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Brtra--regioixil Differences i n  k t a r i zn  Systems 

and Internal  Mimations A CaseStuU$- of the  

;"rip&&77nn~cfmers fromu Travmcore t o  IYljlab~s, 

1950 - 1950 

Lr, s tudies  on migration, f a c t o r s  whicl?. czrse  ciari~:e?s i n  s p a t i a l  d i s t r i -  

bution of yopulztion are ~ e n e r a l l y  dtvided in to  those which 'pusil' out and 

those which 'pu l l '  o!rt peq2.e from t h e i r  usuzl. halitst. h o n g  the fac tors  

which push out people: par t ic i l l a r l j '  i n  :$y5ctfltural comunitir.s, pressme 

of increasing popitation on land i s  generally i Jen t i f ied .  a s  I. cliijor and 

f a i r l y  comon fac tor .  But populatior, -presswe on 1ancl by i t n o l f  need not 

alimys lead t o  @ugration; since mi,-ratios i s  only one of the  vmious methods 

of arljushnent poasihlc in a s i t ua t ion  of imreas ing  popla t io r !  pressure. On 

%he other l m d ,  +he impact of i n c r e s s i w  population on rigcicld-kme could be 

fashioned by the  agrariaii ~ys t em i t s e l f ,  Therefore it i s  only reasonable t c  

expect that the prevalent agzarian system would a l so  influence the direct ions  

t h a t  migration of farming popula.tions assl.une i n  a s i t ua t ion  of increasing 

population i r e s s u r e  on land. 

In t h i s  paper the  t!le v a l i d i t y  of t h i n  asnx:ption is t e s t ed  ~ f i k h  re-d 

to  -the pxrticulax case of the  n ig -a t ion  of f m e r s  f ron  Travancore t o  Malabar 

*z ing  the period, 1930 t o  1950. 

Dbensions and C1~rac te r i s t j . c  s of  t he  l$i6~:~.i;ion 

In order t o  , ascer ta in  t he  dimensions ~f the  n i p a t i o n ,  tile t o t a l  number 

of migrants and the extent of land brotight adclitionally under cu l t iva t ion  by 

then in FIalabar have t o  're found out. O f  Ynese, t he  number of ."-isants can be 

computed on the  bas i s  of ihe  increase in Syrian Catholic o r  C h i s t i a n  popula- 

t i o n  i n  rial&ar, (since maj.o'rity of the  m i ~ ~ a ~ l t s  were Christ ians of the  Syrian 

1 '  Catholic deriorniriatiod from tine t l r e e  miaand Taluks of Travancore - Meenachil, 

Thodupuzha, and ~ u v a t i x ~ u z h a )  and the  inc-mse i n  the mmbf2 of people bcrn i n  



Trasrancore and enumerated i n  Malabm in the ouccessive censuses of the  con- 

cerr:ed period. 

Ike Christim population i n  Bhlebar, which stood st zround 53,030 out 

of a d i s t ~ i c t  t o t a l  of ever 3C ?.aI~bs i n  1911, increased t o  zround 1,549000 
. . 2 .  . 

i n  3. t t  . t a l  of a ~ o ~ n d  47s lai2is i n  1951. Sliary increase - bo-t!l i n  absolute 

-terms 2.s well a s  ~ e r s e n t a g e  of the  t o t a l  pwgulation -- i n  Clx?istia? population 

of Phlabar o c c u r d  i n  the 1941 - 51 decade, which w a s  a l so  the pep& period 

of the  ~lig-tation, wilen the C h r i s t i a n  popula'iior, increased bj- ?7.69percent prhile~ 
9: 

the  pop~dat ion  of the  d i s t r i c t  rose only be 21 .OSpercent. 

I k e  number of. gersons born i n  Trc.vaneore-Cochix md  erm~ezated in Malabar 

i n  tile 1951 census were over 88,000 w3.ile thee were only asnu.;& 3000 l'ravan- 
. 4/ 

coreans enumerated i n  Malabas in 1931. Of t h i s ,  arouncl 71,000 persons were 

enuinernt-d in the  nlza1 t r z c t s  of F f l aba r ,  vhich perhaps &dicate b e t t e r  t he  
5,' 

dinensions of t he  x i p a t i o n  a s  it stood in 1951. It msy a lso  5e noted tha t  

out of thaso 71,000 persons, over 23,000 were i n  ldwznad ta luk d o n e ,  xh i le  

another 36,900 were conce~~ t ra t ed  i n  t he  - t h e e  ta luks  of Kozhikode, Kottayzn 
5' 

and Iiurumbranad. 

The above nientioned nm.ber of psrsons born i n  Travancore - Cockin and 

enmerated i n  Fhlabar i n  1951 compares well with the number of -<.an Catholic 

Parishoners in the  Lotin Catholic diocese of Ca.licut, which stood &t over 
I/ 

74e000 in a t o t a l  of aromd 91,000 hy t i c  end of 1953. Granting tha t  a 

portion of t i i s  population could have come from Cochin, the  ac tua l  number of 

Travan~ore emigrsnts i n  PMabar i n  1951 may be assumed t o  be anywhere between 

60,OCO an3 70,000. 
3' 

21 
Theye a r e  some inportarit aspects of the  m i p a t i o n  t o  be noted. The 

majority of m i g ~ a x k ~ :  from Travmcore were small f - m e r s .  bong the ea r l i e s t  

pionoers there  were some bi: f ~ m e r s ,  Lzter, from mound 1940 mr3 b i g  f m e r s  



wiio llad experience i n  plantat ion ~ ~ g i c u l t v l - e  in Tra-~ancore . went t o  &labar,  

t o  open ~u: ~:stz%es thei?e d m .  bb- i l i .  +ul:, pioil;-rain;; biz l;.::ncrs <!id not 

s e t t l e  do~%n. Ln >ZaIi&a;r; those who mri ' ie i  lc.:ter shu-ttled hetween t h e i r  posse- 

sn io~ls  ir, !alnb-zr z3d l?r-=.~~ancore. AS a@in:it t h i s ,  most of the s m a l l  farmers 

who mi,yated staye< in FTalabar pcmcn-antly though they retained strong l i nks  

witC theii- parental  villa,-ea in Travancore. 

