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CASTE AID TI'E 5LWUKAL ECONOMY:

Roport of a field study in Chingleput District
T.K. Sux_1dari

Caste system in Indin is among the most researched social systems
in tho world, and rightly sc, It has survived unabated through centu-
ries, and imposed its form on the whole of social 1lifs. [he omnipresence
of casto in ell spherus of life can be felt upto the srecent day.

Caste system has links withy ani parvedas gvery othar sogial institution
and any gtudy of caste has to contend with its many dimensions. For
the pui'poae of tie present studly, However, we are sanfininz oursalves
‘to one agpact of it alane, namely tho ocononﬂ.c.y

Socielogical atudies on the caste system bave frequently focusaad
their attention on its important econamic functidn - that of the divie
sion of the village commmity inta diffarent ecoupational groups,
Bvery caste pefformd specific taska, and in principle enjoyed. the
monopoly in the re@.on of carrying out tho.economic function allottod
to it; The resulting intozdepéndenco anonZ castes was gonsidered as
the basis for the stahility of the systan as a functionally integrated
whole.?‘/

Y We are not making a review of 1iteratu:re in tho following prges,
but attenpting to trmce the main tronds in order to place thw stuny
in its context,

74 Sociologsts liko Wiser, E.L. Leach, L, Dumont, l.¥,Srinivas and
Islua.ran are proponents of this view.
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The economio aignificance of the syst.em.has been described as that
of eliminating competition among workers and constituting & harmonious
system of exchange relationships between .the difforent castes in the heira-
rchy as more or less eqmi partners,

The limitations of such stulied are several. Ficst of all, their
conception ‘of .traditional Indian village is as a community of peasants
working on land, along.with non-_a.g{'axian‘_'gmups of ariisats anl other
spedalia'ta;mhngu could therefore only take place betveen cultivators
and service commmities, and therefore there was reoiprccit:;r in the
rda#iomlﬂ.'pg, They fail to.take into account the differentiation within
the agrarian castes and the gross inequality-in righls +o land and produce
‘between the different castes.y

Secondly, -the context in which caste system oner. .:, is overlockod.
* The unequal access to means of production (and hencc of ; ~dr-2) of the
different groups, created and sustained by the casl: oot and its
influence on the agrarian structure and production procras, L.s received
little attention, Moreover, there is littls aftempt macc in *;i:eao'
stulies to relate the social processes observed to the aristing material
conditions of pmduc‘bion.y

3/ T.0. Beddleman (1558) is an exception. He calls the iajmeri system
exploitative, and based on unequal ownership of loend whereby the
landed uppercastes could command the services and products of the
landless lower castes.

-4/ By material conditions of production we mean- factrr:; li%c soid quality,
rainfall, cropping pattern, irrigation, extenl of comciuuintion of
land, proportion of agriculturel labourers, etc,



Beonomists, on the other hand, have in general tended to ignore the
influence of caste structure in their studies of the rural economy; and
this inclules some of the most comprehensive studies in recent times
providing new insights into the structure of the rural markets. The
study of interlinkages of land, labour and credit markets by fudra and
Bardhan (1578 ), for example, has pointed out the changing relationship
between tenants, labourers and landowners; but they have nowhere made
even a mention of how caste divisions which In the past determined an
individual's relation to the production process, have dided offieterred
this process. '-;-.gain, in thdir study of the various types of labour
attachnents in West Bengal Taxdre and Bardhan aimed a't; ‘and erstanding
producticn relations in agriculture and the nature of segmentation of
lobour rmrket) the caste factor which has been found to be one of the
main d-ateminarrt.sé/ deciding which section of labourers is attached,
‘has been overlooked. A recent article§/ however, men-
tions caste as one of the factors influencing the bargaining power of

laboururs,

The above studies by Rudra and Bardhan have quite rightly tried to
rzlute the work contracts to the-material conditions of production in
2 rillage such as 'level of advancement', but the factors considered
sccued to be insufficient. The Sample villages-choséh are from various
“irctricts, in which cropping pattern and intemsity, proportion of agri-

aultural labourcrs relative to cultivated area,and availability of

5/ Bardhan and Fudra (1580).
& A, Fudra, (1981).
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altomtivo sowrces of cuployment could vary significantly even within
one of
rogions of tho %ur.u level of advancement. ‘o therafore find/the limi.
tations in thasc stufies to a failure to consider the gocial dimensions

of tha rurel econony, and some crucial economic variables as well,

Dherma Mumar (1665) is perhaps tho very first awong economists

who have drawn attontion to the social stmct'ure ard its influonce on
tha Tural mrkats; 11‘;;: swdy ewermg the whole of South Ind:l.a points
out th: way in uiich/rural, econsay is imp-eomated with caste, governing
tho oxtent of wago lobour end tunanecy prevelont at a particular time
point, Shz furtiar dlrew. attantion te the fact that members ef: the loweat
group in the caste mararghy, the wstenchileaghad neither the cight
&Q .owvu nam 13&50-011 land, They de,w.mded eol ately on the higher land-

owning castes and wore agrostic mvea evou untc / wwm¢ century,
later swalling the rank of a.g.x_-:.wlturu L.bcuren.

Mencher (1978 ), Broman (1674) and Ju.» "=xtds (197¢) drawing on
Sic1d survoys of villages, have porceiver. “L.: :intcrrohtj_onsh:!.p. botwaen
caste and cless in the pwduction piveou:, il v tal'ca noto of the fact
that Idghor castos are generally landown..:'s. The lowest castes are for
the most part landless or mrginal fanuis Crandent ma;irﬂ.y on agricule
tural labour. They also find tenancy to v nro nroval mt a.monéthe

relatively higher castas and somo work cuntracts to bo caste specific,

The significance of social composition of the agricultural labourers
in dotemining their bargaining strongtl:, and henge the
Do:8ibility of organiging thamselves [l;a?r siacted out by thaese authors,
-as woll as Gough (1C73), Dotedllo (3664) &=” ~ adhyay (1¢80),. Casto
homogardaty among agrigultural labour.we iz i 1o act in their favour,

as a unifying force, whiloe caste divi:i- - ¢ labourers strengthens



tho hold of landowners over them, According to Harris, however

la strong sense of caste identity may cut across, or it may tand to
strengthen tendencies to political mobilisation on class lines dependent
upon the particular local sitwation anc upon the structural positions
of castas within the local hierearehias, But.in any event, stréngth of
the caste idéntity is liable to b;s inimical to the develomnent ¢ gefical

meaning systen." (Barris, 157G, p.420).

Although these studies have undoubtedly advanced our understan—
ding of the problem, thay do not provide answers to several vital

questions.

(a) Woat accounts for the resilience of the caste aystem -
is it determined irrospective of ths material conditions of

production and development-of procuctive forces?

(b) Whot are the specific ways in widch caste plays a divi-
give or uniting rola among the rural labourers? Is it only
at the level of consciousness (as the above stulies tend to
show ), or are thora concrete ways in which caste ia enmeshed

in work arrangemants botween labourers and landowners?

(c) “ow does tho offoctivenss of the exploitation of caste
very with “particular local situations and structural nositions

within local hierarchies?'?

Our study iz a moc.2st attempt to Beek answers for some of those
questions. Oup pronisesare that i caste divisions alrsady existing
in sociaty, cculd prov: o useful divisive force in the hanés of employurs

in keapinz thz labour force divided, il) the way in which caste is thus



exploited, enl i's uffoctivaneas, ars ¢rucially donmdont both, eon
the prevailing material, concitions of procugtion and the gaste cormo-

8ition of londewnars and labourcrs,

Tao ¢ivision of socioty into ccates hos afforded uneowrl richts
to lan¢ snd skazo of Hrofuce %o taa Cifferent groups, with.institutienal
bagkin;. &aon; e lowest castes which hove traditiomally beon den:i-
ved of iight to own er loase~in lant, there existed eultural escepteneo
of a Cisacvantaged position in the labour market, This gan work to
the advantage of enplgye.'s whg weuld be in a position to l'esp this
labour szJrogjeted fron tho regh and set thedr wages irvegpestivo of
taet of tho othors., Gven tho structurc of lebour demand wher<Dy there
is nead for & suell fixed .nugleng of labour througagut the y-i.» -nd
a much hizizr mmber of nanas during Who peak swasons, ths lat ownsrs
would Iind it wsaful to have a sizad labour fores of permensnt fam
servants anc scame uoans of ensuring labour gunly at low costc “uvring
peak Scasong., reosgldos gonstiwting a €aeap acu;‘co'of labeur, ‘o
existence of a sazreiatod labour forg: would alse kzep in ehocl. e

rise in wvaje lavals for other labourcrs.

4part from sorving to Copross wage lovels in tho short nm,
the segnmitction of worl:»is by casto would alsg sorvs a long-nm
themselves
purpose, of loeping workars from oxgonising/as a glags., Tadc weuld
keen ths balange of foreeg Jetweon empleysrs ant lobowers 4i1iedin
favour of tus forncr, and dotor work:rs fyem pugning for beti:.

torms of work.
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It wes thorefore pronosed to examine in Cetail thmugl_)_/afield study,
the neture of the role played by caste in the functioning of the ruml
economy, especially in tho way it infiuecaed work arrangements entered
into b labourers and lando.wners. {e aimed at some level of generalisa-
tion/fahgg e':he:r:'fig:egp){ed a alnst single village studies. 4 sufliciently
large number of villages that would g;l.ve a comprehensive picture of a
regior werc proposod to be covered. This would aleo afford analysis
of inter-village variations in the role of caste in rdlation to ths caste

homogeni ety or heterogeniety of agricultural labourers.

PFactors suchl as cropping pattern and intensity, extent of irriga~
tion and productivity._aro important determinants of tne demand for
labour; availability of altemative amployment, and the proportion of
agricultural labourors relative to cultivated sres influnnce labour
supply, and these mto&l conditions of production could play a crucial
Yole in detomining the bargaining strength of labourcrs, The influence:
of caste configuration of a village is subjoct *o the bonrdarics ot by

those factors. Villages where maeterial comlitions viry drest.cally
way find differences in tho.wo,y/?:sté factor is operating, both in
nature and extent, For example, a single crop village with 7 derand
for labour would have no need to exploit caste di,iei~ng to altwed
labour, whoreas an intemsively cropped vill:.s- ...~ do g0, ¥ - . (7 Moth
these have similar cast 8  The vamiatiore in the wl>

playsd by caste in the different villagas would have o be understood
in ralation to these factors. .



The specific cbjectives of tho stuly were outlined as follows,

Jith tho above considermtions in viuw:

i; o emuwine thc way caste is intertwinod in the work controets
ontor d into batwoen libourers ané¢ lanGownors anc the resultant effocts

in the balance of forcos between tiiom in 4% different villuges;
ii) to relato varintions in the sbove, across villages, to

(a) differencos in the casto compasition of the landholding

aroups anc of agricultural labourers;

(b) difforencas in natcriel conditions of nroduction.,

In tho following sactions, we would be discussing the methodology

adopted, anc. the findings of the two stages of the fisld study,

II

The study consistod of two mein stagos, 1hoe fiirst was an intensive
study of five villages to 3ot an inventoiy of the ways in whien casto
pervades the rurmel econoriy, In tho secont stago, a random eample of
‘thirty villages was chosen, (out of a total of 160 in & ~iven taluk)
to look for generality of tho pattern observed in the five villages ané

to analyse causes of inter-village vuristions.

For the purpose of the stwcy, tho social and material caractori-

stics of villages that wurc taken into consideration wer- o8 Jollcwe.

Various possible combinations of two caste grouds-. '-:l.xd.w

cestoz' and other castes'--in thy grouns of agricultwr”. .} ar:ds,
_ (Cee ‘paendix)
smll landowme: 3 and bj? lanfon er's Were enumeIn- G, . &% sueh



combinations, which we call caste-class configurations (ki,.....sdks)
ware obtained.?/

The choic of villagos being restricted to a taluk of fairly
homogensocus agroeclimatic.conditions and not wery.significant variations
in the extent of use of high yielding varieties, chemical fertilisers
and tubewall irrigation, we tock into account the following econo'm:ic
variables alono - fhe proportion of agricultural labourers/cultivated
acre (Si ), the type and rimber of erops (Cj ),3/ y:l.e.ld per acre/harvest
of peddy (Y;), the numbor of tank irrigated harvests (T, ), and location

with respect to altcrnative sources of employment. (Lp)

The choice of the initial set of five villages was done in the
following way. Dute on all the above characteristics was available
for a group of thirty villages (not rendomly chosen), and these villages

were organised into a matrix M

M= §Y,0T L 'k1. ..... ke

SiY 3 CkTILp

where SincleLp would ropresent a set of vilh'ées have a g;m

7/ Only two groups of castes wore made, scheduled castes on one hand,
and clubbing all other castes togethor on the second, because a)
there are hardly any 'high' caste members - Bralmins & Kshatriyas,

b) scheduled castes are nearly 50% of all househoics - and all 'other!
castes are noarly the same in the hierarchy of caste.

