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Introduction  

 

The erstwhile Malabar district of Madras Presidency, forming the northern region of present 

day Kerala State is economically backward in many respects. The region was under colonial 

rule since the English East India Company conquered Malabar from the Mysoreans in 1792 

till attainment of independence in 1947. Though Malabar had been a major exporter of a wide 

variety of agricultural products to Europe for more than two thousand years and consequently 

exposed to influences from abroad, it still remains an underdeveloped region with a backward 

agricultural sector. 

 Except for a study by T.W. Shea, no attempts have been made to examine the causes 

of agricultural backwardness in Malabar. Shea1 emphasises six barriers to economic growth 

in the region, viz. the immobility of the caste structure, the traditional occupational 

distribution of the elite, the absence of systematic government in the pre-British period, the 

pattern of land tenures, the structure of family property laws and the pattern of population 

growth during the nineteenth and twentieth centuries.  In explaining the barriers to economic 

growth, he puts forward the hypothesis that businessmen in Malabar made no concerted, 

systematic attempts to rationalise agricultural production, and that because of their lack of 

interest in bringing about changes in productive techniques in agriculture, the development 

inhibiting social and economic barriers were never directly challenged. Though the study 

highlights a few barriers to the economic development of Malabar, a major limitation of the 

study is that it has completely ignored the impact of colonial policies. 

 In this study our objective is to present an alternative explanation for the agricultural 

backwardness of Malabar during the colonial period, in which we emphasise two factors, viz. 

(1) the unfavourable and extractive policies pursued by the colonial power in the spheres of 

agriculture, industry, infrastructure, trade and commerce; and (2) the caste system, and the 

social practices arising out of the system, that prevailed in Malabar. 

The Causes of Agricultural Backwardness of Malabar 

Agricultural Performance under Colonial Rule 

 The British Malabar comprised of a vast region covering an area of about 6262 square 

miles.  It was divided into 18 taluks and 2222 villages for administrative purposes by the 

beginning of 19th century. 2 Malabar was richly endowed with natural resources such as soil, 

climate, rainfall, etc., favourable to the growth of a wide variety of plants and trees.  A large 

portion of Malabar to the east is mountainous and overrun with forests.3 Some of the 

evergreen forests of Kerala, such as „Silent Valley‟ and „Attapady Valley‟ are located within 

the district. The climate of Malabar is also favourable to the cultivation of grain as well as 

plantation crops. The rainfall varies from 50 to 300 inches.  The district also has a number of 

rivers and backwaters. 

 At the beginning of the nineteenth century agriculture was the chief economic activity 

of the people and provided the means of livelihood to the entire population except a few who 

engaged in trade, commerce, cotton weaving, carpentry, smithy, fishing etc. On the basis of 
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the available information, we estimate that the population engaged in non-agricultural 

activities hardly exceeded five percent of the total population in 1837.4  The agrarian system 

was characterised by a hierarchy of land rights in which agrestic slaves stood at the bottom.  

Except for the transactions that took place in trading centres with  coins, Malabar remained a 

non-monetised economy. The region produced a variety of agricultural products like paddy, 

coconut, betel nut, ginger, pepper, cardamom and horticultural produce like jack fruits, 

plantains, mangoes etc. Among these products, the important items exported were pepper, 

coconut, coconut products, betel nut, cardamom and timber during the first decade of the 

nineteenth century. 5 Pepper was the single largest export earner among the products 

exported and accounted for about 45 percent of the total value of exports from Malabar in 

1804. 6 Pepper was known as the „black gold‟ of Malabar and the power struggles waged by 

the Portuguese,  Dutch and English in this region were primarily with the objective of 

monopolising the pepper trade.  Originally pepper was cultivated only in the two taluks of 

Malabar viz. Chirakkal and Kottayam. The composition of exports changed during the first 

three decades of the nineteenth century and by the end of the 1830s pepper ceased to be the 

largest export earner of Malabar. 

 Coconut and coconut products like copra, coconut oil, coir and coir products were the 

second important set of items exported from Malabar.  By the 1840s coconut and its products 

emerged as the largest export earner for Malabar. Coconut cultivation was largely 

concentrated in the coastal regions. Coconut cultivation had not spread to a significant extent 

in the inland regions, because of lack of adequate irrigation and the consequent lower yield 

from the trees. 

 Rice was the staple food of the people and the principal agricultural produce. Rice 

was cultivated mainly in low lying wet lands and cultivation was mainly dependent on the 

monsoon.  Traditional methods of cultivation were used for cultivating paddy. The land was 

ploughed several times with the help of wooden ploughs and young plants of paddy were 

transplanted. A common wooden plough, two hoes, a rake and a leveling instrument were the 

typical farming implements used for farming. Ash, cow dung, leaves and grass were 

generally used as manure. During the first half of the nineteenth century rice and paddy were 

exported from Malabar. 

