtgh to:-( ~osuh-~-z'hd6d mi) and ob l igx t i  o m  no quired 

p roprlo tilrg nnd a l i enab le  chor&ter.. . .'% thbugh understmding per- 

f o o t l y  w e l l  a n t  ~nsun-i-~rdindul  nount custo&& ~ h = ~ e a  i n  t h o  ahnpe 

of n s n d l  port ion of t h ~  state s h d r e  i n  the revenues of  the v i l l o g w  

i n  the emindrul' s j m i a d i c t i m ,  and. no noro. 

A l l  i n  dl, on a desa r ip t ive  plane (on ?a ,analyticcl plano, 

it. nu6 t Im soon ~As-a-vLs abeolute .privc.:to 'property i n  lnnd) , i t  is 

. posaiblo . . t o  concoi-vo of condit ional  pr lvnto proyorty i n  l m d  ns 

r a f e r r i n g  t o  a. -adation 6f rights over k n d  ono on thc t a p  of 'mother 

(typioally bas$ on i k d i v i d u c ~  p c m k ~ t  cultlv-rtion) and o m  inportnnt  

h i a  t o r i c  cl f a c t o r  cont r ibut ing  t o  t h i s  ~IUB t .h,sm.-SO~n.v~xioua .III~C¶OEI of 

revenue-collec ting mrmganont s .iritroduc d by ' h c c  esnive stntai  powers, 

noin& on %o bnsi s of p d l i t i c  o q o d i o n 0 y . ~ k 6  herodif my ncturo 
. . . . 

o f  o f f i c e s  under  t h o  ~ i n d u s  nus t .have. helpd to r l g l d i f y  suoh man- 

geaents ,  touldirq t o  hardon then i n t o  pem&ent t i t l o .  

Soe s.NuAl Hna~on, "Tho P o s i t i m  of tho Zmindora i n  the Hu@d 
'Enpire", - IE5HR, Vo.l.1, n0.4, Apr i l Juno  ,1964, pp.107-119: 
'I ..Were enorgod not only a vxriety of  l a d  r i g h t s  but d s o  tl 
kind of pyrmidd .  s t ruc  ture fn ogrzrian r o l z t i o n s  wherein 
r i g h t s  of vrxious kinds were ouporinposed upon orlch other" (p.118). 



S t i r l i n g  paspod the historic nl nature of t h i a  well vhen 

he wrote: "In discussing the rod n a h r e  of the r i g h t s  aud privilege8 

what they were not, than what they actually wore. It is ~y decided 

opinion, that fron tho hereditcay character  perv3ding. so r-rkebiy 

e l l  tho ins t i tu t iono  of the Hindooo, they a t  a l l  t ines  posseas& a 
-. . . 

i n w r f e c t  title of proper& i n  th& off ices.. .-. Thoy h?d the r ight  

of. col lec t ing the govemnent revenue assessed on the ld s c o r b i n q  
. . 

t o  certain fired r a t e s  o r  deternined proioGdon' of the 6 m p  sof t led  

by R a j a  T.oorul Mull, i h o k  general aettlenent was uquestionably the 

b ns i s  of dl subsoquant rovenuc armagoin nt.. . . ,a/ 

111. Tonancy Relations i n  the Colonial P rid: Cuttack D i s t r i c t  . ~ 
Finving presented the h i s to r icn l  exmplos of '  conditional private 

proper* in 1.d i n  n nore o; less chronolo#cd. ordor, we hove now 

arr ived ct the ernindc?ri 'ri#t as croctod by colonial  mlo.  

Ye s o  i n  a posit ion in suggest tlr. t oven i f  it 13 granted 

t h a t  'the c o l o n i d  rulo attenpted t o .  cronte cbsolute private property 

i n  land on n cam rnl isud bnsis f o r  tho ffrst t i n e  i n  InOian history,  

but,  i n  tho l i @ t  of nborc considerations, . i t  is, inpossible to  beli&e 

c l m a  of p d r n t o  individual8 yr absolute proph.eto,rs .of tho s o i l ,  the 

ZJ s t c r ~ i n g ,  paro.59; cnphisis ours. - - 

22/ T h i s  oaation is.bost mprded e. a o e t  of tcntz t ivo observ5tions 
md. Xntb*,r6tntiona, ~ d n i t t o d l y  bnscd on rnthor  indoquato  
datz-base, to be suitably modified 2s nore pointed piecos of 
ovideuce are got hold of. 



c o l o n i a l  state muld at beet ham introduoed an p d d i t i o n a l  elmen* 

.of o o n f l i o t ,  t o  be resolved over t h e  wholo of tho  co lon id ,  period. 