Secondly, i t  was k 2  -Lhe h i l l y  trac.l:n of M a l ~ b a r  t 1 r . t  :cost of the  B a x m -  

corean settlc?nen+,s dsvelopecl.. It wa;3 i n  -the h i l l y  ar-eao ~ti-at cuiJij:??it0le waste .- 

p a r t i c ~ ~ l ~ z l y  land su i t fd  f o r  the  com~crcial  crops i n  11hj.cIi the  r n i ~ g c ~ t ,  farmers 

were jntsres ted - w.as avai lable  i n  col?pr.ltivc. plenty. 

Yet ~ o i n t  t o  be noted 11ei.e i n  t~hat' our a~al;:si:: of mfgatj.on with 

reference t o  intra-regional differefi.c!?s i n  a k ~ a i a n  r.jrstuns has t o  be confined 

Do t h e p r e  1950 period. L? ; 2 5 6 ,  Travancore ale? 1klab.bar were ini;e@a:ted along 

with Ccchdn t o  f c ~ m  'she S t a t e  of ICerala; an?: subseq~er;t  1 e ~ i s l ; ~ t i o n s  nade laws 

covern i~q  land tenures m:ifsm f o r  al l  L k e c  re:.io:l.?; followec? in  3 aecade 3y 

~om~rehensiv,  1z;id re foms f o r  t:le wiiol~r? st.%ta; tiler&? chancin;;. r,u?stailtially 

the conditions ur.3er cilcch z ig rz t ion  t ~ i . ; c  place bcfo're 1950. 

While the  m ~ b e r  of aimants from ?kava,ncore i n  &labar can be e s t k - t i  '6 9 

the  same cannot be done f o r  the extent of 1zaG browzht wider cu l t iva t ion  by them; 

since most of the  land deals they enteree i n t o  were based on veybd  agreeaents 

c r  unreg.istc-red doouments. Ir- the  z"16ense of such e?i.den-e, ti!? oaly a~.rail:~31e 

clu:! i s  the si@iificw:t decrease i n  fcxest  ,u-ez. i n  the  < i i s t r i c t s  of Ca-oze, 

ICozhikorln, ;and Pa.l.c?bcn-i; i n  the  aoncerned pcriod. Between 1740 and 1970, 1959 sq. 

kilcineters of f o r e s t  asi'a has been l o s t  i n  .t!:ese d i s t r i c t s ,  c f  which 1015 sq.kzs. 

we-e l o s t  f o r  ~ & ~ i c u l t w w  2nd t labitation by ~ z s ' s i ~ e n t : ;  and cnci-oa.chr~ents, hasi.?es 

736 s q , h s  l o s t  f o r  mbber, cofl'ee, pepper and other pla.iltation crops. Though 



the whole of this cazqct b e  a t t r i5uted t o  t h e  m i : q & ~ t . ~  Yneir contribntion t o  

t h i s  process oai ld  l?c.ve b.?en ccn~idez&ble.  

Obviously there  rr?s incrzasing pressure on cul t ivable  13,nd in Traaalcore 

due t o  incrensi~~:; populatiori. To understand. ti-11: r o l s  elis p l a y ~ d  i n  trisp 

cring off t h e  mimation t o  M&labn=, the  trcnfis in population ii? the  f i r s t  

threc decades of this ccnt7iry =o t o  bc looked a t  iri de t a i l .  

The following Tzbli: I clc,zrly shows that 'the dc.c;xlia.l r a t e  of g!or&h of 

populeticn i n  the d i - t r i c t s  i n  thc  Tr::.vancorc izgion were oii the  ?&~oli. consi- 

derably higher than i n  tho d i s t r i c t s  i n  Malabar region; i n  dl decades from 

1901 t o  1951, and particulzrl:; before 1931. 

It i s  a l so  sccn .t'nat the  population of mTrav .~ l~orc  increased by 117.57 I'ercent - .  
. YJ 

>&ween 1911 and 1951 ; .$bile it soso or iy  j y  57.18 percent i n  ilhlabas. In the  same 

period, Tra.vmccre region regis tered a1 incbease of 4'(.09peroent in land under cccu- 

pation; vihile the cu l t iva ted  area ir1crease:I x.' 37 .4per-ent iq ymlabasa Mopeover, 

while the  occupied a rea  i n  Travmcore formed 73.'ipcrcent of the  t o t a l  land availam 

,&r cul t iva t ion  in 1311, it forned 981 2 e r c w t  of tho t o t a l  i n  1951. The corres- 

ponding f igures  f o r  ou l t iva ted  asea as percentage of the  t o t a l - a r ab le  l a ~ d ~ i m M a l a -  
bar . w. 

h e r e  59.1 i n  1:~11 and 36.0 i n  1351. These fi;,wes do skol.: t he  s e a t e r  pressure 

on land i n  T~;2vacore during the period 1911 t o  1951, tlxan i n  Malabar. 

Another i n ~ o r t a n t  point  t o  be made is tha t  tho  'havalcorc Taluks of Meenachil, 

Thodupuzha and Phl.frattupuzha - the  major centres of en i i~a t ion-a long  with t he  

neighbouriilg h i d l  rrri:e t r a c t  of ?X?vikulaq - Pee~made sho~ed .  s ia l i€ icm. t  .tricrea- 

ses il? d e ~ s i t ?  of populztion; i n  .the 1921-31 decase. Tho decennial r a t e s  of 

grcwth i n  dens iw per  square mile were t o  the  or?er of 18.76 percent, 250.8 percent 

.:.& 39 pqrccnt f o r  Meencahil, Thorl.upushz, m d  Pfi~vattupuzha r e z p c c t i v ~ l y ,  zxd L4.3 



: 5 :  
Table I: Decennial Percentkse h x e e s e  i n  Poijulation of Kerala - 
State  Dis t r ic t s  Rou~h1;r Corresnonciini-: t o  the  Forner ItIdabar 

4- 1951 

----- --------- ---.-.---------- - 
Percentage Increase in Pop'llation 

Dis t r io t  1901-1911 1911-1921 lyi1- 1931 1931'-1941 1941 -1 951 

- ---.--- _l-ly_̂ l-lll__-_-_l--.ll-l--. 1------------------ -... 