 Coffee was introduced to Malabar around the 1820s. During 1829, the East India 

Company formulated a policy to encourage coffee cultivation with the objective of expanding 

its export and directed the Madras Government to take necessary steps. The Madras 

Government had announced the exemption of coffee plantations from land taxes. By the 

1840s coffee cultivation was being undertaken on a large scale by European planters in 

Waynad taking advantage of the liberal encouragement given by the Government and the 

suitability of the local climate and soil for coffee cultivation. 

 According to Buchanan, 7 who visited Malabar in 1800, bulls, bullocks, cows and 

male and female buffaloes were the important native cattle stock that existed in Malabar. The 

native oxen were found to be of poor breed, and smaller in size compared to the oxen of 

Coimbatore and Mysore. The farmers who owned cattle used to house them in small huts. 
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Landlords possessed cows and kept them along with the labouring cattle in small sheds built 

for the purpose.  Cattle was fed with grass for about four months and straw for the rest of the 

year.  Buchanan says that horses, asses, swine, sheep and goats were not the native animals of 

Malabar. Few of the above categories of animals found in Malabar were brought from outside 

the region. Poultry was also not a native item of Malabar, but was brought hereby Europeans.  

During the early decades of the nineteenth century a large number of cattle consisting of 

bullocks, cows, buffaloes, goats and sheep were brought from outside through Palghat. 

 There was not much change in the State of agriculture during the second half of the 

nineteenth century except for the expansion of area under plantation crops.  The cultivation of 

coffee steadily increased and by the 1870s coffee emerged as the largest export-earner, 

accounting for 33 percent of the total export earnings of Malabar.8  The decline in the 

importance of pepper can be attributed to many factors.  One reason was the spread of 

cultivation of pepper to other countries.  The Dutch took pepper saplings from Malabar 

during the 18th century and planted them in Sumatra and other countries.  The result was that 

by 1940s about 90 percent of world pepper came from Dutch India. The spread of a disease 

known as „wilt of pepper‟ during the early decades of the present century badly affected the 

crop. It attacks the roots just below the ground and cuts off nourishment with the result that 

leaves turn yellow and drop down and the whole vine soon dries up.  The fall in the price of 

pepper, the high tax levies and unfavourable land tenures also contributed to the decline of 

pepper cultivation. As a cumulative result of all these, Malabar gradually lost its monopoly in 

world trade and by the 1940s pepper export from Malabar came to a very low level of one 

percent of world trade in pepper.  Coffee, which emerged as the successor to pepper as 

Malabar‟s most important export crop during the second half of the 19th century maintained 

its position till the end of the first decade of the present century.  But the coffee boom came 

to an end with the spread of coffee disease in the twentieth century. 

 Futher, Malabar, an exporter of rice during the first part of the nineteenth century, 

began to import large quantities of rice after 1860. 9 By the 1870s, paddy, rice and other 

grains accounted for the bulk of the total value of imports.10  This chronic deficit in food 

grains may be attributed to the stagnation of agricultural productivity, the slow increase in 

area under paddy and the steady growth of population. Due to the lack of growth of industrial 

or commercial activities, a vast majority of population (about 80 per cent) depended primarily 

on agricultural occupations for their livelihood. According to the 1881 census only 20 percent 

of the population was engaged in any activities outside agriculture such as in government 

service, army, clergy, trade, commerce, transportation, construction, metal work, weaving, 

clay works etc.11 

 The backwardness of agriculture and the lack of development of other sectors, 

coupled with a growing population, created a situation of chronic unemployment and 

consequent widespread poverty among the people.  A sizeable section of the population was 

forced to live near famine conditions.  Logan had pointed out that near famine conditions 

prevailed in Malabar during the months from July to September and the victims were the 

poorer sections of the population.  Malabar under colonial rule experienced frequent famines 
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of a severe kind in 1865, 1866, 1876, 1877, 1878 and 1890.  A severe famine which raged 

throughout the presidency in 1865 and 1866 made its effect felt in Malabar and a daily 

average of 6353 people were provided relief during the five months from July to November 

1866. 12 During the period from 1876 to 1878, Malabar witnessed a severe famine and the 

Government took relief measures by providing rice kanji in many places in the district to the 

starving people.  It was estimated that more than 40,000 persons were provided with rice 

kanji during the year 1877. 13  In 1899, Malabar faced severe scarcity of food grains and the 

government was forced to provide relief measures. 