&/ The extent of area cultivated with each of these crops for all the
villages could not be obtained, and hence this crude mcasure.
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proportion of agricultural labow wrs, croppin; patt:in, productivity,
nu::be_:_‘/g:nk irrigatod hervests an¢ locotion with raspect to alternative
sourcog of émploynent. ki ves. column would contein villapcs of the
" same caste.-clags confipuration but ve.rying in mateilial concditions of
production., The {ive villages ciuosun bolonged to five difforent caste—
class confizurations, anc. tuuy warw two pairs from two diffcrent ra'is R

ané the fii'th from a thirxd row.

iftor o choice of the five villazss (for which information on
castawisc landgwnorsiip was alrcady available) a sample of households
ropresantative of tho Gifforent caste groups and landholding/lavouring
groups in tiu villages, was chosen from vach villnge,y anc: a survey
co:nduc‘bed;y

Date was collected with the halp of a structured gquestionmaire and
inferaation on landowncrahip stated by ruspondonts was cross chechod with

lend rucerd 5.11/

S ———

Y Ths agtunl process was as follows The housetax :apistor hed the
counmlsto list of households, out of witich wo ehwsc houscholés by
c¢z1ling ous numburg from the table of random numbcr, Wo took a
rach longor sample than we wore going to swrvey With the help of
tiz: census inforuation we had on Yk nuaber of houscnolds accoxding
to castu and landownorship groups, we iaC docicded on tho requisito
roprssontaticn from vach of tiicse groups, and we checlkod with land
ricox:s on the larndholling status of tho houssilolds % got the requi--
rol manbor from the sample chosen out of housc tax rogistor,

1/ o survzys in both stages of the study wers jointly conducted by
(dliy Shnhof Centro for Development Stuiivs, ané mysclf., Wo ware
i (¢ and hdlpod in the fiold survey by fivs e?ucated ;ung men {ron
tic vitlagas, whose uncarstanding of tho probl.in: boing studied anc
concitions in the villago made tho outecomn oi swivars Lstter than
wiat we oursalves would have been ablo ‘o ¢o.

11/Mds ¢i¢ net work out in tho cese of lasser landown.rs wioso holdin's
wore glways unerstated, The'thaliyari' (4sst. accountant) of the
villago haloed us out by pednting out it il:ir heldings haé boon
rezistorsG in tho namos of goveral nwh.is of Thu family. e inclwiré:
the lanu nl¢ by all the membors of 1 household (dvin; wc.or $he
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Th:; random sample of thdrty villagos in tho second stage was
studiod with tho halp of a village-lovel questionnaire fillud in fronm
official rocords and through in?;orviews with a sample of lendowners,
tenants, and labourors. engaged in diffevent types of work.contmcts.

Thusy thirty villages wore again, organised into tho matrix H.
Varir.tions across villages in the nature and axtent of rovle of cast: anc
the resulting cifferonces in bargaining strongth of labourers wuro
analysod in to&i‘ls of thoir caste-class configumtions thcough a compa-
rigon of sutg/villages in the same yew, and in torms of diffurunces
in ecn’itions of production through a eomparison of scts villages
in tho éam;.- colum, Comperison of the bargaining strength of labouiars
was Cona.nainly with rospect to its manifestatiens on the t.ms and
concitions of. work, wago lovela and diserimination based on-caste—in
tho rucal warkets. This was sought tg be substantiatud through accounts
of pest strurzlces of laboururs,

Sinco tho atrix M had 88.alasents (being 11 x 8) and tho sample
villa.gbs wore only tairty, a nucber of eclls in the matcix are enpty.
This woans counarisons .acrosa' caste-class configurations or iaterial
coucitions of .oduction are rastﬁcted to tho types found within thn
sam_i‘ow o coltmm_rcspoctively.. A complcte ordoring of variations

accorling to typcs is taerefore sendored imposeible.

contc.,,

ea::: roof in the landowner's holéing, Ilabourcrs and vormanant farm gsr-
vanis elso halped in confiming the axtent of holéing of a ziven lancoumer,
At tiwos, tho landown ers! accounts of tho number of allotiznt holder: ar
oxnmncitures incurrod therein, itself z-wve thom away.

do conducted survoys soparately in the ur and cue:i of a village,
local youth helpingz us with thu latter, '
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The arca chosun for field study is (hingleput Tolul in *he Chingleput

district of Tandil izdu.

Chingleput district is a flat strin of ccuubry, bounded on the cast
by the Bay of Bengal with a cocst line of 115 miles. On the south it
adjoins South hrcot, on the west North Arcot and Chittoor, and on the
North Mollore. Situated about the micdle of its eastorn boundary is
Madmas CGity. |

The climato is, compared that of inlend cistricts, temperato.
Tho mean tomperaturo is about 83°F varying from 60°F-112°F during tho
year, Avoiage rainfall in.the district is 45.03 inchos per year, the

N.E. Monsoon (October=December) accounting for more than half tho total.

71.1% of the net sown arca ie irrigatod, ard tanks form the moct
important source of irrigation (63.5%) upto tus present day.  Thure
are threo main agricultural seasons: the Sauba larvested in mid-danuwry,
followed by the Mavaroi ending in Mid-ipril and Sormavari imodiately
thereafter in May., 80.2% of the total ares sown is under food crops -
paddy and ragi, the aree under paddy alono boing 678,  Groundnut anc
sugercanc are the other crops, the lattor beinz concertrated in tiw sousl.mh
taluks,

85.5% of the area under paddy & 8 wrer highyiclding w.ritice,

Tube-well irrigation has risen dramatically sinco the sixties, froa
irrigating a more 19 hectarcs in 1960-61 to 14,231 hecterce in €755,
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Use of tractors is also widely prevalent, there being 1074 tractors
in all, used in the district in 192, the distxrict has the socond
largast number of tractors in the State, after S, Arcot.

Though agriculture is still the uiain.aource of employmont, indu~
stries in the northern tuluks and in Medras are increasingly becoming
an altemative source. The atomic research centre at Kalpnkam on the
eouth-east is azain, a source.of-employment of casual lgboursrs oeopecinlly

in its construction activities,.

Chingleput Gistrict has a very latge population of schoduled
castes, which is neaYly wholly comprised of Paraiyans. They form 28.7%
of the pép\ﬂn'tion, Vaxmiyax:s 16% and Mudaliars, Naidus, Yudavas and
Leddys together, another 20%. Brahmins form less than 5% of the popula-
tion, Other castes includo various service con;mmitie's, grananis,

chettiars ané Fajas.

The five villages chosun for the first stage of tinc ...y can be
grouped into three:

(A) Aminjikkarai and Fahamai

(B) Arungunram and Voyalur

(C) Kilur.

Villages m each group heaving the same material concitiona but
differing caste-class conii/»:utions. They belong t;) dif’orent parts of

Chingleput taluk, and are c.iporsed over a wide area.
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Factorg inflnoncins agricuiture: Group A villages have two main

srops, (Table 1), paddy an groy .snut, and grow tuo crops of the first
nﬁd onc of the s.ecpn.d‘. . Fazi is‘ also grown on small tmcts of 'pu;ija' (dry)
land, Only Samba harvest of paddy is irTigated by tho local tanks anc
only 607 of the Samba arca is som for Nuvarai paddy, irrigeted by tube
wells. The net yiold per acre of paddy is 1700 kgs. o.n an awhge.

These villagos have a low proportion cf agiicultural labourcrs per

unit cultivated area - ,76 and. 1.00 respectively.

Amngumxp .un_d Voyalur (Group.B) strike the observer as villages of
abu:nc‘-.ez-.-ce. 'i“ney have three .crops of paddy, and groundnut 'a.nd_‘!iagi ‘are
also prown sinultaneously on dry larnd, Arungunram has two harvests irriga-
ted v the local t,a_mes. but tho case of Voyalur is unique. The tank is '
plrcst acmoletely dry, but tube wells sunk on the river bed of Palar
irrigate ihree paddy crops...The yiald per agre of paddy varies From
1708 35 - 1920 kgs, The population pressure on land in this set of
villa~es, it however, 'high (:1.30 and 2,02),

"ilnr is different from A and B both in oropping pattern and irrie
aetion.  Paddy is the only mein crop grown here, Fagi being confined to
e AT § dr;r tracts for local consumption in Smmﬂ. DTt hﬁs atelast two
tond: irrizoted harvests and sqmet:l.n;es more. {iald pér acre of paddy is
‘-'.J.ll.lOS't tae sanc as that of the other villages. .’l'he. main distinguishing
Tectordic the very high population pfassure on lanc, 8 = 2.8C in this

CL33.
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Table 1

Pattern of Agri gulture

Villages Crops Mo, of  No. of Tark -Prod, Iand-Man Propor-
paddy Irrigated paddy/ ratio  tion of
crops harvests  acre wet land

(Punja)

Aminjikkarai Paddy, 2 1 1700- 1,76 .29

‘Ragi, 1920 ,

Manamai Groundnut’ kgs /acr 1.00 23

Voyalur Groundrut 2,02 +35

Kilur - Paddy and 2 2. 1700-  2.80 .58

' Ragl 1520

Ecpulation and Cagho Compogition

Of the fivé"villagés, Voyalur has the largest populstion (510

and Aminjikkarei the least (678). The population and muber of houschiolls

in each village is given in Table 2 below:

Table 2

Population
Villages - No, of Hhs,. Population
Amin jikkarad, 113 678
Mangmei 253 1650
Aruriguiiram 1, 759
Voyalur 4LL5 2519
Kilur 230 1084

& g g g G P ar
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The larger villages; fmmely Voyalur, Manamai and Kilur consist of

a number of small settlements. Vozyulur is divided into an upper caste

settlement, called ur and three Paraiynr settlements called cheris or

colonies - Periya colony, Chinra colony ard Attangarai colony. Two of

the colonies lie north of the ur, and onc, to its south, each of them

Separated from the ur by atleast a kilometre.

Manamai has four settlements, the ur consisting of Mudaliars,

Yadavas and different service communities ,.'Kazhanippaklmm exclusively of

Néickers, and 'Manamai'! and !'Dargas' colonies of Paraiyans.

The colo-

nies are themselves nearly %o kilometres apart, and the ur a further onu

kilometre away.,

Kilur has an ur, two colonies and a Naicker settlement called

Dharmgpuri. The smaller villages are divided simply into the ur and ths

the colony.

The distribution of households in the villages into castes in tl.e

five villages is given below:

- Table 3

"Caste Composition -

Villages Total Brahe Muda- Nai- Nai- Cho~ Yade Ser- Hari- Red- Gra- Othert

1i6.6f min‘ liar cker du ..ttiar avas vices jan dy mani
Aminjikkarai 113 - - 12 8 10 9 -6 2718 31 2 '.
Manamai R53 - 7 20 2 - 5 | L 215 - - -
Arungunram 174, - - - 26 - 10 - 138 - - -
Voynlur W51 14 1 - L 25 6 1383 2 - o
Yilur 230 - - 16 11 2 6 - - .

192
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In al1 villages except Awin jikkarai, FParaiyans form more than sixty
percent of the number of households.l]/ The composition of upper
caste members varies from village to village, Midaliars in Voyalur,
Mudaliars and Neickers in Manamai, Naidus in Arungunram and Kilur and
Gramanis and Nedckers in Aminjikkarai are the principal castes,-+iite™
Yadavas and various artisan and service castes are also preéent. The
number of castes in a village varies .fmni.ﬁxére three in Arungunram to
nine in Voyalur and 4minjikkarai,

In the Hierarchy of .castes in theee villages, Mudaliars and Reddys
would rank on top, and Naidus nearly on be.r. - Yadavas and Grararis.rank
next, a.nd.chettiars with 't.hem Naickers and artisane--constitute the
second 1ast rung from the bottom, and Paraiyans rank bottom most.

Land auperebis:

A1) the five villages exhibit an extremely high degree of concen-
and have :
tration of land holdings,/a large number of agricultural labourers.

Table 4 !a)
Distribution of land
(£ in brackets)

Villages — No, of households owning
No Iand 71 Acre T-5 Acres 5210 Xcres 10 Acres
Aminjikkarai 62 5 41 5 -
(54.87) (4:42) (36.28) (4.42)
Manamai 76 111 56 3 7
(30,03) (43.87) (22.13) (1.189) . (2.77)
Arungunram ) 50 9 21 2
' (52.87) (28.74) (5.17) (12.07) (1.15) .
Veyzlur 283 26 112 17 7
(63.6) (5.84) (24.67) (3.82) (1.57)
Kilur 173 23 28 A 2
(75.22) (10,00) (12.17) (1.74) (0.08)

11/ The original sroup of villages from which these five were chosen were not
representative of the taluk, and had a higher than usual proportion of
harijan hoveseholds. This &ccounts for the situation in these five -
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There is ccnsiderable vari.tion hetween the five villages in the
percentage of househclds virch are luindless (30-75) but if the first
two catogories are combined to yive the number of households that have
to necessarily depend on agricultural labour, the variation is far less
(58%-85%). The size of the middle groups is smallest in Kilur and
largest in Aminjikkarei, the latter having no households owning above

10 acres of lard.
Iable 4 §b2
holdings®

(In case of land held by nor~residents , only total area -could be
obtained, and are given below the cultivated area in brackets).