Cannanore c c.9 + 2.8 + 15.2 .1. 12.6 'i- 22.4 

Kozhikods ' + 7.5 + 3.5 + 16-8 + 12.2 .> 2'7.6 

M ~ ~ ~ ~ L ~ ) U ~ ~ X ,  . .. + 9.6 + 2.2 -i 14.4 + 11.7 i- 17.7 

Pal gnat + 7.3 + 4.2 i- 10.2 + 8.9 + 18.5 

Kottq:.:: 

&leG;.~); 

W l o n  

T r P ~ ~ a d r l x i i  

 em^^^ aii 

~ 

.- 7 
.... .:: 2eas. j~ of India,, 3371 Ser ies  - 9,  Kerda ,  Pat I1 A, Gencrzl Population Tables Table 8-11 pp.56-5Td 



LZi/ 
percent f o r  Deviinil~m - Foemade. 

Such increase i n  density of popn1atio:ri i n  this i)eriod i s  s ignif icant ;  

since the 1921-31 decade L i e S i a t e l y  prece3-ed the  begiming of substant ia l  m i -  
t h a t  

,"ration from t h i s  regian t o  Nalabnr. It can a l so  be s e e d s  the r e su l t  of shi- 

f t  of puoulatioh from the more densely popula-ted areas of Travmcore, (and, a l so  

from neighbowing &&as S i s t r i c t a  frm where most of the  labourers for planta- 
14 /  - 

-tions i n  t h i s  region came) t o  t h i s  region, which a s  f r o n t i e r  areas  were l e s s  
zhere is an increase i n  pop la t ion .  

densely populxted upto then,L I n  the l i g h t  of Wis, the  suusequent migration t o  

Malabar can be seen a s  a contiriaation of an e a r l i e r  migration from within Tra- 

vancore t c  the  sparsely populated h i& ranges and i t s  foot  :iills; which exten- 

ded beyond the  borders of t h e  erstwhile s t a t e  when p o s s i b i l i t i e s  within were 

almost ~xh~do-be&. 

In t r z - r c~ iona l  difference? i n  Pat terns  of ar;r icultural  deirelocmen-t and land 

tenures 

Mlile the shasp differences betrveen Yialnbm and Ipravhcore i n  t he  evolution 

of lanfi r e l a t i ons  dming the  B r i t i s h  r u l e  are well kno~m, t h e  r o l e  it played i n  

t r igger ing Off the m i p a t i o n  from Travancore t o  W a b a r  i s  ye t  t o  be analysed. 

In Travmcore n s e r i e s  of deve lopents  strengthening the  pos i t ion  of t he  

tenants viz-a-viz the  'jelunis' c u l m b t e d  i n  1865 i n  the  s a n t i n g  of f i l l l  owaer- 

ship r i g h t s  t o  t e r n - t s  on Sirc-ar lands, and i n  1896 in.conferring irredeemable. 

tenancy r i g h t s  on ' k a n o ~ '  tenants on p r iva t e  lands. In d i r ec t  oontrzot t o  

Vnis i n  Yllabar, th'o securi ty  of tenancy enjoyed by 'l;tsnomal and 've~zunpattom' 

ten?i;,tn i n  t he  t r ad i t i ona l  society  were l o s t  i n  t he  cou-se of tlie Nineteenth 
XY 

century. 

With the conferring of ownership r i g h t s  on Sixcar tenants,  B substant!inl 

bocljr of p e a s a t  proprie tors  arose in  Tcavancore, who beii-g f r e e  from heavy rental  



oljlig2tions had botl-. t he  ineen-i,i-ge an& resourceo foi: invr!stz!er.i i n  a p i c ~ i l t u r e  

f o r  y i i s ing  produ.ctit-ity. Tllos; c!.' -:.!lzii, who k;cz:e clot:?!.::- acrZciatid with fin,%- 

nci 1 1  2 .~6 ,  *=adins o.ct.ivj?y c o d 5  ,r.:.kc ii:;i of !.%? ~.;:!:ci?~~j.na; :;:ar.!ret f o r  land., t o  

o w a e  more 1.m.d an5 es tzb l i sh  l i nks  bekcreen a . t~ici i l t imal  -ievclopne.n.t md khc 

process of conmercijl ca:l;itzl.im tdiririg ~ 3 ; s  i n  Trzvmci:re. There bias 2 1 ~ 0  

t i e  poss ib i l i t y  of converting 'the la rge ly  state-ofme6 1,1a~tn ~ G L ~ S  in to  a&- 

.- 
cultuzd larldfi, with iix.zr:-:i.res l i k e  ,exenptioa froi? ?-?.x:r:, -2.y ac;.lanci~?,y cre- 

dit: on the baeis of 1i.~12 offered a s  a a c ! ~ L t > ,  bhr; ,lascent ccriii-zi-ci?A bi~~licfi 

a l so  f: ici l i tated tho p ~ ~ c h c s e  of noze 1 ~ ~ 3 ,  deve1qjae:lt cf =anunerativs cronn, 

m d  the extension of t rading an& procesrsins of a ~ x i c u l k n r z l  prodacts. 