 During the first half of the 20th century there was an appreciable change in the 

agricultural situation compared to earlier periods. But Malabar continued to remain an 

importer of large quantities of food grains. There was considerable expansion in the area 

under rice during the first two decades of the present century, but subsequently there was a 

decline in area (Table 1). The unfavourable land tenure structure and the low share received 

by the cultivating tenants may be causes for the decline in area. The productivity of land 

under food grains, especially paddy was extremely also low.  This low productivity was due 

to the lack of irrigation, non-introduction of modern methods of cultivation or chemical 

manures and the unfavourable structure of land tenure and land rights. The land tenure 

system which prevailed in Malabar offered no incentives to the cultivating tenants to increase 

agricultural productivity. Commenting on the low level of agricultural productivity, the 

Malabar Tenancy Committee had observed in 1940; 14  “The average multiple out turn was 

stated to be ten by the Joint Commissions in 1793 and it cannot be said that it is more at the 

present day. 

 Wooden ploughs and other traditional agricultural implements were in use during the 

first half of the present century also
15

. The available evidence suggests that Malabar had 

about 1.66 lakhs of ploughs in 1885 (Table 2).  Ernad, Walluvanad, Palghat and Ponnani 

were the taluks which had a large number of ploughs. The 1940s witnessed a rapid increase 

in the number of ploughs in use. There were no significant efforts at introducing modern 

agricultural technology till 1940, as evident from the absence of any tractors and other 

mechanically operated agricultural machinery (Table 3).  During the 1950s we find a sudden 

shift to the use of agricultural equipment like electric pumps, oil engine pumps, tractors and 

sugarcane crushers worked by power (Table 3).  This shift can be attributed to the end of 

colonial rule and the change in agricultural policies of the new government.  

 As far as diversification of the agrarian economy was concerned during the first three 

decades of this century, tea, which was introduced at the end of 19th century steadily gained 

ground and by the 1930s about 12,000 acres of land were brought under tea in the Waynad 

region.  Rubber, a new plantation crop, also began to be cultivated in Malabar from the early 

decades of 20
th

 century.  The area under rubber cultivation steadily increased to 23,000 acres 

by 1950.16   As a result by 1950, the area under paddy accounted for 55 per cent of the total, 

that under coconut 25 per cent, areca nut 6 per cent, plantains 4 per cent, tapioca  3 per cent, 

rubber 1.5 per cent, coffee 1.2 per cent and tea 1 per cent of the total area cultivated. 17 
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 From the above review we may conclude that Malabar, a very backward agricultural 

economy at the inception of colonial rule, remained so till the end of that rule.  Due to lack of 

development of the non-agricultural sectors, these had not been any substantial shift from 

agricultural to non-agricultural occupations and a vast section of the population was 

unemployed and lived under constant poverty.  Famines and situations close to famine were 

frequent in Malabr.  

 

Reinstatement of Feudal Land Tenure System 

 The British  conquest of Malabar in 1792 and the subsequent policy of recognising the 

Janmi as absolute owner of land and the wrong interpretation given by the courts and 

administration of the three types of tenures such as Kanam, Kulikanam and Verumpattom had 

severe adverse effects on the agricultural development of Malabar. These steps had resulted 

in the creation of a feudal class of janmies who had no interest in cultivation, prevented 

emergence of a land market in Malabar and retarded agricultural productivity and expansion 

in cultivation. 

 The original system of land tenure of Malabar was customary sharing of produce with 

each customary sharer being permitted to transfer his interest in land freely.  The sharing of 

the produce of each janmom holding was, in particular, a matter regulated by customary law, 

which the janmi, was not at liberty to break. The share of produce left over after providing 

liberally for cultivating costs was styled pattom, that is pad (authority‟s share).18  Long 

before the Mysorean invasion, hereditary property (janmom) was freely brought and sold in 

Malabar.  And it was this buying and selling, and in particular the wording of the deeds in 

which transactions were recorded, that misled the early British administrators about the land 

tenure system that existed in Malabar.  Without properly understanding the customary land 

relations that existed in Malabar for centuries, the British interpreted the janmi, who had no 

interest in cultivation and who considered farming as an inferior occupation earmarked for 

agrestic serfs and the lower castes, as absolute owner of land.  In the words of Logan: 19.  

“The essential difference between a Roman dominus and a Malayali janmi was unfortunately 

not perceived or not understood at the commencement  of the British administration.  The 

janmi has by the action of the Civil Courts, been virtually converted into a dominus, and the 

result on the workers, the cultivators, has been, and is, very deplorable“. 