AREA IN ACRES OF HOLDINGS

Village  Total less Between Between More than
culti- than 1anmd 5 5 and 10 10 acres
vated 1 acre acres acres
area

Aminjikkarei 307.01 3.50 137.12 36.50° -

(131.39)

Manamai 797.82 77.50 1¢8.00 - - 24.0C 378,58

(150.00) .
. Arungunrem 322,87 35.60 36,00 168,17 41,10
. (40.00) ,
Voyalur 781.46 18,26 33€.10 136,00 241.10
(50.00) |
(28.00)

*Bxcept in the case of Voyalur (where all land held by nop-resifants is
leased out) total operational holiings is mot equul to total cultiva-
ted area, This is because the land is held by owners in neishhouring
villages who cultivate it directly. '

En,11 (contd, )
villages. The random sample of villages used in the naxt stage las
only 50% Marijan households,
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Table 4 ‘gz
Distribution of Cyltivated area into Operational
Holdings
: ARFA IN ACRES OF HOIDINGS
Village Total culti- Less than Betweon Between More than
vated area¥ 1 acre 1and 5 5 and 10 10 acres
i acres acres
Anminjikkarai 307,01 3.5 137.12 30.50 15.50
Manamai 797.82 80.3 160.00 29,00 366,02
Arungunram 322.87 45.94 3497 - 25,00 31.16
Voyalur 781.46 20.06 372.10 140.00 246.10
Kilur 290,10 34.10 -114.10 38.50 80.00

*Except in the case of Voyalur (where all Iand held by non-residents is

leased out), total of operational holdings is not equal to total cultivated
area, This is because the land is held by owners in neighbouring villages
who cultivate it directly,

We find that relatively fow houselolda own more than 10 acres of

land in the other villages as well, Xilur and Arungunram have each two

househalds owning above 10 acres, but while in Arungunram this-consists

of holdings of 11 acres and 30 acres respectively, in Kilur the status

a
of the two major landowners is markedly different, one ownin@mere 13

. acres while the other, 85 acres in all.

In Manamai five of the seven large landowners are part of the same

extended family and control between them 325 acres of land in the village.

A similar situation exists in Voyalur, where all landowners owning above

10 acres belonging to two family groups.
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The concentration in the distribution of cultiveted land is most
acute in Kilur - a single owner accounting for one third of it. lanammi
follows suit, with 2.77% of the number of bnusehoids owning 47% of the
'land between them. Voyalur and Arungunranm rank next but the concaritra-
tion /oould be sﬁd to be the least in Aminjikkarai since almost four timos
as much land as owned bjr the 5-10 acres landholding size group is

held by akout thirty households belonging to the reighbouring villages

(and cultivating it with labour drawn from their respeztive villages),

Saste and landownership

The ‘positions of different castes in the qasto and econcmic lirurciy
are nearly congruent in all the f:ive villages. Nevertheless, class dirfo-~
rentiation can be obs'exved'ax_ngng the Paraiyans, ani the middle castes
(in the local hierarchy) also constitute a signiricant proportion of

agricultural labourers, so that there is no longer e strict congruence.

Tables 5a, 5b and 5c below give a detailed account of the distri-
bution of landholdings between castes, the caste- composition of the diffa-
rent landiwnlding groups and dictribution of land within each casta in

the five villages.

From thce tubles we can see that Mudaliars as a rule are concen=
trated in tiie top two lancnolding groups. As far as laidus who are the
largest landaurors in Arungunram and Kilur are concerned, this cannot

be said €5 they are dispersed cver all lancholding size groups.

The midule =roup owning between 1 and 5 acres of land consists of
Yadavas or¢ Gramenis wninly. MHaickers come next only to the Paraiyans
in thc zank of landless or merginally landod, and in only one of tle
five vil.uges Gu we find uboub 13% of them owning betWween 5 and 10

acres,



- IH - % of Households Castes o T
village Size . tg_:l.‘
Group- 1 2 i A 5 6 7 8 9 10 11

(acrgs) . . :
Aminji- 0 - - 7.7 5.8 11.54 3.85 11,54 51.% 3.85 3.85 - 100
¢ 1 - - 80.00 - "~ 20,00 -~ - - - - 100
1=5 = - 7.84 5.88 7.8411.76 - - 5.88 60.78 - 100
5-10 - - - 40.w - - - - 60.00 - - 100
>10 - =~ - - - - - - - - - 100
=S o il _
Manamai 0 - - - - - - 0.02 9.8 - - = 100
<1 - - 13,5 - - - 1.0 85.50 . - - 100
1-5 - - 7014 3-57 - 8.93 3.57 76!79 - - - 1%
5=10 & 66,6 33,3 - - - - - - - - 1320
10 8557 e - . - - 1429 - 100
Arvngu= 0 = - - - - - - I1OO - - - 70
nram
<1 - - = 8.0 - - - 92,0 =~ - - 100
. 1-5 - - - - - 100 - - - - - 100
5«10 - - - 9.2 - 4,76 - - - - - 170
> 10 - - - 100 - - - - - Kl L 1"(
Voyalur O - - @ < - - - 100 - - 100
<1 - - - - -  7.69 15,38 57.7 - - 1510
1-5 3.4 - 0.89 - - 18.75 1.79 74.11 = - So. T
5-10 = 52,94 - _ 11.76 11.76 - '11.76 11,76 - L0
— T




Tatic 5 (a} contd.

e i © 0 % of-Households | Castes 1
Village Size weem ta
Group 2.3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 th
Kilur = © . 2.33° - 0,58 2.32 1,16 63.64, - - - “i
<1 . 13.04 13.04. 4.35 .~ .- 65,22 = - - 11
1-5 - 18.42°10,52 = = = 39,47 = - -
5«10 - 40,0 40.0° - - 5.2620.0 - - - -
> 10 - - 100.0 = - - - - - =
j

) m{ o - o - .o

Village g;zap % of Households (Castes)

" (acves) 1 3 4 5 é 7 8 9 10 11
Aminji- O = = 33,3 37.560,0 22.2. 100,..100 25.0 6.1 -
kkarai o

£1 - "33 - - Ng - - - - -
1-5 - «_° 33,3 37.5 40,0 66,6 ~ - 37.5 93,9 -
5= . _ - 25,0 = - - - 375 - -

710 . . _ - - - - - e oo -

Total - . 100 100 100 100 100 oG  10C  1cO -
Managmi O - - - - - - 25,0 34,88 - -
1. T - 75,0 . - - 25.0 4419 - -

1-5 = = 20.0 . - 100 50,0 20.00 - - -

510 = . 28.6- 5.0 . .. - . ,
710 - 7.4 - - - - - Q.63 - =

Totdl ~ ==~ 100 --100. - 200100, 100 - . -

Cortd . 23/ -



Ta b
Village sin.‘; sut.us of each caste group (Ementggs)
© grop 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 .M
wﬁ - - - - - - - . - - -
el 0 T | 66.67
< 1 15.38 - - - 333 - - -
15 - = - - 90,0 - - - - -
516 = T T 6.2 - 160 - - - & -
7 10 it = = 7-69 = - - it - - -
Total - =. 100,00 = 100,00 - 100.00 - . 7
Voyalur 0 - - & - - - 7389 - - -
ct - - - - = 8.0 66.7 3.2 ... 556
-5 10 < 100 . - - 84.0 33.32°.67 - - 44
5-10° = 64429 - - 5.0 8.0 - 0.2 1000~ ° -
» 10 "'. 35071 - - 50.0 - T e - ™ :
Total 100 100 100 = 100 100 10010 - W3 . 100

25,0

- 50.0 66.67°66.6" 8%.38

18,75 27.27 50.0 - - 7.8 .
33.3 « 781 - - =

-5 T - 43,75 3636 -

510 - 12,5 18,98 - - 3133 . )
510 - = - .88 - - - - -
Total - - 100 100° 100 GO - - -

1000 100
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Table 5 (¢) : Lepnd Areg (in acres) . Controlled-by Bach

Caste Group

tas~ > 2 ,
Via_]_}v 1 2 3 4 5 6 T 8 9 0 N Total

ages

r—

Aminji- - - 9.02 19.0 7,5 19.2 - - 38.6 8.8 -  175.6

kkarai (£.12) (10.82)(4.27)(10.82) (21.98 X47.15) (100. 00}
Menanai 336,32 34.5 8.0 = 24.0 0.8 237.43 - - - 6.
(B.47)5.02) (1.23)  (4.01) (0.1 X36.65). _ (100,00

drosgun- - - = 2037 .= 432 - 348 - . o 282
ran (72.01)  (15.7) - (12.3) (100.00]
Voyalur 3.0 296,37 3.3 - 4h4  97.7 8.0260.8 8.2 - 2.0 T4
(0.44)40.48)C.44)  (6.07) (13.26)1.09)35.65)(1.05) (1.33) ,(100.0

Kilur -~ - 42-8 12904 009 903 7.0 "7303.. - - - . 26201

(16.33)(45.37)(0.34) (3.55)R.67X27.91) - (100,0!
Cagte Codes: 13 Brahmin 2 : Mudaliar
3:  Naicker 4t Naidu
5: Chettiar 6: Yadava
7: Service. Corrmmities
8: Paraiyans S: Reddy

10:¢ Gramanis 11: Others
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The overall status of Paraiyans is the lowest in the hierarchy,
but while in two of the villages not a e:‘méle Paraiyan household owns
more than en atre of la.nd,' two households in Voyalur own 8 acres-each,
while in Manamai, two Paraiyan families own more than 10 acres of land,
the extent of one of these holdings being 40 acres of dry land.

Coming now to each landholding size groups in the villages, we
find that in Arungunram and Voynlur, those below 1 acre holding consist.
exclusively of Parajyans, wh:l.le in the other v:llages both Paraiyans and
other castes constitute their ranks. Buta 8 mentioned earlier, in Kilur,
Manamai and Voyalur, the Paraiyans were themselves differer.tiated cspe-
cially in the last two caaes.zy

Concentration of land in the hands of one caste group is greatest
in Arungunram, 72% of the cultivated area owned by Naidus. 1n Am.nalkka.ral
the largest single landowning group is the gramanis. In Manaxai and
Voyalur 52% and 40% of the land respectively is controlled by Mudaliars,
and in Kilur 498 by Maidus, In these three villagos, the laul held by
Pareiyans is aleo significant - 36%, 35% and 27% of cultivated arca, as a
result of their numerousness, though the average cize of their ho?.dings
is almost insignificant when compared with that of the other castes.

12/ The caste-class configuration of these villages arc as ;ollows
: Arungunram: K, - Kilur: KB l‘b.namai-l(6 &Arin jikkarai :
Voyalur: Ks

~



Findings of the field study in tne five viliages

I. LABOUR ARMANGIMiS: - A plethora of armngements for labour
between )labourers and landowners were found in the five villages, known

by different names and varying from eacls cther in one or more aspects.
The labour arrangements could be broadly 6las_sified into three types,

(a) attached
(b) partially dttached, and
(c) casual.

a) Attached=labour contracts:. Four of the five villages had attachod
labourers of one type or more - known by ile names "padial", "Suvasi,®

8iruvedukkarar®”, and Koottuppayirkar® respectively.

Padials were found in Voyalur and Manamei, and the latter had
suvasis as well. Kilur had orly suvasis, Arungunram, siruvondukarars

and Aminjikkarai, koottuppayirkarars.