TYLS resn l tan t  e,maisrn of -th+ a tp i cu l tu ra l  econcw- of Trz~'vmcore i s  ref;. 

lected i n  the  fac-t t ha t  there  was coi;sifi.era'~le-e~alsion of a rea  under cu l t i -  

vtrtion -in the  e x l y  deca.des of *he R.mltieth c e z t q r ;  fron 1 ~ : s ~  than 21 1&- 

w 
acres  i n  1919-20 t o  over 25 l a l ~ f s  i n  1928-29. It i s  per t inen t  t o  noti: that 

over 60 percent of t!us a d d f t i o n a l . ? ~ e a  w z s  brought under parennirJ crops l i k e  

coccr:ut, tea ,  rubbor, pepper .etc. Such a s h i f t  i:i +lie croppins pat tern in 

prefe?enco of coi,mcrcial crops, ref:.ected the  f i a t ~ e  of 13md l?eLig 11rol.ght 

rn-der cultiva.tior., ns well as the  f a c t  t h a t  Travmcore. w a s  by the end of 1Jine- 

teenth century i t s e l f  well integzated with the wcrld rnarlrrt, there4y or! t he  

one hm.C, increasin:: the  d e m d  f o r  proJ.ucas cf Trovalcore ~ I J .  011 the other 
l a /  
d 

pern i t t ing  uru'estrict.?dL??port o f  r ice ,  the  stape a r t i n  f o r  c~nsulp t ion .  

Given the  m a i l a b i l i t y  of wznte lands i n  coinpzxakivc ~ , len t i i l ess  .?ad of 

s o i l  condieiolis amemble t o  co;mlerc~al crops, tlie up-laid reglorn o f .  Tr2vancore, 

wl~ich i z t e r  becane the najor  centres of enif-ation t o  Milshar, S e c o ~ e  the 

izain area o f  such expausion of cult iw.tec.  zrea  (besidss Edf.tcsllad where back- 

waters were r~c l z im6d  f o r  extensive culti7:n-tion of ps?iiy on c q i t d i s t  l ines ) .  

The extor~ricn of area  w d e r  those p e r e m i d  crops wriic:i could bl; &;row cven 



i n  small-sized holdings of garden land without any special  f o m  of or,-za- 

t i on  inves-hcnt f o r  t he  yluqose; ,~.stisl?J-zrl.y coconut which ccvered n e w l y  

665 thousrand acres  bx 1931-32 a d  became t h e  base f o r  the  pr incipal  industri-  

es  i n  Trauancore; resulted i n  a broad - based comerciali .zation of w i c u l t u r e  

and. i n  d i r zc t  linkages being forged between ag r i cu l twe  and industry. Mean- 

while c z p i t a l i s t  orz?aization developed within agr icul ture  wfth the  introdu- 

c t ion of plant,ations of tea ,  coffee mid rubi.>ar, (al.so .cinchona fo:- a short  

while) f ron the  1860's orriards, i n i t i a l l y  by Br i t i sh  entrepreneurs. By 1945.746, 

nearly 195 tho-asand acres were ;m3er plantat ion crops i n  Trz~rancore, compared 
19 

with o d y  s littl? ov:?r 50 thmsand acres i n  ?'Lalabar. 

and 
While plantat ions  of t c c  coffcc rmaincd  undor fore ign  okmership through- 

oilt the Nineteenth century and. r i g h t  upto the  fou r t i e s  of the  present centwly, 

m e w  b ig  farmers from Meermchil, Thodupuzha m d  other ta luks  i n  t he  food h i l l s  . - 
of the high ranzec entered i n t o  rubber cu l t iva t ion ,  closely fcllowinq the  ear- 

2 d  
l i e s t  Br i t i sh  investment i n  t h i s  crop a o u n d  1903-0$: In the  cu l t iva t ion  of 

ru'bber, rieif,lcr was cconor.icn of scalz: very s ignif icant  nor did  it *rec.uire "Ra-  

ntation-style's o:~nz,g~ent t o  t he  extent needzd i n  coffce and tea .  

Spurrccl on by the boon i n  rubber pr iccs  during the first two decades of t h i s  

century, a 1 m g c  nunber of small f a r r e r s  a l so  s t a r t ed  cul t iva , t inc  rubber froxn . 

n.round 1920; e i t he r  i n  newly acquired a reas  i n  the  high ranges o r  in and around 

t h e i r  own v i l l ages  &n the  ilirllmd t&&s. Their holdinzs covercd 25.77percent of 
.the 

L-total  a re3  planted with rubber in 1925 and it rose t o  f o m  37.80 percent of the 

z w  
t o t a l  by 1935. 

Gne cormunity which made good use of tho opportunities provided by these 

22 
Ccvelopmen$s were tho Syrian Christian9 f ron  c ~ n t r x l  and castern T r a i m n c o r d  

They were the  r a i n  bcnef ic iar ios  u f  -the spurt  i n  land t ransact ions  following 

the  breakup of jo in t - fmi ly  holdings in the inter-war pcriod. Their f m i l y  

organiz~ . t ion  oroaided enough incc?ltis.as f o r  devclo~nent  of individual holdings 



- 
a,ri f o r  e q e r ~ ~ c n t i n g  vi t l l ,  renuncra'tive crops. ' E ~ e i r .  cloak easucia.tic;l with 

-trade m d  coTm.orce end ' ~ i t h  the  various indigenous f i r l a lc ia l  ins t i - tu t ions  a s  

trell thi. ~ o & c m  cz:n.erc,i&l bcnks li!xich morgcd i n  i.;r'l; Twentieth century, 

a l s o  served thm2 \.re11 i n  tlus r c p s d .  The f a c t  th2.t the  pioneering Br i t i sh  

plmi;ers i n  Travmcore were Chris t ian niasionaxies opcratirig frori K o t t a y a  

should d s o  k v i :  !?ct lP~;  -Yhe Syrian Chris t ians  i n  g ~ t t i r r ;  n f o o t  hold i n  the  
gJ- 

p l u ~ t a t i o n  sector. ' 

T11us c c ~ x ~ e r c i d  cu l t i vz t i cn  i n  genern1 a i ~ d  p lan ta t ion  a p i c u l t u r e  i n  par.- 

t i c u l m  developed in the milland ta luks  and ndjacent high-ranf;c.s of Travancorc 
." 
with the ac t ive  pa r t i c ipa t i on  of pr8dorninantly Syrian CE~rist ian f m e r e  uf 

the  region. Inevitably t h i s  lid t o  inconcs f r o 3  a p i c u l t u r e  'Jucouinp heavily 

dependent on ziar!ret p r ices .  This r~xda the  s;'sll f a s r ~ e r s  who we're .also ensa- 

g& i n  the  cul.t&vation of comrerciai crops, p a r t i c u l z l j r  vulnerable t o  thc ad- 

verse e f f e c t s  of denline i n  p r iccs  of f an2  proauc,zs. 