 One of the major consequences of this new land policy of the colonial rulers was that 

it legalised the feudal land relations that existed in Malabar and made janmies a powerful 

class, who no longer depended for power and influence on protective rulers.  Logan provides 

an illustration about the janmies: 
20 

 The big Janmies‟ property is scattered widely over the face of the country and is 

rarely held in compact blocks capable of effective management.  Most of them do not know 

where much of their property lies, having never even seen it. They do not know the persons 

who cultivate it and do not concern themselves as to whether their tenants sublet or not.  Most 

of them care nothing for the welfare of the tenants.  Moreover, the men employed by these 
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big janmis to manage their scattered properties are all men of common education, who get 

very small pay, and their chief duty is to grant receipts for rent collected.  

 As a result of this new land tenure policy, the other co-sharers like Kanakaran and 

Verumpattakaran were pushed down to the status of mere tenant.  In the feudal structure the 

janmi should at the top while the agrestic serfs stood at the bottom of the hierarchy.  Farming 

was undertaken either by the poor Karan or Verumpattom tenants or by a class of agrestic 

serf known as Cherumar. A large proportion of the agricultural workers were, in the southern 

part of the district, until mid 1800s, slaves, subject to purchase, sale and transfer with or 

separate from the land they tilled.  Though slavery was abolished in 1843 by the colonial 

rulers, the agrestic slave system continued in Malabar because of the feudal land ownership 

structure that existed. In a stagnant, backward agricultural economy, the serfs, who do not 

find any other occupation outside farming, were forced to live as serfs.  By 1857 Malabar had 

about 1.87 lakhs agrestic slaves, accounting for 12 percent of the total population, who lived 

mainly in grain producing taluks.21 

 Another result of the new land tenure policy was that it prevented emergence of a land 

market in Malabar, which is one of the preconditions of commercialisation or capitalist 

agriculture.  When janmies were conferred absolute ownership of land, they became legal 

owners of vast areas of waste land, cultivable waste land and forest lands. As a class, which 

had no interest in the land, they found it advantageous to sublet the land, retaining their 

ownership right and earn an income, pattom, without making any effort from their side. Since 

the colonial administration favoured eviction of tenants, the janmies could evict the tenants 

without any difficulty.  As a result of this, sales of land became fewer and almost the entire 

ownership of land in a village was vested in janmies, temples and native rulers.  Village 

studies 22 conducted during the first decade of 20
th

 century in three villages of Malabar, 

found that owing to prestige and social importance of land ownership big janmies never sold 

their land even at high prices. The ownership of cultivable waste land and forest land by 

janmies also discouraged cultivation of coffee, tea, rubber and teak. 

 The extent of land ownership concentration that prevailed in Malabar during the 

1880s was evident from the tax return statement of Malabar.  Of the total tax assessment, 78 

percent was paid by landlords whose average amount of land tax varied from more than 

Rs.10 to more than Rs.1000. (Table 4). 

 A third consequence of the new land tenure policy was that it did not provide any 

incentive to cultivating tenants to increase productivity, make permanent improvements or 

resort to extensive cultivation of waste lands and forest lands, leading to stagnation of the 

agricultural sector. 

 The wrong interpretation given by the colonial administration and courts about 

traditional tenures such as Kanam, Kulikanam and Verumpattom had virtually resulted in loss 

of security of tenure and reduced the share of produce enjoyed by tenants. 

 As a result of Court rulings the Kanam tenure became sometimes a lease or a 

mortgage or a mortgage lease. According to Logan, Kanam right in the traditional sense was 

the right to supervise or to protect all the inhabitants of a particular Nad or country and for 



 
 

7 
 

this service a portion of net produce equal in amount to that enjoyed by the janmi was paid to 

kanakaran or supervisors. 23  At the time of the British take over of Malabar, the net produce 

was being divided equally between kanakaran and janmi.  But due to wrong interpretation, 

the kanam amount was later considered an advance of rent given by a tenant to a janmi as a 

security deposit against failure of payment of pattom dues.  Later as a result of court rulings 

the holder of kanam tenure was made liable to renew the kanam at the end of every twelve 

years. 24 The court ruling helped the janmies to evict a tenant after 12 years or demand a sum 

for renewing the kanam tenure. This measure had a very adverse impact on the kanakaran 

since it destroyed security of tenure, which in turn prevented tenants from making any 

improvements in land.  The practice of renewal fees also created a situation in which tenants 

might lose their tenantship, if they made any improvements in land.  When they make 

improvements in land, it became more productive and the janmi could offer the land to others 

at a higher rate of renewal fee and kanam. So the wise policy appeared to be not to make any 

improvements in land leading to increased productivity. 