Padials seem to be the most common type of cttached lahxcurese in
Chingleput villages. They are farm-servants cngaged on a long<term
basis usually as part of an arrangement whereby they lake a loua from

their emplcyers and agree to work full-time for then in return,

The payments for padials ere uswally iff kind, (called 'padi')
and vary even within the same v;i.l].age,_accbxding to the age-group to
which they belong (which represents their capacity to work ) bub marriud
adults are all paid the same. In recent years, some villpges have
taken to cash payment, but in the villages of our stud; ¥ind wages
were still prevalent. The periodicity of puyment alzc varies, from

monthly to every crop season or anmuclly. The padigls arc, in addition
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to these payments, given gruel twice a day throughout the year, bosidee
new clothes for Pongal,

The padials in Manamai received 8 marakkals (5i.2 kgs,) of paddy

a month if they were ma.rried édults, while those between 15-20 and not
married received between 5 and 7 marakkals. In Voyalur the corresponding

 rates 'are’ 12 marakkals (76.8 kgs.l), aend 5-8 mrakkals, Children between 10
and 15 years were paid between 2 and 5\ marakkals in botb villages, accord-
ing to their work load. The differencos in terms for a "married®
;)adial are because his wife is expected to contribute labour services
as wall,

The work of padials conaists of all agricultural work required in
the landowners' fields and in addition, grazing his cattls, cutting
grass, calleoting firewood, cleaning the cowsheds, milking the cows,
making dung cakes for fual and mmning errands for the landowner,
This necessarily means that in practice, the padials wife doos all the
non~agricultural work required of him for no additional paymont, Beside:t
these, in Voyalur the padial's wife is also expected to do weeding, trans-
planting and harvesting in the landowner's fields as part of tiie padial's

contractﬁal arrangement,

| All padials described above are Paraiyans. In Voyalur we came
across & Naicker padial, the only one in tho village, but ae desc;'ibed
his' work as “supervisory", not involving actual manual labour, but con=-
sigting of recruitment of labour and taking the responsibility for
getting jobs done and was paid Rs,15 per month in addition to the 12
marakkals of paddy received by the other padials. In fact, he enjoydd
a totally different atatus from the rest, with free entry into the

landowner! s house ard as his confidante.
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Padials are only emnloyed by the largesti landowrers in the _villége -
in both Voyalur and ua.na”lal , these navgen to bo mainly the Mudalicr
families.

The padial system seems to have undergone important changes in the
past few decades. 'hile in the past a padial was éttached to a landowner's
family glmost -indefinitely, serving him while he can and enjoying the
latter's patronage in his old a"ge,' today a padial ic employed for atleast
four or five years till he clears his debts , and is replacéd by another.
The labourers-say that thiough the'insecurif,y inti‘oducad_, the lamdovmers

make sure that labourers "don't take advantage", There is nlsc the

feeling among labourers that the morc beneficial (icr labourcrs) aspccts

of the padial system have ceased to exist.

The 'suvasi' system : ° This is a system of attachment uviﬁercu.: the 1iuourer
is given a 1land allotmant of about thirty cents or lesz, in retuzn for
which he works as g- full-time fam servant to e lendosmer. The pay—

xjent arrangements are usually either’ of thegse two: a) the labourcr takes
the entire produce of the allotmen* and is mairtained throughcus #:e

year b) the labourer gets 50;"0 of the produce from the allotment ond :1.:r

addition, a monthly payment in kind.,

Suvasig ‘are allowed to use the landownors' plough bullocks ud
are given seed loans to be returncd after harvest. Straw from thoe oli.'=

ment is given to the landowner in return for use of the hwllocks.

The work ebligations ~f suvasis are same as those of pedials snd
in addition, they also function us recruiters of labcur. :u: indo e
ig thus ensured of labour suoply during pesk sear..orvs, 'z»:.lnd ro for Sho
suwasis, it plages them in a bettor status than padianls among the agri-

cultural labourers. A& suvasils family can Le assurod of arploymerso r'ed tac

greater part of the year.
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The suvasi's wife is required to do domestic chores for the
Jandowner's household, but when she does agricultural labour, is
always made..soma payment(uamlly less than prevailing caswal wages).

Suvasis meedtl;ennmberofﬁadialsinwumai; Kilur has only
suasis, & very large number of them (forty in all, paruiyans,- o=plorod
by a single Naidu landowner who owns 85 acres of land. In both tﬂe
villages, the number of suwasis has increased over the years, with
fewer paraiyans willing to becdme padials, according to landownors,
A1l fhe game, while earlisr the allotmant made to the suvesi.aseured
permenence of tha contract, (some suvasis even beingz given it as a
grant in their ald age) this is no longer the case. Ihe allotment
holding of a suvesi is regularly nea}mt‘ﬂed so that he does not lay
claimtoa particular piece of land,‘ and the contra.ct. itsolf can be
terminated at will by the landowner after a couple of years,

! gi ! gystem: This is very similar to the !'suvasi' systenm,
with better terms of payment, The labourer takes all the produse from
His allotment, and jipn additjon is paid 5-7 marskkals of paddy per
month in addition to being given gruel twice a day. The 'siruvedukkararis
work obligations are excatly those of the swasi"s.

This type 61‘ attachment was found only in Arungunram. It is
pbssi.ble that !siruvedu'& !suvasi! stand for the same systems, and
that in this particular village the terms of payment have improved.
The proportion of labourers doing siruvedu is however low, compared
to those doing semi-attached o;' caswal labour,

Here again, parsiyans are working for Neidu landowners who own

more than ten acres of iand.
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The 'koottuppayir! system: 'Koottﬁppayir' actually means joint culti-
vation, and perhaps stood for some kind of tenurial arrangemert in
earlier times. Today it is a fomm of attached labour with the least

Seéurity various types of wage payment are observed in this context.

The labourer enjoys produce of the allotment, but neither receivac
gruel twice a day or monthl);.kind bayment in paddy. He does all tho
work expected of & suvasi, including recruitment of labour, for Sarba
and Navarai seasons., In the sc;navari season, he is frec to work for

any other employcr.

This system was found only in Aminjikkarai. Onl;y two paraiyans
worked as kootttq)paﬁrkamns, for Chettiars., According to tie lwmwownores,
this was the most suitable arrangement for villages like theire wacre thure
are only two paddy <.:rops. There is not sufficient work the year rouna
to keep.a full time servant engaged in, anc hence padials or suvacis

would be uneconomical.

Parti ttach bour : A new pherorcnion that is beconing
increasingly impor‘ba‘nt is a kind of ﬁpartial-atmchemmt" of labourers,
This system mﬁes from attaeched labour in thc following ways. Though
in this case also the labourers are given a land allotment by tho
landowner, tﬁc labourers are not filT=time servants but are only
required to labour in the landowner's fields whenever additional hands
(other “han attached labourers) ars required. ’fhey do only agricul-
tu.fal work, unlike the attached labourers who hove to do any task

given to tkem.
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Their terms of payment are also different, Whenever they do agri-
cultural labour for the landowner, they are paid some nominal wages,
always less than the prevailing wage-rates for caswal labour, Ths
labourer's family is also expeotad to give firab priority to the land-
owners labour demands. The labourer has to pay either a fixed quantity
of grain or a share of the produce on the allotment to the landowner.
These .terms vary across villages. 'i‘he shares are uswally 50% of the
produce on tank irrigated land, nd 67% on tubo-well irrigated land, for
every harvest. The fixed grain payments are much more varied, but amounts

to at least half the produce on the allotment every harvest.

The use of plough bullocks of the landowner, which the allotment
halders of “attached% category enjoy,l is however, not open to these
tpartially sttached' labourers; and interest of about 10% per month is
chaxrged by the landowner on any advances given to them. The duratiomn
of their revenue was ganearally one year, but cold oven be just one
crop season,

All villages exoept Aminjikkarai have !partially-attached!
labourers, but the terms are different. In Voyalur and Manamai, the
labourers give a share of the produce, 50% or 67%- to. the landowner,
according to the nature of irrigati'on on t.,he allotment. In Kilur,
the labourershad to pay a share of produ(‘:e in the Samba season when pro-
ductiyity is highest of the.three sep,s;ons , and in the Navam_i when the
crep was subject to gremter risks (due to uncertainity of irrigation),
a flat 1 marakkal (6.'4 kgs. ) per cenﬁ of allotment had to be paid,

In Aurungunram it was the ¢ther way around - fixed grain payment in
Semba and shate of produce in Navarai, an arrangoment of greater adfan-

tage to labourers,
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Tnis system cf partial attaéncmen't seans to suit both labourcrs
and landowners., Thle labourers entering this kind of arrange;rxent are
again, paraiyens and to them thé relc;tive indupendence assured by such
a contract (compared tc attached labour )“me;ke it morc attractive. In
fact, they consider it even bstter than casual labour, ard their status
to be that of 'tenants'. They call tho contract 'varam' or 'kuttagai!
i.,c¢., share and fixed rent tenancies, and only when some probing: was dono
on the conditions of work éid the acfml nature of the contract become
clear. Pariayans one gehem'tion_/sggo not permitted to lease-in land

and therefore they do . not seem to mind the additional ctrings attached

when some land is “rented-but" to them in the present-lay.

The landowners who “rented® ouf. land to vmralyans in:thid arrmange-
ment were all - the biggest landowners m the village owning more than
10 acres at least and thé size of each plot never axceodod 5C. carts.
The proporﬁon of land rented out by. each landowner was less than a
tenth of his total holdings. To the landowners therefore, %“his was a

metliod of ensuririg labour supply in peask seasons at lower wagu rates, .

without incurring the costs of providing fool threoughout ths year or

interest froe loans, as in-the case of attached labourers, <~hc

labourers are constantly reshuffled and.™unless you are obedient and
Y

willing to 8lave for the landowner®, the contract can end altor a singlu

crop season,

Inspite of complaints like %ornly straw for bullocks rcreing, &fior
all is paid", there is stiff compotition among paraiyan lekoursrs to
enter into such 'partially attached! labour contracts. Tuis noy be
because in addition to their coveted status as 'tcpante! it riso

assures them wage-employment albeit at lower wages,



33

Table 6

CCiiPARISON OF THE DIFFERENT ATTACHED AND Pa.TIALLY
#xTACAED LaBOiF. CONIHACIS

- wepan

-

Contract Work otligation Terts of Payment  Additioral Duration
Benefits of Contact

1. Padial . AU. agriclltuml work 4 onthly may- Advances itout
1n the landowner!'s ment in kind gdven in- four or
fields throughout the ranging from terest five
year, and & Tange of g 15 poraipals  free. Gifts years
d(:.l!'.lG:S'th chlores - ?l@- of pﬂ-ddy (51 2= of clothing
ning cowshed, grazing n¢ g yos Y and  every year,
ca,t‘f,le%;l ﬁizctlrnxgrglre'two tires gruel
wood 2 .g,

In sz):xe cases wife has every day
to do agricultural work

Iree, otherwise family

usually Goes Comestic

work free, agricultural

work for payment,

2. Sweaeli  Some 2z zbove exeoapt Procduce from Permitted to Sane
thet fawily peid if allotment of use landowner's us
the work is done, and abour 30 cente  plough.bullocks. Above
that suvasi recruits and two times . ‘Intérest free
labourers as well. Jruel every day. advances,.and -

- gifts of cloth-

ing yearly

3. Siruvedu Same as suvgsi Produce fron Same as Maximumm

30 cents of land suvg3i of four
allotrent and a or five
rionthly payrent years
in kind of 5-7
marakkals (31-
44.8 kizs,) of
paddy, and gruel
twice a day

. Koottupayir Same as above, ex- Produce from Sarie as Same

cept that work ig . 30 cents of above a3 ahove

required to be done
only for Samba and
Nevarai seasons.

larid allotment.

No food, or pay-

ment in kina,
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Table 6 (contd..)

Contract Work obligations | Terss o»f A3 Giene L st len
pasuent beielits  of. sombiact
5. Partially Tequired to do agri- Wages w.on sgricad- Advances 4 i

attached cultural work for  turul work iz done given o gs;za, 27y
labour the landowner when- -ig Xe.C.5(-l,1,00 ar inte- b ol
ever the latter or 1.6 kgs. below 28t of o iam

- Rt out 105 genc: a -

Tequires. Cammot  prevailirg wage atout 1%  geascn,

work for anyone rates. Giveu allot-BS3 BORth,

else, Fauily also ment of bet.30-50 .
axpected to give centa. labourer paysfz.'gzriabou
Just priority to a) 50% ocr 475 of share in
the landowner's - produce ¢n Jand to the harvost
labour demards. landowmsr every her-

vest according to

wvhetlier 1a:2d is

tank or tube-vall

irrigated or n) 6.4

kgs. of paddy per

cent of allotment

every harvest. div«r

(a) or (v), or {~) -

in ona cinp seascn

in (b) ir the secoix,

prevails

Table 7

DISTRIBUTION OF AGRICULTUR:L LABOUEWS #CCiVL G 1% V"B DIFFPE. {77
LABOUR Al AllGA LTS

= , : AETachad® Y B
Village  A.lab. Agrl.lab. Puci- suva~- SiTU- Koollu-eiliy reckly o~
Hhs, yal si vedu PFPOYIT jher. atta- vel
Total M F R
ched  c.ed##*

Aminji- &7 185 106 76 - - - 2 - E 174
kkarai
Arungunran 142 456 254 202 - ‘- 36 - 10 43 307

Maramai 167 795 413 382 12 20 s = 723 8L 556
Voyalur 305 1060 572 /88 €0 - - - 12 23 065
mMlur 166 504 27 232 - . 120" - - 12 163 >0¢

*de hove included frnily members also required to do free labour, and nct .
free to work for cther landowners.

wel TnCiz votly etiacied! are those-obligs! to give first nrefercnce to a
rivenr landowrer!s labour dewmancs because cf being the Taniliy member of an
atteched ¢ partialy 2ttachad labourer.
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Casual Jabour:  Despite the existence of various types of attachment
of labour, casual labour is by far the most common form of agricultuml
labour (Table 7 above).