, By the  ls'tc- 1 9 2 3 ' ~ ~  whon Tril.va1'1s~:rmn frvme,-rs, botl? big 2nd szlall - were 

ac t ivz ly  engaged i n ,  the  cu l t i va t i on  of n ~ b h s r  and other -cor~li?rcial  crops, the  
< 

world w i d ?  depreosion i n  a g c i c ~ l t u r a l  p r i cc s  r e t  in. Be followinz Tabie I1 

indicates  the  range of fa l l  i n  p r ices  of t h e  a a j o r  cormerci&l crops of T r a v a -  

core. 

Such sharp ducline i n  p r iccs  had sevcre e f f ec t s  on t he  s ~ a l i  f a m e r s  w i t h  

inadequate resources. t o  withstand such e f fcc t s .  A s  tihe Dci~ression E?qairy 
w ., - 

Cormittee Report 1952 s t s t c d  ":...th'o prcserit eccw:lic st?=?- Ir, <6vr~rely 

f e l t  3y the  nidcll~! class.  a g r i c u l - t w i s t s  ,.. :21lcy depend t~lmost en t i r e ly  on t h e i r  

a ry icu l tu ra l  inccmcs and it i,s t h i s  c l 2 . s ~  t h a t  f e e l s  t he  d i r e c t  inpac.t of a 

general dcprossion.. . Enfortunately they 1hz.ve no s u b s i d i ~ r y  ,occupn.tionrr t o  



re inforcc t h c b  a ~ i c u l t u r z l  inconas, no resourcis against  l.o=n gc.zrs:, .md 

:,rl~at i s  wcrsc, the)- ?.re i n  2- s t a t e  of cilronic indehtedncss::' The Zcport 

f u r t h e r  ~u~mmed tha t  inc?cbtcdness accenuated by pro-;sure f o r  xxcovery cr" land 

' r o v ~ n x c  ;2nC o tk .~ r  dues t o  t he  govorrment i n  .t.:.~c provailitzg c c o n ~ ~ ~ i c  conditions 

wo??111 swcee a vas t  populztion cf small c lL~t i~ra tors  out r f  t h e i r  l z ~ ~ i l s .  

vn::t tile fe rns  c:.qp~sscd i n  t h z  Report could iia-$c cone t r ~ e  i s  evi:?ent 

frori t he  fact'tha.-l; t he  nuabcr of tnortsa,~eo a: t i~ecr t ions  i n  T~zvancorf 

i n c r c a s d  by 72 per  cent bctwecn 1903-04 a i d  1rctr-r9$ while t h s i r  value rosc 

by 128.4 pcr  cent. ICilough the higher I value nay be l.&r$;cly due 

t c  hi&ez land vjluee in 1929-29, the ' incrcaac in nuifiber was a c loc~r  incEca- 

t i o n  cf the  increasing tendeilcy t o  c!largc ,landed property wi-th debt; as pain- 

t ed  o ~ t  b:? the  Trav.mcor3 Banking Ehquir.; Cox 
w 

Xeport 1950 . Thi Banking 

Enquiry af- - found that 33.7 per  cent of UU~XL ~4vancc  ciacle by banks 

incorporatttild i n  t he  S t a t e  wcre @anted on an ~'unuicurcd!' basis  w::ilc 26.3 per a' 
ccnt of t he  t o t a l  advnncos w ~ x c  g ~ a n t c d  ?.g~ins.t r e a l  es ta te ,  A:: a r e s l a t  of 

t h i s  p ~ t t o r n ,  during -the rieprcssion pcric:i of tho 1930'1: ?!?l!?n both crop ~ r i c c s  

and subsequently land pr ices  dcclinod, thc c r .~Ci t  forthconin,: fro5 thesc new 

banking i n s t i t u t i c n s  :mould lmvc o.hra&. consi.lerably. On tile other h ~ l d ,  those 

f a p e r s  who dcpznded on the noney-lenders, fwmd thenselves i n  powicg indebtc- 

&~css .  Indicztive cr  ̂ such a situ,ztion was thc  fac-t t h e t  by 1$55-569 the t o t a l  

;~gca.rizn indebtedness of !??=vancore was ,arowd Rupccs 20 crcres  t o  Rupeo~ 25 

on6ros; which neans that a mi-~bm of Rupee 3 crorcs o r  r.saxly a t h i r d  of a 

possiblc t o t a l  value of agr icu l tura l  yro.+uce, nf 9upce 102 crores, ::din:: out 
3' 

annually a n  i n t e r e s t .  

Givm the conbinzticn of these circumstances thcrc  i s  enl~ugh ~ g o u n d ~  t o  

ass-m.-. timt tho r :qress ior .  ja pr icos  of f a m  pm&icca in thi. cantext of comxr- 

.cializatior: of a & ~ i c u l t u ~ c  rap id ly  incr ias ing  popula.i;icn prcssw? on land 



'7 i ra,,le 11: Pricor; of Selectee 2twiculturzl Products of 'Pr.:v::ncore, 1925-1931 

Year 
--- . .---- ----------------------------- -- 
1725 1926 1927 1928 1929 I930 1931 

B. Ta,piccc. (i~vveraf~e pr ice  Tar 
c m j y  of k i e l  chi33 in 
23;iis.p~) --- -- -- -- 20 8. 1 4 . 0  -- 

4 / 
I/ 

C. Iv2r.6n~~ass Oil Fric.: per  . . 1'3. i r i  1:s. La. 2s) 2. 4. O 2. 2. 0 2. 0. 0 1. 14. 0 1. 11. 0 1. 4. 0 0. 14. 0 

D. Cogs (Avlverzi.c? ~ r 5 . c ~ ~  ,at 
~Ule]:~;oy per can&j i i n  1s. 
:LS. PS) 305. 2. 5 s9.74.4 110.12.8 95.3.10 75.8. ? -, 57.a.8 

~l~~~~ uc 2i)ts.ineci ?-.t C O ~ O ; I ~ C )  by of the  12~;:2str plzrrt?.*;ionr. COI. I : .Z~~CS.  Thojr get  43.75 Cent per lb. 

nf nlhbcr in 1921. 



would have tpushedt rany sna l l  faanjcrs  out of t h e i r  1:ulds i n  the  niJl&ild 

T a l ~ k s  of !&wancore. IE thc ;>a2ticC:.r case of Syz im C h r i s t i a ~  f cmorc ,  

t h e i r  patr i l ineKt f m i l y  or@?izations which cZ~;.i:mds eaczl Civicion of pmc- 

n t a l  propci.t;i m.oni: o l i  sons would hz.ve.further i n t ens i f i ed  tht-: yjrzssure on 

land. 