 Later another development took place with regard to kanam tenure, which completely 

did away with the security of kanam tenure. This was the practice of putting a clause in 

kanam deeds which required that the kanakaran should return the land „on demand‟ before 

the expiry of 12 years, introduced around the 1860s.  Such clauses were recognised and 

enforced by the courts with grave injustice to the cultivator.  And the power of eviction 

conferred upon the janmi had completely nullified the security which used to prevail.  Logan 

observed. 25  The common kanam tenure has degenerated into an outrageous system of 

forehand renting, favourable only to the money lender. 

 In case of Kulikanam tenure also, the courts rulings were highly unfavourable to the 

interest of the tenants. The Courts viewed the payment of compensation to kulikanam tenants 

not as a compensation to the cultivator for his customary share, but as a compensation for the 

customary share due to the janmi. 26 The courts ruling of the power of ouster of a kulikanam 

tenant had completely neutralised the benefits the cultivator derived from his power to sell or 

subdivide the holding.  The low rates of compensation recognised by the courts were highly 

inadequate when compared to the actual cost of improvements valued at current market rates.  

For crops such as coconut, betel nut, jackfruit, etc. it takes more than 12 years to bring the 

trees into full bearing. And during these initial years, the annual expenses are very high.  

Hence, the tenant will be a looser if he is evicted at the expiry of 12 years. 

 The courts also viewed Verumpattom as a tenure extending for a period of one year, 

unless the lease specifically provided for otherwise, which was quite contrary to traditional 

practice. At beginning of colonial rule, Verumpattom cultivators used to plant up gardens and 

reclaim wastes and they were regarded as actual cultivators-cum-part-proprietors. They went 

also permitted to sell or subdivided their holdings. The colonial rulers had curtailed all these 

privileges and rights enjoyed by them and pushed them to the status of tenant-at-will. 

 As a result of the above developments, by 1860‟s a large number of eviction suits 

were filed in courts by janmies against the tenants.  Within a period of 20 years, the number 

of eviction suits filed were more than doubled (Table 5).  Logan observed. 27 About one in 
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every twenty cultivators has now a decree for eviction passed annually against him, and the 

rate of increase has more than quadrupled itself in 20 years.  In Palghat alone, the number of 

evictions annually decreed is now 12 times more numerous than it was twenty years ago. 

 Using the facility of eviction, janmies also had filed eviction suits against tenants who 

possessed land from very early times. As a result of the filing of suits the tenant was always 

the loser, owing to courts costs and other expenses, though deprived the value of 

improvements due to him. 

 The recognition of waste land, cultivable waste lands and forest lands and forest lands 

as janmom land, had also discouraged expansion of cultivation of crops especially 

commercial crops, construction of public irrigation works, and stood as a major obstacles to 

agricultural development. In Malabar, almost the entire waste land was treated as private 

property of janmies. By the 1940s all the waste land in Waynad taluk was in the hands of a 

few janmies. 28 When coffee planting was started in Wayanad, one of the problems faced by 

the European planters was the difficulty in getting land for plantation, though large areas of 

land were available there. 29  The entire land belonged to the janmies and one had to 

purchase it or take it on lease from them. The first attempt to plant rubber on a large scale at 

Ingapuzha at the foot of Tamarasseri ghat was not successful due to the problems connected 

with the title deed. 30  For planting teak at Nilambur, the colonial government was also faced 

with the same problem of procuring land, and land was procured either by purchase or lease. 

31  While examining the reasons for the lack of government sponsored irrigation projects, the 

Malabar Tenancy Committee (1940) had found that because waste land, including river beds, 

was private property, government had difficulty in acquiring those lands of irrigation 

projects. To quote the Committee. 32 One of the obstacles to state schemes of irrigation is 

that all land including the beds of rivers, streams and canals, is regarded as private property 

and the government cannot, therefore, interfere with the rights of private owners by 

constructing irrigation works. 

 Thus large areas of cultivable waste land and forest land remained uncultivated in a 

region where severe unemployment and shortages of food grains existed.  Though about 60 

percent of the area in Malabar was cultivable, only 44 per cent of the area was actually 

cultivated in 1881. During the period from1890 to 1940, we find that of the total area of 

Malabar, cultivable waste land accounting about 20 to 25 per cent remained uncultivated 

(Table 6).  We can attribute this to the wrong land policy of the colonial power which created 

a situation where Malabar heavily depended on a large volume of food grain imports to feed 

its population, when vast areas of cultivable land remained uncultivated.  It was also 

paradoxical that despite the fact that vast areas of land remained uncultivated a large number 

of people migrated to places outside Malabar in search of employment. 