There exists even in tho case of cssual labour, differances in
systems and types of payment for the different operations and jn retoc
for the different sexes, In each of these, there are interevillage

variations as well,

Ploughing, weeding and transplanting have time-rate of payment,
whoreas plucking seedlings from the nursery for trenaplanting has aither
pioce or time rates of payment.. In the case of hamsting,.g system of . |
' collective=piece! rat.e"is'practised.- 'The wages per head for male and
féuialo' labourers are $ixed,and so is the number of men a.nd women to
be empioycd per acre. The total wage bill thus gets determined, and if
more than the stipulsted mumber of lakourers seek employment, this tatal
wage bill is divided between them,

Piece-rate is favourad by landowners for plucking seedlings it
in cnses where increased work j‘_ntensity has led to poor quality of work,
thoy have »settled for paying very low time rates. Workers' preference |
seems to be for time rates in most cases, though a few of them thought
‘Piecé-rate enabled them to finish work earlier if they were fast enough.
Piece-rates in fact turned out to be a way of fmng a mdnimum ‘produ-
ctivity, because workers complained that they were not given additional
weges even if they completed more work, though they could st'op work

earlier if the minimum work was done before the day ended.

Both cesh and kind wages exist, the latter being puid for harvest,

This seems to be a suitable arrangement for both partics,
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FPloughirg anl plucking seedlings are cxclusively malc opcrations,
transplanting and wooding exclusively fémlo , and harveeting is done
by both, As is to he oxpectod, transplanting and weoding arc also tho

lowest paid, end harvest wages for icmen aro lo.or.

Table 8 gives bolow the wages rr systems of bayment in the

diffor:ont villages.

Table 8
Wagos* for Casupl Iabour:
Villagos 7lovghing . .Plucking ~ Wesding ' Harvesting
S (‘dmo-rete, seedlirngs and Transport Men  Women
- . Time rate Time rato paddy
iminjikkoTei  ha.2 Rs.3 time  Rs,1.50 2n%*  2m,
. rate
sanuad 2g.% Na.5 tize  Es.3.00 o m
' reto
Arunzynra. Le... F5.4/100 Rs.2 LO 4n 3m
bundl s
Vo lur Ls.4 ~lo~ Rs.2,00 4 2m
Filor .4 ~do- Es.2,00 Im - Zm

(#weg:s mentioingd ATe aiwoys supplemonted Ly~ gruel once a day).

" %a 1 menoure = 1,6 ks, of naddy

Cacie influsnces are averywhere to bo found eron jn tho recruitment of
camul labour. First of a2ll, the supply of labcur iz demrcated along
crste lincs, The 12¢ownor of each oesto .can euploy lzbourers oither
of tho same or of the lower rarking castes. ':;hus the Mudaliar or Naidu
land¢Mor has access to o larger group of labourers than ¢ paTaiyan

lardcwner,
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The Naicker communities in both Manamai and ’jlur worked only with-
in the commmity - they would nct work for eitlher the brh"g-:iali.'_-.rs o1 Nazdus
who were above them in the caste hierarchy, or for Paraiyans who were
below. - In addition, Naicker landowners saldom employcd labourers Irom
among paraiyané.

It is only paraiyan wemen wic engage in wage labour; while Muicksw
womon work on la.ﬁd, they seldom work on another household!s fields for
wages. Thus paraiyan women nave virtuzl monopoly ovér work in the weed:n=

and t ransplanting seasons.

Both caste and economic facters place the harijan landowners ir. a
vnlnerable situation., Though they account for.betu.een 12% to es high ac
36% of the cultivated area, they usually own less than ten acres of iLn..d
and the average s8ize of their holding is less than 2 acree in ail cases.
While the Naicker landowners (who constitute dlong with 'Pamiyans o~ peod
proportion of small landowners) in Kilur afid Menamai are ensured of labour
from their own caste members, the Parniyans land owners aro pittéd against
the powerful Mudalinr and Naidus wﬁo se lanbour demands are fur greater:

They have thercfore to pay higher wages especially during harvest, and
instesd cf the usual noon time grual, give a decent meal. In all four
villages wher tilere were raraiyan landowners, the harveat wages paic by
them wac between 1-2 measures higher than prevailing rates. :The landown:r:s
in turn try to exploit caste eenti;'nents , in Voyalur and Manampi, few.r

perscrns per acrc were anploysd by them than is usual.

There «iists another practice - if there exdsis a single large and
powerful luandowrer or s family of landowners who cultivete a m jor part
of tne villige's land, tho wzages paid bty hin/it is lower than the wuge

rates in tl-> village. BExtent of lardholding alons dees not ensurc
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this privilege, since tho A0 acre owner in Monami wilo is a Parsiyan
does not unjoyr it., It saems to be comnected with the status (which is
a resuitant of both caste a3d economic positions) of the landgwners

in the village.

PASTHG ARIANGEMINTS ¢

The inciaence cf ieasing cut land for & fixed ront -"kut'bagai L
or sharc of pml{zco - "aram' is vory low. land ie usually leased out
by an absecntee leréowner or one Who cén no longer Me it himself to
cne oo s rciativees or to a landowner of sufficicnt stancing to be able
to pay the rent without any nced for supervision. The input and crop
decisior.3. ~.re tude LY the tonent himsclf, and cost=sharing is done in the
aage ol siui.re=ron’ Lonancy,

Jhe Ykuitagad' spstan was feurd in Aminjikkarai, Arungunram, Voya-
lur aad Kilur., M dddnjikkarai, lexd has becen leased out by an absentes
Chettiar *o a Haidy who himself owaed 7 acres of land, The rent was

ks,250C cor kani (1.3 acres) por envemi,

In drungunram, two cacec of kuttagai were found, both botween

~rolauive:s, and the rents were different in cach case. (Table 10 below )

Yuttagail contracts wore more in Voynlur - 21 in all, including
13 Faraiyins., This is perhaps among the very fow vi.]‘.lages where para=-
yans lecased-ir laﬁd , and it ﬁas been possible because rourly 50 acres of
lend ia tae village is ownad by an cbientee Rédﬁy lando.mer who would
Pind it to hi. advantage that Parsiyans wore willing to pay much higher

rcn: 8* than the others.,
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The rents vary widely oven between these twenty-one tenants accord-
ing to the power and status of both the leaser and the lessce.

Table 9
Legsi 3
' Caste of
Village Type No. Ront Penant Owner
Kilur Kuttagel 1 633 kgs.,/acre/  Naidu Naidu
: *  harvest

Aminjikkarai -do- 1 Rs,250¢/ ann.for  Naidu Chettiar

1.3 acres
Arungenram  -do- 4 1036 kgs./acreg/amn. Naid

tubewell irrigated Naidu axcu

1 576 kgs./acre Yada

(tank irrigated) 129eva va

Voyalur ~do~ 13 2304 kgs./acre/ann.Paraiyan Reddy

2 1152 kes/acre/p.n.{(Chettiar "
52 kgs/acre/p.a et

1 1382 kgzs./acre pa. Naic{ep "

1 1035 kgs /acre p.a.Paraiyan Brahmin

Manenai Varam 2  50% of produce ., Maicnus Mudaliar
' 10 tank irriga=- . . .
20,0 tank ArTiER” yyicker  Naicker
Voyalur Varem 1 b/® oI produce to Faraiyan Yadavn,
L.0., tube well
irrigated
Kilur Varam 1 50% of produce to Naidu Yndava
10, tank irrigated
land

In Kilur, there was one case of Kihtagai betwoen Naidu landowner-
Theré is no coste~sharing in Kuttagai arrengement.a, Kuttagai
is considered feasible only in those villages where three paddy crops
are possible so that the temants can, after paying rents hope to make up

for costs and gain.
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In the casc of varam, the ctandard shars iz 5C3 of the produce
to landcuwnor if the land is tonk irrigeted, snd 677 if it is tube-
well irrigated land. There were on the whole cnly four cases of versm,

as detailed in tcble G ebove.

Tenancy contracts are reportud to have declined very greatly
after the tenancy reforms, though therc is no data available to mzko a
compc.rison possible.r Iondowners showed a definite preference to "own
cultivation" with attachad or partially attached lebour, and reserved
lonsing-out for those who were abscntees, were too old to rmnage or worked
elsewhers, Classical tenancy 23 a regular contract does not seem to

be in any way significant in the present.day.

That caste permeates the iabour and lease markets cannot be disputed.
Attachec and partially cttached lubourers necéssarily are pariayans, and
aincc wagés fcr thesc arranzements are lower, thu average wagé level is
depressec. I'wtheniore, in the casuel labourer's case, caste determines

the extent ¢ "i: market and® posgilility of finding employment.

If the situation ci’ 2 lindswrer is considored, hwro again, attached
or purticlly zttachcd labour cannct be cuployel by a Pacaiyan. Supply
of casual labcur is_ wider for an upper astc landowner than a Paraiyen.
Wege lovels are influenced by caste and economic power of the landowner,
giving rise to the strange eituation whore several Jifferent caswl wage
rates preveil in a village for the same type.oi‘- woriz, . In the lanc-
lcase markets, tenancy contrects seem to be offected nearly elways bete
ween members of the same caste status, and even in the vew caces wharo
land wes leased out to paraiyans, the rents are much higner than for

tkho I‘OSt .
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The generality of these findings and factors influencing varia~

tions between them could only be determined with information about a
much larger set of villages, which was the next stage of the study.

II1

Equipped by the firet stage of the study with details of the
way caste influences the village economy, we proceeded to
a) test the gencrality of observations made in the five villages;

b) relate the variations in the nature and extent of the offective
role of caste across villages, to then caste-class ocufiguraticns

and material conditions of production, with a random sample of
thirty villages from Chingleput taluk.

A brief account of the samole villageg:~

The sample villages served to give a picture of the taluk as a
whole. Highyielding varietiss and tube-well irrigetion was prevalent
in gll the villages, and 15 of the 30 villages had either tractors or
power=tillers, The main crop. is paddy; ragi and groundnut are also
grown either as a third crop or in the dry lands, The average net .
The proportion of agricultural labourers per unit cultivated area varied
yield of paddy per acre varied from 1728 kgs. to 2880 kga/very greatly.

(0.5 to 4.8) across the thirty villages and so did the proportion
of land area controlled by the top 1% of the population (0,1 to 0.8).

Paraiyans account for 53.8% of the households in these villages
and Naickers 31,59%. Mudeliars, Naidus, Yadavas, Reddys, Rajas, Gramanis,
and service commmnities constitute the remaining households.

41.34% of the households are hndiess, and a further 18.88% own
less than an acre of land, Oniy L3 of the households uwn morc than 10

acres of land,
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Harijens and Maickers together corstituts G4k of tho lendlecs house-
households

holds and 86% of thgfwning less than an aere ¢f Jund., haiciters arz a
highly differentiated group - they form a sigmificont preportion (337%)

of those owning above 10 acres, ac well, ludaliars, Maiuus and Leddys

~holds
"together constitute 36% of the housgbwning ibove 1C geres of land,
Harijans arc also found to te quite significant in this group of lardowners,

they account for 10.88% of it.