Constrnints on reinvestr1i:nt ~1'3. o%;eneion of l~olclinzs 

Different f ron  tl1c c3.se of t he  sz,.zJ.l f m ~ e r s  whc~ i.~igm~trt~d, in tllc CEIS~ 

of t he  b i g  f a m e r s  who hsd alrezqv opcncd up pl .mtat ions  j.n Trav:~ncore, therc 

necns t o  have the  1 o f  a v a i l a b i l i t y  of c ~ l t i v ~ ~ b l o  1 m d  i n  cor:psza- 

t i v e  plent iness  in %%lzbri. 

There were two f a c t o r s  which contributeci t o  Tr2vmcore beco::;lng l o s s  attrz- 

c t i v e  f o r  reinvestnent a?. T'bLabm conscq~?.ently b3coaing narc czttrcctive. By 

t he  tire, Indian plan te rs  ontcred thc  f i e l d ,  ::!ionecr B r i t i s h  p lan te rs  had a l -  

roajjr occupieil thosz l-mds which were ilost s';it'-:31,> Bor plantation crolds. m e  

E r i t i s h e r s  had the adxantage of rout ing t h e i r  applications f o r  a s s i b p ~ e n t  of 

lanas  thzough the ~ e s i d e n i ;  trhich i tcmt tkit ouch np;ilications cor?inE througll 

t he  representative of tlio Pxcxount Power would have Leen t rcatcd d.ifferenti- 

a l l y ,  while the  Indians k2d to  a,p@ly d i r cc t  t o  the DWJX ( i n  l a t e r  y~,?rs t o  
w 

t he  Chief S e c r e ~ t ~ ~ ) .  This crcatod cliff i c u l t i e s  f o r  Indian Pls,nters i n  1940s 

t o  acquire choice lands f o r  p l m t a t i o n  crops, when they 5~ant0d t o  oqand  t h e i r  

Apzrt from Si rcar  lands two other  types of lafi;' wcrc r=vzilablc .for deve- 

login6 plantation- i n  t he  > T i u ~ d ~ q r m  - leamade .area; which w , s  t he  nzin centre 

of Trzvcv.core,m p lan ta t ion  e n t e q r i s c .  More inportant of thcsc was lmcl b ~ l o n -  

ging t o  t he  loca l  chief ta ins-  hnjas saja m<l Vm-chipuzhn Fan&?atl?il. These 

lands care under t he  tcnurii i l  c a t c p r y  of ~J?~vni: , i~is which were e f fec t ivc ly  



m' 
'free-bolas'. In the case of h j n r  R a j a  sono pcr t ion  of W l a n C s  wore 

33' 
"Sree-?adon" lands. Besides, ne a l so  nad eor.le u : p c i ~ J  ri!;ht?: ovcr h i s  Lo;?ai~.s; -- 

=I 
errmating i'ron cer ta in  e a r l i e r  h i s to r ioa l  circu~st:anccs, 

The rrrain d i s t inc t ion  of the eCvap~i  m.d -*ee Pzdsu l~&mds was t h z t  they 

d id  not com under tile purview of e i t h e r  the  1).2tto!,~,~roc1s.?iiiition of 1865 o r  

of t h e  Jennie-Kudiyan Act of  : 896. 'I'herof ore these who .a.zs*d i n  such l..mds 

did not enjcy penli~x~ent tiiiw,ncy r i g h t s  o r  t he  ri&t t o  s e l l  t h e i r  properties.  

Y e t  another s o ~ c c e  of l ? ? c i  f o r  dev~lopin& >lz.ni.z.tions in -thiic. region was 

t n e  1m.3 bi?lory$nif t o  t h e  Paschina Bhamwclthi D ~ W ~ S O L I ,  -Pi l i t t l e  over 4,500 

acron of thr.r-.c: lands were leased o - a h n  30 y e i i  lenz;.s t o  variocs >ao-!jle, scxxe- 
zI/ 

where around 7920. Termits  or^ these  Dewasii!? l m d s  a l so  did not cn:ioy thc 

r i g h t s  enjoyed b$ $nose who had leased i n  S i r c m  mi. e o  t i  There- 

fo re ,  there wcre r e s t r i c t i o n s  on s a l e  o r  t ransfer  o f  l.?.nd and even cil cu t t i ng  

trcoo. Moreover, those who h ~ d  ic-ased in the &wnson 1 - n l a  had t o  go thxoug31 
z4/ 

a Polichezhuthn (renozotiation of l ea se )  every -';hirt$ years. 

These r e s t r i c t i ons  on t rmsfor  of land znd the: absence c ~ f  secw%ty of tena- 

ncy, i n  the  ,?dava;:i an5 pascI+xn de51ason 1 ~ ~ ~ 3 s  vere indrcci ccnctraints  on the 

re invcshent  of s a q l u s e n  and .the e q a n s i o n  of h i i l ~ u n ~ s  f o r  the  'Prav;mnccrean 

plantern who developed ~ ! l an t a t ions  on these 13,113s. The cx?ct-iicxgituda of 

t h i s  problem arrd i t s  influer,zc on the  reported secor~d wme of ;li@;r,rl.tio:~ iif b ig  

f m e r s  to Ih labm i n  the  1940's cairn-ot; Se zscertnined JUE t o  lack of d n t ~  on 

tile extcilt of area  of plagtat ions  de-fo1oped on l q d s  wider such t e w ~ r c s .  S t i l l  

such poss ib i l i t i e s  as described i n  p r c c e d i ~ g  para&e?y;ls a r e  quite s t r o r g  

and c.%lls f o r  fu r the r  sturkv. 