 

Colonial Extraction of a Large Share of Agricultural Surplus 

 We do not have a clear idea about the land tax system that existed prior to the colonial 

period. 
33

  Buchanan, who visited Malabar in 1800, gives some hints about the extent of land 
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revenue paid by the cultivators. 
34

  According to him the Pattom or rent paid for a Paray 

sowing of land in Palghat region varied from 5 to 2 Paray’s of grain depending on the 

number of crops cultivated.  On an average, rent for one crop land may be about 2.25 Paray’s 

for one Paray sowing.  And leaving rent and other expenses of every kind, the cultivating 

tenant was entitled to get a net gain of about 40 per cent of the gross produce.  If we calculate 

the value of the rent received in kind at the low prices prevailing at harvesting season, the 

landlord would be required to pay about 84 per cent of his rent as land tax. On the other hand, 

if he sold the rice at other seasons, he was required to pay about 60 per cent of his rent as land 

tax.  Buchanan considered this as one of the highest rates of land tax, prevailing in any part of 

India at that time, which acted as a great disincentive for cultivation.  He noted that vast areas 

of rice land and coconut gardens remained deserted due to the high tax (26 per cent of the 

gross produce) that prevailed in northern Malabar. 

 In 1804, Thomas Warden, 35 Collector, had described the method of sharing total 

produce between tenant, janmi and government that prevailed in Palghat region. The 

cultivator got two-thirds of the total produce, one fifth of one third of the produce went to 

Janmkar, and four fifths of one third went to the government as land tax.  It was pointed out 

that due to the very low prices that prevailed for rice, the share of rice earmarked for payment 

of tax was not sufficient to pay the amount and the cultivator was forced to sell a part of his 

own share to pay land tax. Thomas Warden attributed this as a major reason for the 

widespread poverty and perpetual indebtedness among the Malabar peasantry. 

 With a view of remedy the extreme inequalities of assessment that prevailed, the 

colonial administration had introduced a new guideline for revenue assessment on 21 July 

1805. 36 Accordingly,  for wet lands and garden lands the following rates were fixed:  (1) On 

land, after deducting from the gross produce, the seed and exactly the same quantity for 

expenses of cultivation, and allotting one-third of the balance as the cultivator‟s share, the 

residue or pattom was to be divided in the proportion of 60 per cent and 40 per cent between 

government and Janmi respectively and the government‟s share was to be commuted into 

money „under a consideration to local value of the several articles in the different districts‟; 

(2) on garden lands, one third of coconut, and jack tree produce was deemed sufficient for the 

kudian, the remainder or pattom was to be equally divided between the government and the 

Janmi; (3) on dry grain lands, the government‟s share was to be half of the Janmi’s varam or 

what was actually cultivated during the year.  

 The result of this standardization of revenue assessment was that the colonial 

government and the janmies were entitled to a larger share of total produce as their share, 

when compared to their previous position.  In the new definition of gross produce, the 

customary shares of produce given in harvesting operations to carpenter, blacksmith and 

other amounting in all to about 20 per cent of the gross produce were not deducted. 

 Secondly, according to the new method of assessment, the total cost of cultivation 

was defined as the amount of seed required and exactly the same quantity for expenses of 

cultivation.  This implies that for clearing land, ploughing, sowing, tansplanting, manuring, 

watering etc. the cultivator was entitled to get a measure of produce equivalent to the quantity 

of seed.  Thus the share of produce earmarked as cultivation cost was highly insufficient for 
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grain crops.  The cultivators of garden crops such as coconut, betel nut and jack trees were 

also provided with a very low share of the total produce (one third).  The crops, especially 

coconut and betel nut, required regular watering in dry seasons and the share earmarked to 

cultivators of these crops was very meagre. 

 Another serious problem created by the new assessment was the calculation of tax in 

money terms. Due to lack of development of roads, other a transportation network and 

marketing system, there were considerable variation in the prices of the same agricultural 

product in different taluks. But for tax purposes the money assessment fixed was uniform 

throughout Malabar. This affected the tax payers adversely in taluks where the prices were 

lower.  Because of the extremely low prices for agricultural products that prevailed in 

Malabar till 1831, the cultivators, especially those belonging to north Malabar, were forced to 

pay a larger share of their produce as tax as compared with their counterparts in south 

Malabar. 

 Thus as a result of this new assessment, the colonial power was able to enhance land 

tax rates and extract about 35 per cent of the total produce as land tax. On the other hand the 

cultivators share had decreased from about 66 per cent or two-thirds of the total produce to 42 

per cent (Table 7). 