If differentiation within a caste is considered, Naickers - us non-
tioned above, are most differontiated. 50% of their houscholds are
dependent on agricultural 1ubour, and the remaining nroe spread over ol
the lancholding groups. (Table 10 balew ). Barijane are n.zrly all
concentrated in the proup of agricultural Labuureré ,' unile .."'-eddj',

Mudeliar an¢ Neidu households are concentrated in the topmost landholding

groups.
Teble 10
Distribution of Iand
landholding - Iardless Icss than - 1=5 azras 5«1C acres lore thon
6ize groups 1 ncrc 10 acr3

Percentase of n ors n o
Houstholis 4134 18'8‘3. 7. T 8.12 3.62

-

thle tho overall nicture ray give ar mprebs:l.on that thare is neat coriela-
t:Lon between the caste and cluss hisrurchies, the reality is far more complex.

illaces ard Castc-Class uoni;g;gutlon

Table 11 belew gives the distribution of villages a2ccording to caste-

class cenfiguratica:
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‘Table 11
Caste-
Class
Configuration K, K, K3 K4 K5 K6 1(7 KB Total
No. of villages 2 g A 2 A 2 6 2 30

K1 is the case of complete congruence of caste and class divisions, with
all labourers belonging to scheduled caste and gll landowners belonging
to ﬁpper oastés. K,7 and I% are cases where there is a single,differen-
tiated caste :|.n the villages, the. first of these K, consisting of
Naickers and K, of scheduled castes. K, is the case where harijans

are one class viz., agricultural labourers, but ﬂ'xe other caste growp
is hJ.ghly Bifi‘.ere.npi.a.ted » 80 that agricultural labourers are cut across
ﬁy éa.ste lines, Kj and K5 are si’tuations where though all labourers
are one ca.ste = hari jans, han;;ans are differentiated by class. K4
and K¢ also have differentiated harijans bub :Ln addition, labourers

cut across caste lines ac well,

We can see that Kz’ ard l\7 arf‘ '.‘-2 together are the. most.common-
types, and 1(1rela'blve1y rere. K3 end I.’S are morc prevalent than Kl,,
and Ké. Th:n.s is because' harijans cre ncarly all labourers and Naickers
who form a significaxfx_t' proportion of labcurers, are very highly ;iif.‘feren..
tiated. The absence of Naickers in some villages (K, K, Kg) is
compensated by the occurancee ol o ralellvely large number of excliz,sively

Naicker v:i.llages.:
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Table 11

CASTE AND LAJDOWNSRSHIP
(a) Caste Composition of Iandholding Size Grouss (Percontages)

[ stmanl
Caste* 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 & 9 1¢c i1 Totl
g
holdi
(Acrers‘%
G -  0.19 24.6 0.62 0,10 0.32 1.1 70.54 - C€."32.2 ¢

less than 1 acre 0.21 2.34 35.5 2,06 0.85 1.84 1.35 5C.46 ~ .83 2.55 100
1 acre-5 acres 0,24 7.82 35.3 1.35 0,48 4.73 0.5 46,16. - 2,12 1.2 107

5 acres-10 acres - 11.51 44.57838 0.82 2,96 0.49 23.51 2.8 1,21 3.61 1<
Above 10 acres 18,03 33.3 7.14 2,04 6.8 - 10.828119 4.4 4.4 €
(b) Lapdholding status of each caste group (Percentages)
Caste 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 & 9 10 M
Land-
holding
(Acres)
0 - 1.85 32,19 12,84 -8.33 .5.81.52.11 54.18 =  3:7-15.2

%-e::rgun 37.5 10:19 21,22 15.56 33.33 15,12 26,76 17.7C - 36,7 16.¢"

1 atre to
5 acres 62.5 50.00 30.S6 19,59 27,77 56.98 16.90 24,27 - 40.37 §.0
5 acres to
1C acres = 21.60 11,48 34,46 12.88 10.47 4.23 3.56 32.7 7.34 24.C
A - , _ - '
abov0 10 L 16,35 4415 1415 16,67 11,63 - 0.80 §7.3 11.63 35.9
Total i0C 10C 10 100 1 10C 100 100 10¢ 100 100 10C
yste 8: - 1 - Bizhmin 5 - Chottiyar g - Paraiyans

2.~ Myaliar é - Yadava: ¢ - Leddy

2 = Kajcker ' 10 -~ Gramani

,. - Maidu 7 - Service 11 = Others

communities



A8

Isbour end lease contracts: Of the 30 villages, the attached lalour
system exdsts in 23, It is absence in all the six all-Naicker villages,
and in one of the two villages whers there is congruence between

caste and class. Nearly all attached labourers are mmixuné, while

there were also three ‘Supervisory"padials.
Of the 23, 14 had only padial system, 8 padial and suvasi systems,
and 1, padisl, suvasi and koottuppayir systems.

Fven below are the different systems of payment and terms of work

ir attached labour, and their distribution across villages.

Igble 1.2
Variations jin Attached Iabour Contracts
Periciicity «nd ’\I-:. rod Terms of No, of
Tp2 of Payment © work villages
PADTAL a) 12 marakkals Agricultursl and none, 3

- i ts icultural work b
Vonthly payment narried adults agric y
in king (fiyai“l;r) 6-8 marakkals - puadial, family to do

others domestic labour unpaid,
2 times gruel but paid for agricultural
' labour

b, 1C marakkals -

married adults ~do- 1
6 moyekkals for
others
2 times grusl
=J0=
c) 8 marskkals and 2

2 times gruel Agriculturel and other

. 1
work only by padial.
Family oaid for any work
done.
d) 7 marakkals pacdy same as a, © 1

for married adults

Others 5-7 narakkals

according to age

and work done

2 times gruel -



Table 1 2 contd,

Periodicity and
Type ol payment

s v am

Wages

- = -

2, Monthly paymmt a) Rs.5¢/ month:. .-

in cash

3, after harveét

+ 2 times gruel
daily

b) Rs,5 for bors

Rs.10 for 1C0=-15
year old boys

+ 2 times gruel
daily.

a) 18 riovakkals:

payment in kind 2 times gruel
Goily .
b) 72 marakkals
- 2.tines gruel
dail

7
¢) 48 marakkals
2 tinmes zruol
daily

4. Armual payacnt a )500 marakkals of

in kind

paddy and 10 mzra-

" kkals of ragi
2 times grual
deily

1 )120 marskkals cf

paddy, 2 times
grucl daily

5, Mortaly cash +a)Rs.1o a month plus

Anrual i

144 varakkals
arnually
2 tines gruel-

b )RS.B") a moath’
plug 20 miarakkals
arually, 2 times

Work obligations No, of _
’ : vidlages
Agricultural & non- 1

agricultural wocrk by
padinl, padial's family
to Go domesuic and agri-
cultural work wunpeid

Mainly cattle gruzing 3
by pgdia.l

agriculbural work ard
odd-jobs -by padiul,
family paid for any

work done
- 808 as..2a 1
same as 2. 2
-dO" 3
.6
hgricultural and non- 1
agriccltural work by
padial; fardiiy not paid
for domestic work, paid
for egricultural labour
«do- 1
2
a3 in 2 g 1
-dO"’ 1

o
[

Contd, .47/~
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Periocicity and Wages Ternc ol work No. of
Type of puyment " villagos
II, SUVASI

Bvery harvoest in ProGuce from allcot- Agricultural znd non- 4
kind ment of about 30 agricultural chores

cents for land owner, .
: . hecrmiit labour, If
fanily works, payment
is made

He.ryost ard a) 50% of produce £rom -do=- 4
nonthly ‘«llotment of aboutb
30 cents and menthly
payment of about 5-7
marakkals '
Y _
5, Prcduce from allot- 1
pent of 30 cents =do=-
after poyving 36 mara~
¥kals to landiowner
n gll cases, 2 timos
gruel a day,

SIT, OCSTRATIR 25% of produce from  same as above 1
“h

. 20 conts gllotrment, only for Sambe and
Chute well irrigated MNavarui seasons

Partirlly atl: chod labour arrangements exist in 12 of the 30
villagos, OCf these, the produce-share typs exists in 6 and the fixed
poyment type in 3, anl hoth together in 4. In all the cases these

cenbreets vore etween hirijan labourers and upper-caste landowners,

In the ;;rociuéa-sharo type again, the labourer had to pay 507
or 67% ol the produce per harvest to the landownor wien the allotment
wee tenk und tube-well irrigated respec'tiveiy. In ﬂl%ﬁﬁ-zi‘dgation
it wns 333 - 40% f produce to landownor. In the fixed payaent iyme,
the grain paymrent waried from 30 marakkels tc 54 marakkals of pacdy
for an allotment of 30 cents depending on the quulity of land and

4+vma of . drrieation.
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Toible 13
cteni of attachment (tota oaz‘bigu
r.z Barijon labourers
# of erijon  0-10 1220 2140  41-6C  €1-55 - 100
- labourers
attchod
No. of villages 10 7 A 3 5 1

As far ns tenancy is concerned, 18 of the 30 villages hal some form of
tenancy. The 'varam' or share-rent tenancy wes found in 14 of theso,
and "kuttagai® or fixed-Tent temancy exists in 4. 'Varam' sharce are
again, 50% or 67% of the produce to the lamdowner, Cepanldng o:. type of
irrigation., Kuttagai varied from 90 marakkals on Jdry lanéd te 18N neraklFals
of peddy on the tube well irrigated land, per yoar. Costesaurirg is
done in the case of 'varam' in the same ;Smporticn as rrivet-sharing,
but there is no cost-sharing in the case of Xuttupai. _Cron aud inpub
decisions are lef't to the tenant, bul the rcat in kind dis 2lucys to he
paid in paddy.

Tenancy contracts in 11 of the 18 villages w:ire Lotween munxrs
of tne upper castes. In 2 villages, both partics wex;e 1mri'juus an; i
2 others, har:i.j-an tenants leased- in lanc fron upper casts luncoisluris.
Only in 3 villages did we find 'kuttagai'! being given to both hwud jans
and upper caste tomants and in these ccses, the harijen tauanta peid
almost double the rent as their upper caste counterparts, baiveen 324 &rd

\
360 marckkals of puddy por year.



49

Wages for cesual labour varied widoly between villages. (Table 14

below ):
Tgble 1 l.t :
Variation in Casual Wagos*
(*d.ges are supplemented by gruel given once a day)
Ploughing . --.Pluckig Seedlings  Weoding & dnrvosting
_ ' Transplanting
Wage No. of Wage No. of 1 = :
rates - villages rates villages  Wage Mo. of Wage No. ol
(Rupees) _ (Rupocs) o rates villages .;('ates vill.zcs
. o flece (Rupees) Man AT
3 3 3.50 2 1.50 2 4.0 2
4 9 4.00 8 2,00 16 4.8 5
13 5.00 3 2.50 6 5.6 5
6 4 Time 3.00 6 6.4 18
.8 1 3.00 2 9.6 1
400 b 12.8 1
5+00 6 Women
6.00 5 2.4 1
3.2 8
4.0 2
4.8 9
5.6 3
7.

6.4

In 14 of the 30 villages, large landowners of the local dominant caste
' paid lower wages (ra.nging‘fmiln 50 p. - 1 lLe. in cash and 1.6 kegd. in kind
to the labourers, or in the payment of kind wages, used a smaller
measure according to which 1 marskhal = 4.8 kgs. irstead of 6.4 kes,)
whergever harijan landowners exisﬁod , they paid higher wages to hari-

jan labourers, the difference from prevalcnt wages runging from (.3 kgs. ~
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3.2 kgs. of paddy in kind and 1 Fe. in cash. Thus our earlier findings

were found to have wider applicability.

Agaia, in villages where there were both Najcker and other upper-
caste landcwmers (8 villages) Naickers worked only among theuselves:
In the ten villages where big landowners were all Nciekrs, wherecas
labourers were voth Naickers gnd harijar_*s,_clmp priority. was given to

the Naickers in employment.

Thus the foms of exploitetion of the caste factor seem to be

prosent over the entiru area, with some variations in uxtent.’

Caste=Claes confizurctions end int

The caste~class cont'iguration of a v:l.llage seans to have :mfluonced
in gsevéral wayt the axtent and offectivenss cf the way caste is used in

the Lalunce of power between landowners and labourers.

4s is tc be cxpocted, villagus which kad only ecne coste group did
not huve any attachoed labour, In villages whore narijans were all agri-
c.ultura‘l labourors but there wors also a‘*ncul ural labowers of upper-
castes, the nrgost properticn of attached,L png.rta.ally attached lebourers
arc found, .ery alsc there was onc varlat:l.on ¢ villages where big land-
owners wera all Laickers lied relatively smaller proportion of attached

labourers than those where -there were Phxdaliér, Nzidu and heddy landownoTs.

To get a better idec of the way conditions varied under the cifferent
caste-clisa configurations, groups of villages controlleu for various
material cmd:.tionb were compared, ( It would be a comparisorn of villages

partial
Across a rovw in our matncos ). The main rowswige / charccteristics
compered were a) proportion of attached labourery/partially attached

labourers, b) terus of the attached lebour cortrcte - wases,benfits.and

work obligations, c ) wages for casuzl labour including type of mayment,



d) cxtent of segmuriation of casual labour murket by caste ¢)Gifferun-
tial wage peyment .'cr casuzl lubour, f) ténancy arrangements ‘and caste

basad differences in the terms of contronct,
The following brecad trends could be discerrad:

1) Villages (type K, ) whote all agricultural labourers arc harijans
and all landowners are upper castes had smaller extent of attachment
‘or nong at all, and the terms of this contract were also better both
in wages ahd benofits and in work obligations, The wages for ccsual
laboui‘ were h:_i.gher and obviously, no caste based discrimination ‘could
be made in employment since all agricultural labourers beionged to onc
caste., In villages of this type the balence of'forces can heo said to
be relatively more favoumble to the labourers, but such villages

seems to be rare in the Taluk.