While such cons t ra in t s  prevailed i n  the  ~~~~~~! - Pccmade region d? 

R.,3vmcore, cu l t ivab le  waste 1ad.s apk2ropriate f o r  plaxitation crops woi:e availa- 

b l e  inI4alabar at comparatively cheaper prices.  Ia s p i t e  of the  f a l l  i n  



agr icu l tura l  pr ices  2nd subsequently land ;;rites in T~avancare i n  the  . . 
1930's which obviously vould h w e  bee12 ,a.ade use 3f by ii:a 5 i ~  fL:x.ic.rs t o  

acquirc- 1.a.cci sol3 by dis t reose3 'onal l  f : l .~aers  and thus t o  sq?or,d t!~i.ir 

h ~ l d i n g s  within Trzv:mcorc iand ~ ~ r i c r i s  rcnainfxl crinsi~IcraF1) highor i n  %a- 
25/ 

vencore t1.1.m i n  Pkiaba?. ~Ivablablc data  shows tha t  while the .2-~2rz~<c p i c e  

of an ac rc  of land i n  1925 wcrc r:s. 144.87, . 53.70 mc.l 11s. 697.48 i n  T~lcenrtol~l, 

Thoilupuzha, and Dluv&ttu;~uzlz~, ;.ospuctively arr zcre  of land. coulci be bour11t i;~ 

;)arts of 1~w.labm at Cs. 4.00. hhen 1:md pr ices  shot 22 t o  2. 290.149 R;. 95.23 

and F;,. 807.20 i n  Moenachil. (miociu~uzl~a and P 'hv i -u tb . t~ j~  i n  2931, 1 z ~ d  was 

s t i l l  avai lable  i n  M a l a b n r  at; around Rs. 10.00 per acre. By 19479 merage pr ice  

of 2x1 Acre fetched 3s. 702.20,' R3. 1247.99 alld Es. 314.56 (E docl iqi  from 1931 ) 

i n  Meenachil, Tnodu~nzha cnd I\Zuvat.tupnzha, land w7.s s t i l l  bein{? sold at 

Cs. 35.00 per  ac re ,  i n  p m t e  of >Lalab&. Such differexces i n  lmid ;:?ices defi- 

13itely :lade Malabar z,t tractive f o r  Trzvencorcan fmmern - both b ig  . -an& simJ.1- 

i n  sWzch cf 'cultivable irn(1.. 

Tlio evidence p e s e n t ~ d  above shows tha t  w'nile :,opxlz;tion prossaz-c on land 

in  Travancure w i s  evidenth7 I_ cause cf o i g a t i n n  of farmers t o  ivTal,iir, th?t 
., 

d o n e  couid not have t r iggered c,f tho i l ig?atiori .at  the  t i n*?  it took  lace ;md 

i n  tho way it i?evelc,gei:, . In tens i ty  of populatisn ;?rcssrme, i px t i cu i a r ly  on 

+h, c nall f m c r s  serm .to have been accenilated by t h e i r  dependence on tlie m r  

ket  r rccess  f o r  fam incones XL the  ;:ressure put on i t  by thc Jermession in 

pr ices  of a , ~ i a ~ : l t u r a l  cocinodilies i n  1920 1s a,i!d 1930 I s .   iff erent from -. t he  

caoc of mall f m a r s ,  tho big farmers who ncvca t o  Malaber in the 1 9401s9 were 
s i n g  in s e z c h  of opportuni t ies  f o r  reinvestnent of surplus-xade jn p lan ta t ion  

a&,oul*e i n  Travmcore, constrained a s  they irsrc hg ce r t a in  ananalies\in to- 

nurial-condifions,spe&fic t o  t h e i r  axea of operation. The m i .  a t t rack ion . for  

both ,qoups *,as -!die easy a v a i l a b i l i t y  of cul t ivable  l a d  i n  Th1aba.r; duo t o  t h c  

absence of a f ieq~ate  dynamism in the a ~ a i a n  system of that region. 



(This i s  a revised vers ion ilf 193- M M . R i i l  d i sse r ta t ion  on 'BEgration of Farmers 

from Tra.vancore t o  Pklabar, f ro3  ?9 j0  t o  1960s An Analysis of i ts  Zkonmic 

causes, s u h i i t e d  t o  t he  Jawahzrlal J .T~~-Lc-~  University, Delhi. An e a r l i e r  

version had Seen presented a't the 'hr<llian Logan Meiiorial Sexinar on @;trim 
. ~ 

Relations i n  he16 at Ca1icu.t or_ 28th of kdg~st, 1981. I gzateful 

t o  Prof,  Il.17. Raj f o r  every helpful comments) 



16 Spi r ;n  Cirristians a r e  those ,*I*ILO t r ace  t h e i r  h i r i t apc  t c  -the ear ly  centu- 
r i e s  cf t he  Chyintian era,  + : V ~ ~ I  t o  St. Tl~ufias t he  iiyozt:l!:: jf Ci i~int .  Now t>,c:f 
are f c ~ m d  spread ou:t mans varjous cl!rist ian dexorarztiono. .b.on& the ROEXI 
Catholics -t!leze i.,: azain a &i?.7ision l?a.ned on E c s . .  The X- t e s  a r e  based on 
the diCfzrenccs i n  lztn5";azos r i t u a l s  and t rad i t ionc  followed ? ~ a i : l g  ir. litw- 
[ ~ i c a l  cerrricza. Tile F.o!?w. Catholic Clll-trch in ICerala ir, divide3 511-to thzroe 
Ritss  viz. S;EO-I%labar, Sumo->hlan?<ac. a d  Latin. T1:ie f i rs t ;  two Xites a r e  
tiioae of m i a n  Ciris%ianc., For noze ii~Fcnhation on the scbjoct, see C.V. 
Cheriars A Es-tc,:?r of Chrintimi 'qr i n  Kerala, Kerala I i i s tc r ica l  Society, 
Kottayan, 1973 

2/ P.K. Michael il.lar&mn 'Dinensions crud cl lasx- ter is t icn sf the FLgcatior. - 
of F~sixers f ro3  %ravmcore t o  Fzla?sar, 1930 - 19501, _Joum?al of Kerals Studies, 
01.11, Par t  11, J q e  1978, 'p.291. 