 In 1866, an official attempt was made to find out the exact share of total produce 

received by actual cultivators and the share given as pattom in Chevayur Village, located near 

Calicut town (Table 8). Two plots of land were selected for the study, which were cultivated 

by Verumpattom tenants.  It was found that in single crop paddy land, out of the total 

produce, the rent entitlement of the landlord accounted for 42 per cent and land tax for 8 per 

cent, implying that the net gain to tenant was just 20 per cent.  In case of double crop land the 

net gain to the Verumpattom tenant was 27 per cent.  But the estimate seems to be an 

overestimate as the author takes the full value of rice and straw and fails to include the cost of 

manure, credit, renewal fees paid and the customary share given to other persons like the 

village barber, etc.  If we include the above items in the cost of cultivation we find that the 

net share received by the cultivating tenant will be hardly ten percent of the total produce. 

Logan‟s enquiry relating to certain plots of land in 1881 also revealed that the actual 

cultivator, after paying rent, government assessment and amounts paid on entry or renewal, 

had left to him a share very much less than the early British administrators had intended. 37  

Because of the low share of gross produce received by the cultivating tenants, they were 

always in poverty and debt.  Logan who examined the indebtedness of cultivators found that 

56 per cent were in debt, owing on average Rs.395 per head. 

 The important reasons for the indebtedness were, house and land improvements, 

purchase of stock, excessive rents, renewal fees, fines, bad seasons, wedding expenses and 

maintenance of families (Table 9).  It is evident from the table that 26 per cent of the persons 

incurred debt in order to maintain their families and another 15 per cent due to excessive 

renewal fees and rents. 
38 
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Neglect of Irrigation and infrastructure. 

 Total neglect of irrigation and infrastructural works also contributed to the 

backwardness of agriculture.  During colonial rule, the rulers had made no attempt to 

construct irrigation projects which would help to expand cultivation.  By 1800, agricultural 

operations were carried out mainly with the help of rain and only in a few places of South 

Malabar, a second crop was cultivated with the help of small water reservoirs, constructed 

and maintained by farmers.  39 These reservoirs gave water only for a few weeks.  In the 

geographical survey of Ward and Connner in the 1820s, it was revealed that Palghat and 

Bettudnad were the taluks where irrigation facilities existed.40  In Bettudnad taluk with the 

help of natural streams, a few areas were irrigated.  The report pointed out the destruction of 

vast areas of crops due to overflow of rivers and streams in rainy seasons. No attempts were 

made to construct bunds to save crops from floods.  P. Clementson, Collector of Malabar, in 

his report in 1838 stressed the need for changing the agricultural policy by constructing 

irrigation projects to promote agriculture.  Here, Clementson argued for providing irrigation 

because he feared that if it were not provided, it would affect agricultural production and 

thereby the revenues of government. 41 

 During first part of the nineteenth century till the 1860s public works mainly 

consisted of road, communications, military and civil building works.42  Here the interest 

behind these expenditures was to strengthen road and communication systems to facilitate 

quick movement of troops.  But since 1879, a small amount was earmarked for repairing 

tanks, channels and small anicuts. 43  The amount was so small that it varied between 6 and 

14 per cent of total public works expenditure of imperial funds. During 1880s some attempts 

were made to construct a few small tanks, channels, anicuts and wells, bringing about 23,635 

acres of land under irrigation by the end of the 1880s, mainly in four grain producing taluks 

viz. Ernad, Walluvanad, Palghat and Ponnani (Table 9). 

 Even during first half of the present century, there was no considerable change with 

regard to irrigation facilities.  By 1951, besides a number of tanks, canals and wells, Malabar 

had about 49 anicuts inclusive of three minor dams. 
44

 

 The neglect of development of road and inland water transportation was another 

factor which adversely affected agricultural development.  In the pre-Mysorean period, the 

country was split up into small principalities and roads were not a necessity. During 

Mysorean rule, roads were constructed taking into consideration the requirements for military 

movements.  A few roads were constructed connecting the inteior places of Malabar till the 

middle of the nineteenth century.  Because of the numerous rivers and backwaters, it was not 

possible for bullock carts to carry goods from one place to another especially in the rainy 

seasons, without constructing bridges. This very much affected the marketing of the 

agricultural products and resulted in stagnation of prices for the products. It was pointed out 

that even by the 1880s, there was no considerable shift in traffic from water ways to road 

transport, due to the lack of a road net work connecting interior areas of Malabar.  To quote 

Logan. 45  „The chief traffic of the country was and in great measure still is, carried on as 

already alluded to in this sector of rivers etc. by water and not by land‟. 
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 No attempts were made to improve the waterways till 1865, when measures were 

taken to construct a few canals having a distance of 46 miles.  Instead of considering ferries 

as public utilities, colonial rulers viewed the ferries numbering about 250 as sources of 

revenue to government.  Tolls were levied at these ferries, the collection of which was 

generally leased to renters.  Though the colonial government earned a considerable amount as 

revenue from this account even from the beginning of the eighteenth century, the government 

had not spent any amount for its improvement till the 1960s. 