2) Amcng villages where harijans were landowners, (KBto K, } thote
villages where 'l'.hd labourers yere all }ndj:ﬁxs (K3 and ‘115) were betlher
off generclly than Wse where latourcrs wera cut across caswe lines
(Kl+ and 1(6 ) J.n terms of the characteristics listed abwve., 41 +he

same,. much depended on whether the landowrershbis of kirijeus was a
retent nhencmenon or whe.ther thoy held 1o.nd srants mdé gore tinme in ‘u
earlier generation. For axample ) Karunilam (KA) where o loarge number
of harijans who hé}d land had received it :8 “manyams” sonetims in

the distant past, had very high fixed gmm peyment required by partizily
attached lebourers and wagés were uniformily lo"»'er than Puduppaekxam,
Ot.;tiva.kka.m and &inxiavur'(KS) | Wherc'z lard Les been -cqguired wetiin
the last 2550 years through a procesz of struggle. {n tho utier in.
Mangmai (K6) has attachment in moi'e remunocletive terms, wifornl: nighcr

wages for caswl labour, and higher differantials wame ic by hurdjon
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laniowners thun Secubakken {.KB) As before, Semtakkam has a long stanc-
ing histery of h:;rj. jun landewnership in significanl rumbers, but in
Manamai eicept for two househdlds, all the othere have 'acquired land
either through purchase cr occupation of government waste land in the

face of stiff oppcsition by upper ccste nembers,

This difference in influence basel on the naturo of land acquire-
ment cf harijans could perhaps be expltinod in tho following way.
Whers tlicy have come to own land with the full sanction of the status quo
an¢ indeed as a rosult of their benevolonce, there is a tendency among
harijon Yandcuners to identify themselves with tho traditional social
structure ar.l pose ne ~allonge to the status quo whereas in the case
whery tucy hre venhez to ovn land cespite pressures egainst it by the
sta'us qw , the iarijen laniownors linve initiative, for struggle % change
the conditicns of tneir caste members. The existence of harijan laind-
owners in -rillages when comprred to ticse whcere all lhaerijauns are labourersig
sdvantages for harijen labeurers sirce the foruer are totally depondeht

on then [u1 "/mgo labour,

2)  Villegoe wish : single caste imve ro attached or particlly attached
lebourers: wares {or casual lsboure re higher comurol w other caste-
~lass coat'igurc.tions with similar conditions of nroduction though these
single custe villages (}{7, KB) are small set.lemonts with limitud land

and liwve o grezater nuaber of labourers per unit of land.

Betuvcen tho all-Maickor and all-harijan villages, tne lattor have

slightly lower wages thzn the former.
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4) Villages o type K,, where the harjjans are all agricultural
labourers but the uper c;.aatesAbave agricultural labgourers and landowners,
the terms of contraots are 'mfmt unfavourable to labourers; they have.‘the
largest propoi‘bioh of Atm@mt usually under most servile conditions
(the whole family bging obliged to do free labour) and poor peyment,
lower wages for capual Jabouy, (Avemge;wagee of these villages boing
3.25 as against 4.10 of all othsr villages put together) and more &xact-
ing terma of payment foy partially attached labour. Te Teason for the

L%%wﬂﬁumﬁogm QMG' ‘gl'ldeﬂato division of the labour market
by caste and dimﬂmimw ageinst the vulnemble'émup of landless
hayi jans,

Thus, the capte~-class donfiguration of a village in many weye deter-
mines the bargaining strength of the labourers vis-a-vis landowners, and
the' caste factor is crusial in determining thg possaibility of organisation
of agricul_t.uml labourers,

Variatjons in physical aonditions Jike rainfall, soil quality(and

: : ' is
therefore productivity), eropping pattern eté. between villagey/ limited
since all of them belong to the same taluk which is in this.case a

fairly homogeneous agro-clddatic reglan.

Hewevar, the extemt of irrigation by tank varies. Some villages
».7¢ one o7 nrly one harvest irrigated by ﬁnks ! ;uost V:illages hn'zfe
CWoo vink drrigabal harvests!" and some l_:a\}a evon three. In villages
' :._-‘.t’-;a Bang cﬁéte.-class configuration, the typg of attaochment was at
=" 1. s influenced by this. In Iayamangalam, where tank firrigatioxi is Lot
s {ii-dent for, sven one ha!'Vestb_ no ‘a'llotme_nt type of rt*ichment

gng fod, rrl gl)l wera padials, ~whareap in other villages b.t xcinle
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and alJ.ofﬁmt nolding susesis were found, This is because gllotments

for attacled labourers are alv;'ays tank irrigated and therefore.
where tank :Lrneatlon is uncort.aln,/lta“elgom\. unv:mble. Again, dven where
both types of attacmxent exists, the prop- ,rta.on of padials is more

in villages where only one harvest is tank 1rngated than in those

where two harvests aro. Moreover, partial attaciment is most prevelent

in. villages with two tank irrigated harvests.

An important influence especially on the wage lovels and on the

extont and tcrms of attachment: of labour is the prop_ortioh of agricultural

lcbourers and the concentmtion g:f 1nd in the hands of large landowners

of a single caste.

Between Appur, Peria Irumbedu and Rayamengalam (all Kz) for example,
the proportion of agricultural labourers arc .86, .56 and ,7C and propor-
tion of cultivated urea h"éld-..’t')'y large lardowners, .50, .20 and .75 res-
pectivoly. Wages are highest in Peria Irmbedu and lowest in feyarangalam,
(411 othor physical factors cxceia‘c:-: irrigat;ion are same). Another
example - of (K3 villages) Poondi, Sembakkam and Kilur and Perambakkan,
lowest wages are found in Poondi where concentration of lord is highest,
and highest wagas’ in Scmbakkam where concentration is lowest. Perambaki:a:,
which has the highest proportién of attached labourers of these four,
is second highést in both concentraticn of larnd and proportion of &gri-
cultural labourers; (it is the only one where both these arc high sirnud-
taneously). Between Voyalur, and Puduppakkam, Ottivakker end SiruGavur
(aln KS) the first of these has a larger proportion of agricultural

labourers and lower wages, than the other tnree.
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Variations between villsges cf the same caste-cless configu-
rations can thus, be ciplained to scme extent by variations 'in irrigation,
proportior of agi‘icul‘bvral laboursrs and concentration of land. However,
the impnct of u.aten'.ai cc-ndii;ions of production in modifying the role
of caste ccu:d not be sharply brought out, per}u;ps'because the inter-
village varictions in material conditions of production were very limited.
It would de rea.sona.blie to expect that the nature and extent o the impo-
rtanee of caste would vary greatly from conditions in Chingleput o
region with very different corditions of rainfoll, quality of soil,
irzigdted area, type cf crops and degree of concontration of land and

proportion of agricultural labourers.

v

The inter-v:’;lage comparisons of bargaining stxéngth of labourers
in terms of their reflection on terms and conditions of work , wage
levels cte. are not sufficient by themsclves, since theee indicators
my be influenced by random factors other than bargaininé strength
(which we may not have capx.tred in tﬁe economic variables chosen ty us
We therefore so@xt to substentiate our fintings with an account oii tig
way in which barganing strength of labourers aide_ad or duterred =
process of Struggle in villages of different caste-clags configurations.
The stnxggie 'in the five villages chosen for intensive stuiy are des-

cribed in tnis section.

Though caste~consciousness demonstraﬁes a resiliont «rd contiued
influence on the rural economy, tinis dges not mean that castes co-exist
hamoniogsly, acknowleding their inter-dépéndonpo and tljxe reciproecal
nature of their relationsinip. here are a iargé number of instences
of coni‘licts anbng. castes, Morcover, ‘class antagonioms often get

expressed in the form of castc conflicts., This is the cuse.when there
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is congruence between caste and class divisions, The case where there
are caste divisions among labourers with one of. the castes teing unbou-
chables works to the great disadvantage of thc labouring class., Thus

caste divisions influence tae .form of cluss conflicts.

A1 the paraiyans interviewod felt that is was not fair that
attached labour was associated with their casta. They were very emphatic
in statir;g that they do not favour attached labour, and would ncver
enter into it unless comﬁelled by very adverse economic conditions.

To be nn attached labourer meant doing fadmai-velai" - slave-labour.
Renaxking ca the fact thot even if a Maicker or ¥ndava was pauper, he
would be made o "supervigery' padial, ranking above the paraiyans:one of
then said, "™e are both alike - paupers, but he is a Naicker and I,

a. perajyen wnd so, heo stonds on the byyid and I, in the marsh!"

The reacticns of labowrers from the usper castes were very different.
"Who elce con bo attaclicd labourers, oxcept Paraiyans? TInt'é the, vay
it has ali;ays buenl® They resented their paraiyasn cownterparts,
and éoxno stundard renarks made by them were - "Everybedy thinks only
of their conditicas, all gove:mment schemes are for them. They have
bocomz toc bloeted in their heads - you cannot even call a paraiyan

a paraiyan these daysi¥

Iabourers Telt that gotting organised as one class group across
castes was imposeible, The paraiyans folt, "that will _nrsv‘er be. ZHver
if tney (the other castes) den't have gruel for the next meal, they
will nover join with us.® A4s far as labourcrs of othexr casf_.es were .

concernad, orgenising against their own "pangulis"” (linsmen ), was shameful,

it did onc no good w be joaloue of one's brother's good fortune.
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All tho'same, the labourers felt that their w.a.ges were not fair;
their nction of fair wages varied depending on what they know about
other places; temms for attached labour were - cpnsidemd scandalous,
though where semi-attached labour was concemed, ‘the opinions differed =~
some felt that the torms wers alright, others,that 67% of produce to

labourers was fairer share.

Every village had a histcry of struggles betwoen the maraiyans of
the cheri and the yr people, the origins and consequences of which seem

to be related to the caste-class configuration of the village.

Aminjikkerai (K;) is an example of a village whers all harijans
are labourers but laktourers are cut across caste lines, there, being
upper caatos labouras és Qell._ fhirty years ago it was o zamindari
viilarge, tae zamincar belonging to Nenmbﬁi‘,15 kms. away. 411 the
land baiongod to the mxm'.ndar,. and families of the presont residents
of vhe pr were his temants. . A1l the 'colony' families wére‘ either
attacked or casual labourers: when zamindari was abolis}‘..ed , land
was suhiled in the names of ths tenants o.ccordi.ng to their operational
holdings &t thet time, with the result that all £he paraiyan fanﬁlieq

went lexdless,

“he dissatisfied paraiyans of Aminjikkarai soon geined notoriety as
trouble :'make.rs ‘but things came to a head four years ago. Some paraiyans
who had been doing koottupayir for twenty-five years or so wrote a
petition to the Collector of Chingleput demanding that the 2and in their
possession be settled in their names according to the temancy reforms.
This decision had been made in their caste panchayat, and a~tion teken
by thair lecders. The la.ndowneré retailiated by terminating all altached-
and ‘semi-attache'd labour contracts, and minimised their casual labour
employ;nont by relying as far as possiple ‘on labeurers from the ur aaxd even

calling in upper caste labourers from the next villdge.
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A pormanent state of tensicn exists between.the ur and the colony.
now; the paraiyans‘ mode a second move to ensure a means of livelihood.
It was discovered that 18 acres of le..nd held as part of garden land by
some lardowners was infact ‘unclaimed! (a.naxpadeyum) land according to
reCplﬂs. They sent sevéra.l petitions to the 'Collectomte. asking tnot
the land be distributed to them, and also pulled strings in several
directions. In 1975, a year after the move begain, 13.5 acrcs of: the land '
(¥ acrc per household ) was sanctioned to the colony households. But
before the formalities were comploted, the affacted landowners of the
ur made clains through the village munsif (one of them) that according
to carlier village records, the land was indeed theirs but nad been
entered as unclaimed during a resurvey due to.the oversight of the
surveyer. In 1980 again, the issue was taken up by officials, and tho
revmuo‘ inspectors cajoled la.ndowners' to make'at least 7 acz"es of land

aveilable to paraiyens. The paraiyang refused to accept it.

The issue was far from settled during our survey. Tempers
ren high in both scctions and the landowners:were deternmined to
osch the colony people a lesson." Iabourers of the upper castc
resented the ides that paraiyane could get land when they themselves
stood no such' chance., Though wages are ridiculousl& low in the
village, and thoy feel it is very wfair, ti.xey have never considercd
the possibility of joining hands with pareiyans to demand higher wages.
Oni the otha.i‘ hand, landgwnors who wers Naickers, Gramanis; Naidus end
Reddys formed one cohesive unit and kept wages under cbntroll. i
Naicker 1abourei' described how a landowner who had i:aid higher wages

to ensurc sufficient labour was fined by the caste panchaynt.



59
Faraiyan labourers could in no senge identify thamselves with
lebourcrs of the upper caste inspite of the difficulties in persevoring.
with their struggle tocause of their small numbers. They felt they

were better off this way, though struggling to make ends meet; since

they woruno one's slaves, and can stand up for their rights.

The labourers are ot a dlsaavun‘aago in Aminjikkarai, divided into
two casbe cliques, one w:....]:mg to fight but thwarted at every step
exd the other toc bound by caste and kinship ties to prbtest.