On the  o-ther h a d ,  if we pos i t '  z t iafi t ly-knit  v i l l a g e  connu- 

n2t  y boforo We ooaing' of the Bri t i a h ,  it becones d f f f i c u l t  t o  under- 

s t a d  haw an a r b i t r a r y , . s e t  of p r i v ~ t o  indiv iduals  could be oo e a s i l y  

superfmposod on euch a cormunity; t hus ;  i t  s e e m  m r e  p laus ib le  to 

sugees t  t h a t  eubh n superiaposi  t i o n ,  could bo 'f n c i l i t a t o d  r n t h e r  by 'an 

a l r eady  d i f f e r a t i a t e d  ajp.uzlrra soc ie ty ,  ,on, . , the b m i a  of . an . appmprio te  

a l l i a n o e  with th.0 vlllc.g'e-lev@ ,doninant peasantry, ,  i.o .., by g r a t i n g  

s u i t  able concessions t o  .the a mom 

Thuo t h e  q e h t i o n  should ndt.  be posed, i n  terns of the +npact 

of Bri t ish  l m d  s o t t l u x m t  on fko ' t r ad i t ionn l r :  agrarian sociotg,  but 

i n  t o m s  of n procoss of i n t o r ~ t i o n  betwoen two struc.tur'a .of l e  

. . 
i nc lud ing  d i f f e r e n t  f o r m  .of or&mis a t i o n  af aroduction, elements of 

cuotox, &c. ( c d l  thoso 'tho"' rant-tonuro s tzuc ture t  ) and tho  oupra- 

r i i l l cgo  rrevmuc-co1lcction.s t k c  tu ro  ' crec tcd '  by B I ~  t i e h  l a w  ( c a l l  i t  

engagod with *he =d l o n i a l  s tct  o' for .  the  purpose of revonue-co l l oc  t i on ,  

Then i t  i a  poss ib le  to  concoivo of four  p o b s i b l ~  p&torna of 

i n t a r c c t i o s / ,  i n  terns of long--tern consequences, dtdpoeding on 

>articular c i r c u n s t m c e s  (to bo idon t i f iod ,  as correaponding.to each 

p a t t e r n .  of i n t a r m  t ion)  , betwoon tho two s t ruo tu ros  of l a n d .  tenures 

which we h&o'. 'mhlytichlly sop.-zrrtod, . F i r a t ,  ....the  ti^ 1 ; r r d h o l d i ~  

Seo Rdtndckhn Ray, C h y l ~ e  i n  Blmad. darnclan ~ m i o a  (NOW ~o' lh i :  
M anoh=. Publ ic  &ions, 1 979). , p. 109, 274 f f . , f ron  which the 
bro'ad aohone ha8 b a n  zdopt od, with nodlfidhti'ono., . .  



z m i n d a r i  t f t l c ,  who by long rcsidcnco-would convort tho  lo@ t i t l o  
1 

i n t o  phys i c c l  oc cupadion .of ngr i cu l tu rc l  l a d s  beloilging to- &e f omer 

v i l h g e  e l i t o s ,  Sccond, povrorM err-rlindars d g h t  succeed - by tho 

in tmduc t i o n  of periodical. survey nnd regular burooucrrrtic nnnagonant A 

i n  i n c r a a a i q  and o q u o l i o i q  essossnont r a t e s  tn such an extant  t h a t  

tho  s u q l u s  of tho v i l l c g c  e l i t e s  would bo tripod out  reducing then t o  

the econonic lovol  of ordinarg raSycits, whilo they p e r h c p '  r e t d n ,  their 

political influonc e os v i l l ago  he&.  his need no t  bo done 'by tho 

new zauindars if tho t h i r d  p o s s i b i l i t y  s t a t &  below I s  open).- JPhlrd, 

t h e  new xmindcrs night succead i n  r a i s i n g  s s e s s n a t  r a t e s  ( f o r  La 

excess of tho mount justified by tho oxteasion of 'cul t ivat ion)  ovor 

i r f c r i o r  tenents  by rorching nn understanding w i t h  ~o P i l l ago- l ewl  

dominant possantry that would anablo tho  l o t t a r  $0 rotain tho* amgin. 

But, i n  this case, i n  a conjuncture of S s i s p :  surplus, tho "alliance" 

nqy no t  bo ;ow-los tiw nor pooCcful .w fourth,  boccuso of tho 

f a c t  t h a t ,  under tho rovonuo-collootion m r m g a m n t  of M c ~ x l i a r  

p o l i t i c a l  pawcr, tho . Pil lngo-lovd doninmt pom.mtr$ was vostod w i t h  

t ho  rc spons ib i l i tg  of rcvonuo-co l l e c t i o n ,  whom rcmbore hcvo . .. born f i t e d  

i n  n nmbcr  of ways f r o n  holdin;: tho off icoa of rovonuo wscssnont  and 

c o l l e c t i o n ,  i n c l u d i q ~  p o l i t i c d  inf luonco over tho r o s t  of  tho rurrrl 

population, oouplod with tha f a t s  of abeol l tooi~z~,  d f t s  botwcan 

c oshndng zrmindcrs, ocr.ttorud dia t r i b u t i o n '  of subdiddo& properties. 

otc. ,  n i & t  so f a  u e ~ k c n  tho l o c d  pos i t ion  of tho  ncw ' landlords'  

t h z t  tho ruaidont villngc landlords of pees?nt; c . - ~ t u  would r,lisc thcir 

See RJnt m d  Retnc. any, "Zmindcrs ,md Jotudzra: c study of Rural 
PolitLc?. i n  Bcngalnl", lIodorn Asinn Studies, V o l . I X ,  no.1 ( 1 9 7 5 ) ~  
pp.81-102, fqr showing how i n  Ben& i n  tho l a t t o r  h d f  of the  
19th c., auch .an "alLiuncow wr.s bro&ing down. 
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