1/ P.K. Micllael Emzikznn 'Mi.:~ation of Farmers froin Tra-ansore t o  PIalaba, 
from 1930 t o  12501 An A n ~ l y s i s  cf i t s  Cconornic ca-t~.ses', M.Phil Diszertztion 
in Appllefl Zccnonics. S u b a t t e a  t o  the  Jawahalal  Neimx U;liversity, New Delhi, 
1977, Pp. 11 - 12. 

4/ Cmsus of India; ikdr-zs, 1931 an2 1 Y51. 

s/. Census IT,?.nd'~colc 1951 n Xalab-ar DLstrict 

'tTdab3sil O n =  Srkymi Roopatha' (i%lazalm), Beport i n  thc Deezika, 
Ksttayam, 1st Februqr ,  1954. 

T h i s  f i y n e  i s  t o  be t r k m  d o i y  with the f a c t  t h a t  there  bias o c n s i d e r a b l ~  
higher l cve l  of ;:lortali t;r .monC the s:~li:'~;f~ts i n  I&.l~.b;il.~ p m t i c u l x l y  during 
the 1940's. For d c t r i l s  sae K.G. Siva.smmy ! ~ t  al r Thc E<od~.~s f r ~ ~  Travmcore 
t o  1\Zzlzl>xc Jun,~lcs ,  Scrvindia Ilerala Relief Ccntre, Coinbatorc, 1945. -.- 

Ttl~ne m e  ctiscl~ssoS. i n  f n i r  & ~ t a i l  i n  P.X. Ycichael TL:arak<m (1978) o OF. 
c i t . ,  Pp. 287 - 305. For more d e t a i l s  on th~! charac te r in t ics  of ni.;rmt read, 
Thonas Pazhepaafibil  : sj!a~qa Fh0ani:~j.l I%?.labq K~~d i>~e t . t a .C-wi tb~m (&la- 
yala31) ,. ?'fir thoii?. ~ ' r c ~ s ,  i\li~-~attuguzna~ 1978, and 'Kklpc.~:vio&ngal vdrrllx1a 
KEtt iadi t  ( > ~ a : ~ a l m . )  ,Heport i n  Sowen~ier  of tjl* S.ncr.edotal S i lver  . J ~ b i l s ~  
cf ~ t . ~ ~ ~ , r ~ .  ~ ~ j , ~ ~ t ; ~ ~  v d  lona l l ;~_ .  Jubilee C6lebration Committe, Tell icherry,  
-. .- 
;974. 



T.C. Vazk$csi.a 8-;T';Ci::!. ::!ia~~li:.~' r~nd Sconc?>nic Gonsseoucnces. Ixvld Ten,=-s --~,. 

i n  Keraln, 1 95Csa, 1 . 2 .  b i e r  B y  1970, Ch. 6 ,  I:. 124. 

Sec H62.thcr. Lovstt: &-id !Ii:;tor>- of ..- Vcmdi~or j z . r ,  F l29 . t~ t ion  
-- D i s  t r i c t ,  Vm.hperijj.zr, 19 12 

T.C. Va~ghesc:: Cy.ci-t. , i!isc- sees the ilG'fecences i n  a,yczni,zll sgstcc, 
betweon Txa?rancore a?d For mare dctai1.s read V. !?.?.$;%I diya: 
The Travancore 3 t a . t ~  >'i;=L, Gciv-t. of T r a v m c ~ r c ,  Tr ivanbac,  IYOt;, ---.-- 
William Lorn~ : I(i3111.bar, ;~ l r : l ,~b .~s ,  1 906, S. Velu Fi1la.i r The Tr~.va:core 
Jelmie mu ICufii:~r:~~~ i?c&;d.a<:ion 1071 with oom~c?~tkra, God. Press, - 
Trivaldrwn--, 1373 and S . Pa.ndalai : Tkc J e m i e  ICudi~an ? I e ~ ~ c . l ~ ~ . t i c 1 ~  V 
%I071 of T r a ~ a n c o r e ~  ~;rii;-~. m Ln-trcdactj.on~.nd cor~?cn::~zric~:, Law pi- 
nting Ihuse, Nzdzns, 191 2. 

16/ See Thonas YJ. Ehcn JrsYi3arziers t o  Economic Dcvelop3e:lt i n  Traditional - 
Sooietiss, ?Inla.~r.~r, s cr~se skuriy", i n  m a 1  of konooic  IListc,~, 
Vol. XM, Nos 5, December, 175.99 9 50.1- - 522 

d. X.N. &j a d  Michael I?~x~zlcan: ' A g z r i x l  Iicforn i n  Kerala cu~d i t s  impact 
on the Iiur+;J Zcc?nony : A &el i?inzy *'ssessmen.t ' , i n  &>it K-mes Ghosc: 
( d ) r  Api,xiarl Rc'crr: + Ban-to.:~pcrzrj D6vclopir,: C~un t r i e s ,  Crooi:: I:eba9 
Lendon. a16 Cr,?ll:~r?.:-., I 1. 32 

WJ P - G ~ K ~  Panik?.r9 To1jO ~ i s i ~  :hr.d ~,'f.iCrlshndji : 'Population Grovirth m d  
&>~ic~d.turrLt Developznt, Case Stugr of iCc~I . : i '~  Centre f o r  Dcvclop- 
:n..nt Studies, v .  Iy:T9 Ch. 11. 

gel$. Raj and Ylic11a~l T!iCzcd<an8 Op.citr 2. 40 

The s t r t i r u i , .  of a nxbi~er e s t a t e  i n  Yenthayar, ir, tilt MunddcePy&~ TJalley 
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