Fannmai hus cne mnjor 'advanta‘ge over fminjikkerai. " Though here
also “ne loboursys ars divided across caste lines .haﬁjans lendownsrs
~ also eSet (1{ J.  Further, one of the divisions of labourers,
the Neicrers, works within tho sume caste gfoup leaving the para:i.ya'ﬁs '
a virtuz). monopoly ovel‘--snp'l.oym»;nt by Mudaliars \;rho own mt;re than 50%
of the lent:.. Jaere does _o:ﬁst attached and semi-attached 1“3:bou:;', but
the lobeurers have constantly sought to improve their terms of work,
They have increasingly moved a\;va.y £ vom padial to suvasi sysfeﬁ, and
at vresent:, demond to be made 'sani-éttéched' instead of either of the

first twc.

Wemen''s wages huve incressed from Rs.1.50 and 2 m'eaSures to
28,3 and 4 mcosures in the past three years, and wages for ploughing
from Rs. 4 to R3.5 as a result of demands of Workers threaterdng ‘to stop

werk during peak seasons,

Laboursrs had themently opposed introduction of piece rates
for plucking seedlings, and demanded(and u}on)that wages be raised from
he.4 to hs,5 and time rates be retained. 'We camnot work af, that madden-
ning pace" they said when we asked why they had opposed piece mtes,

and whon we pointed out that labourers in other vﬁ'J.lages could, gave
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an angry retort, "Theymay put up with it. We won't."

The suvasis who recruit labourars, they seid, try to sottle all the
problems of laboyrers themsclves, and redinto between them and the land-
owners. Though sometimes this has made wage arbitmtion smootlcr, "they

serve to kcep us Givided, and ure actuelly on the Mudaliar's side. "

The village hes evidenced dramatic political changes in the last “en
years, The !colonies' were abie to put up their cendidate for panchayat
eloctions, who defeated a Mudaliar who had hald power for very long.

The Manamai colony now has pucca hoyges built by the Harijan Welfare
Department, a schoo.l, road and elegtricity cormections. But the pcrmiynn
labourers are disatiafied ~ Mo labourers have reunined ¢s we werce;

those who had gomething earlier have gained a lot mcre now, we poor have
gained nothing." Cleavages are beginning t/o; develp betwoen prraiyan
labourers and landowners. The labourers resent tho lack of concern of
thoir landed kinsmen in putting forth demnds for lund to the governmont,
or taking decisions in the case panchayat cbout conditions of wagos and
terms of work under the Mdeliars. Thoy agree that paraiyen Luidowr.ers
paid them and treated them better, "but only because they extrect mure
work from us. We are uswlly employed, 12 cf us work becausu it is

our own caste person's land.”® The Paruiyan landqwnors hve their com,liints
as well - “Unless we pay them more, {.huy will not-comne. PBut we do nol.
calculate when it comes jt.om casto 1abou.reré - whon them go without
food, wa share with them, When they aroc in trouble, we elp thom out.

Should thay also not oblige us in return instead of counting paisa for puisa?

The situntion in Manamei is far more hopeful then in fAminjikkarai.
But it is quite possible that if ‘it wac not for Ziff.rentiction among

paraiyans, the class struggle would have been fur moru acute, 725 of -
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paraiyans are mainly agricultural labourers but the leaderszhin is in

the hands of the better-off paraiyans. who are more interested 1n secu-
ring the concessions and benefits offured to the middle class narijars
by the Government. It must be mentioned that no attempts Ynve ever becn
made by the leadership for land distribution or implementation of mininw:
wages, while it has fought tooth and nail over issues like shifting

the post office from the ur to the colony, and diverting a bus route

to Madras via their village!

In Arungunram the atmosphere is different. This is a viJ.iage
where there is congruence of caste and class divisions (K1 ). It was
weeding and transplanting season when we were doiné our survey, and on
one of the plots the women had refused to work unless the number 'errltployuc'f
per quarter keni (33 cents ) was increased from five to six; all o:iers
followed suit and since there was no.time to lose,. the lendcuner iad no - tion

but to agree.

The lebourers of arungunram are all Paraiyens and the caste is itself
undivided along class lines, This complote congrusnce of caste and closs
has ensbled the workers to become powerful bargainers. Decisions on &
strike to increase wages are made in the caste panchayat and mtlmatcxl
through the labour rzcruiters. The labourérs had gone on a striks two
years back and roised wages from 58,3 and 3 measures for men and Rs.1.50 end
2 meesures for wonen to_ Rs.Z and 4 measurcs for men end Rz.2 and 3 measures
for won;en. They intended to heve a further rise this year, % and 4
neasures for acn and women rBSpcctivély,_ and .8,2.50 cash wages for

women,
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Piece wages prevailed for plucking seadlirgs, but the labourers
had their own way at snowing tneir disdpproval of it- <the bundles
of seedlingy made by them had a good proportion of grass in it, and
8o they finished work much foster and left the fields earlier. In course
of timo tiis could compel the landowners to switch to time mtes.
During the previous year's Samba harvest the bigg:sc Faidu landowner
decided to make o show of Strength and brought labourers from Sriperun-
budur nearly 60 kms. away, for five days. He had to pay high wagos and
foot their transport costs. He learnt his lcsson when dur:i.ng.the
Navarai sezson labourers boycottcd his .fields, and hé coulc not bring
labourers from outside since the work load was not hnigh onough to moke

the proposition economical.

according to a Naidu landowner, the paraiyans hud constently
strived to improve terms of work. £fanrlier,the seamimattuchcd labourers
had to pay a fixed quantity of grain from tieir allotment, nrbtmting
often to the ontire produce net of cultivating costs in *he Navarai
season. The labourers refused to pay up , &1d tormmination of the
contract proved useless because the new allcttee uid tie samo. Now thoe
system has been altered to fiXed grein peyment in Samba ard 50%

share in the produce ih the Navarsi seasons.

It seems to bo an acknowledged fact by the landowrers that
the labourers were strong and united. They put this dewn to their
‘ z2¢ge labour,
monopoly for wage employment since Naidus thcmsalves never didd  HOnly
where there are Naickers who do not mind dirtying their hands in the
S0il . do the Paraiyans behave themselves.® in attemot to or~g.nise

the landowners under a 'Vyvasayigal Sangam' had failed, since “eacl

person was only interested in getting his own work donu, snd dic not
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want to enter into controversies with the laboursrs. @

The scenario in Voyalur (K ) wher e all the labourers are harijans,
is rather complex.

but harijans themselves are differentiated,/ The Mudaliars of Voyalur who
control only is rather complex 40% of the lancd (vhen compared to 72% by
Arungunrem Naidus) wield enémous power, They employ all but cne of
the padials and all the semi-attached labourers, and terms for padisls
aTe the worst of all villages. The padial's wife is required to do
free agricultural work Sesides qttending to all domestic chores. UWhen
compared to Arungunram which has similar productioﬁ conditiocns, condi~
tions are surely worse. Wages are the same in both villages, but 'ﬁhe :

big Mudaliar landowners paid at least a rupee or neasure leSs.

This is inspite of the fact thzt all agricultural laboursrs are
paraiyans and some of [p amlowyr?n :béut seven or eight acres, and thirteen
aTe tenants of an absentee landlord and therefore relatively indepen-
dent. One reason fpr the existing state of affairs is the total identi-
fication of the pamyan Jandowners of Voyalur with the Mudaliar '
landowning interests. 4 paraiyan landowner owning about 8 acres of-
land was made the panchayat president, only to find him joining hands
with the Mudeliar landowner whose place he had won, No wage struggles
are encouraged by him and nis clique, anci Voyalur has rarely witnessed

any strike in recent years.

Because of availability of work in the westem parts of the taluk
by casual labourers
near Madras, n_gmtlon[dmg harvest season has become a practice in .
recent years. ) Weges within the village have sub=
sequently heer mised by the smaller landowners, but with the Mudaliars

there has veen 20 question of a rise; they have even stopped giving the
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mid-day gruel. Their hegemony is perhars strengthencd by the fact that
when compared to their counterparts in Manamai, they hLave greater comne-
ctions with the outside world. Some of them are share-holders and purt
of the Board of the Sugar Co-operative in M;dumntlnkam, and are alsc
part of Naidus Vyavasaigal Sengham. Strong political connections also
seem to exist - one of them is the District President of the lion's Club.
The rest of the village has to depend on them for infomation and

- recommendation to officials for any transaction and those who do not, aie

usually ™aken care of " - their work never gets done.

Kilur is unique in several respects - it lms an incredible percen-
tage of landless agricultural labourers (75), popuwlation pressure on lard
is highest of the five villages and it has a single Zundowner cwning 23,

of the villages land.

Though nearly all agricultural labourers ave pareiyans and some
of them owned land (type K3) (controlling 27% of the village's land)
the above characteristics have mude conditions in Kilur very difficult.
Nearly 233 of paraiyan labourers are suvasis, and a furtler 6% semi.-
attached, all employed by the single large Naidu landowner. The wages
paid by othors are comparable to the other villages, but the Naidu paid
only kird wages for all operations, a unifcrm 3 measures for men and

14 measures for women.

Tha present suvasis had been padials in the past and had fought ard
won tieir allotments five years back. Wages for ploughing and plucking
scedlinzs naG been raised to hs.4 after a strike two years ago, and the
~ ™halajvar? - Naidu lexdowner nad to raise kind wages from 2 measures to
3 measures. ie imneciately brought in piece rates for plucking seed-
lings. “his year Rs.5 in time rate is being dénanded, and the smaller

lardouners are afroid they would have to give in.
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A recent strike in Kilur was over work intensity for harvesting -
10 women and 5 men per acre sre usually emploved and the wege bili.is
fixed accordingly. It was being demanded that 12 women and 6 inen per

acre be made the norm, and some landbwners hed already complied w?th it.

The landoning harijans all hold less than 5 acres and have little
to identify themselves with the Naidu landowrer. They most often .
exchange labour for each other and in peak Seasons employ own caste .ren
for higher wages. They are nearly all landowners of first gererotion
hav:mg acquired pattas of poramboké land inspite of attempts by ur
members to thwart the move. They do not have the experience of identi-

fication with the status quo like the landowners of Voyalur.

Concerted struggles have therefore been a possibility in Kilur,
: relatively
and though a conglomeration of factors have made the labourersg/ vulnera-

ble, the struggle continues.

Conglugjion: The study shows beyond doubt that caste enteres

almost all arranzceaents of work made between landowners :.-md labourerc,
.a.nd thet the effectiveness of caste in tilting the balance of forces
between them one way cr the other, is inf‘l.uenced by the wnderlying

caste-class configuration,

It should be noted that use of caste factor is mede by farmers
who are highly entreprencurial and profit-oriented. What they seem
to b:e doing is to simultaneously use modern techniques of production
and primitive forms of exploitation of labour like attachment of
‘harijans. The leost we can say is that these forms have not proved

febtors to tue sdcption of moderr techniques of production. One may
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even venture to suggest that by facilitating the extraction of a

large surplus, they have aided the process.

Although the forms being employed are similar to those tlat
existed in an earlier and different historical context, the fact that
those employing these forms are not lanilords or rentiers pwrely
producing for consumption by itself suggests thot theso forms have
a totally ney and dif ferent significance now; that is, the reasons

for and implications of their cxd.stence are different.

Finally, r~ crucial elemcnt in the dyramics of the presert
situation seems to be the stmggles waged by the agricultural lubour-
ers. The overthrow of the prevdailing barbaric forms secems *¢ hingc

on the outcome of these struggles.’

Jwne 1981, T.X. SUNDARI
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APPEWDIX

The casve/cluss corfiguretions Ky covennennne. KB’ enumerated

were the following:

Ko A agriculoural labourers are scheduled caste (All
© lenGowners arc 'other cestes!) ard All Schoduled Castes
are agricultural labourers

K,: Agricvltur.l labourers are btoth scheduled caste and otlsr

castes,
Sgheducled castes are all agricultural labourers.

KB: Agncdtural labourers are all scheduled castes (other castes

are only landowners)
Scheduled caste are a.gncultural labourers and small landowners
(cwning less than 7.5 acres " of land)

Agncultural lzbourers are scheduled castes and other castes.
Scheduled ceste are agricultural labourers and smwll londowmers.

KS: Agricultural loboursrs are all schecduled caste.
Scheduled caste are.agricultural labourers, smcll landowners
and big landowners (cwning greater thon 7.5 acres of land).

K6: Agricultural labourers are scheduled caste and other castes,
Scheduled caste arc agricultural lebourers, small landovners
and big landowners,

Other castes arc agricultural iabourers, smell landowners
and big landowncrs. There exist nc schiadulesd caste.

Kg ¢ Sch-eduled casto are agricultural labourcrs, small landowcTs
. . and big landownurs, :
There exist no other caste.

CDSL
TVM
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