 

Lower Price for Agricultural Products 

 The general level of prices that prevailed for agricultural products were lower 

throughout the colonial period.  By 1800 A.D. we have evidence to show that lower prices 

prevailed for paddy and landlords were forced to sell a larger share of pattom for paying land 

tax. 46 Logan pointed out that, during the early decades of 19th century, upto 1831, prices of 

agricultural products were „abnormally low‟. 47  Clementson also discusses the very low 

prices prevailed for grains in 1835 and the consequent decline in price of labour and land.
48

 

Though there had been a marginal increase in prices in 1831, 1833 and 1836, the general 

level of prices of agricultural products continued to remain lower till 1850s. 49 

 But there had been a marked change in prices of agricultural products such as paddy, 

ginger, pepper and coffee since 1852, 50 This price hike had provided some relief to 

cultivating tenants due to increase in their incomes.  But with the higher prices, the landlords 

now found it more profitable to lease his land to tenants who were prepared to pay a higher 

amount of rent.  Consequently this had also led to filling of a large number of eviction suits, 

since 1860s.  Thus in effect the greater part of the benefit of this price hike had gone in 

favour of the land-lords. 

 Between 1860 and 1880, though there had been a marginal increase in the price of 

paddy (3%), prices of ginger, coconut and arecanut registered a fall. 51  A significant aspect 

of the prices were the wide variation in the prices prevailed in different taluks of Malabar for 

same commodity. The price of paddy varied between Rs.82 and Rs.72 per 1000 Maclead 

seers in 1880.  In the case of ginger we can notice a variation between Rs.125 and Rs.239 per 

1000 Maclead seers. There were also considerable variations in the price of coconuts and 

arecanuts prevailed in different taluks of Malabar. This wide variation in prices of 

agricultural products can be attributed to lack of development of road and other 

communication network, marketing facilities and the widespread unemployment prevailed 

leading to less demand for products.  The low prices, made agricultural activities and 

unprofitable occupation and acted as a great disincentive to agricultural development. 

 

Impact of Colonial Policies in Non-Agricultural Sector  

 During the colonial rule, the policies followed by the colonial power on imports, 

exports and taxation had very unfavourable effect on the generation of economic activities 

and employment outside agricultural sector.  The policy of importing large quantities of mill 
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made cotton cloth had destroyed the cottage weaving industry that thrived in some parts of 

Malabar.  As early as 1800 A.D. cottage weaving handloom units producing coarse varieties 

of cloth existed in a few places of South Malabar.  The observation made by Clemenston, 

Collector of Malabar in 1838, gives an idea about the extent of damage done to the industry 

by the import policy of colonial government.  To quote Clemenston. 52 

 “Malabar has never been famous for manufactures - coarse cotton cloth is 

manufactured in the Palghat and Temalpooram Taluks and here and there on the coast; the 

vast quantity of Europe piece goods imported - and which are procurable at very cheap prices 

- have discouraged this branch of industry, so much so that the poorer class find it more 

profitable to turn their lands to agriculture”. 

 Besides cloth, a large number of consumer goods were also imported to Malabar, 

discouraging the growth of cottage industries.  By the 1880s its industries consisted of 

weaving, coffee and ginger processing, oil extraction, coir making and manufacture of toddy 

and liquor. 

 But by first half of 20th century, there had been a slight change in the position and a 

few large scale industries were started.  The important large scale industries include, cotton 

spinning, weaving, saw mills, match factories, brick and tile works, handloom weaving, coir 

factories and printing works, employing about 2883 persons in 1951.  The cottage and small 

scale industries also witnessed some change.  The important industries coming under this 

sector were cotton spinning, weaving, rope making,  mat making, manufacture of dairy 

products, fish preservation, manufacture of beedies, copper and bellmetal works, pottery and 

basket making. The total employment in this sector was found as 62,221 by 1951 Census. 53 

 The colonial taxation policy as stood as a barrier to expansion of economic activities 

and employment generation outside agricultural sector  Colonial administration imposed 

taxes on skilled workers such as carpenters, ironsmiths, etc. and also on implements such as 

handlooms, oil presses, fishnets, etc.  We have evidence to show that a very high rate of tax 

was levied on this category of people during the early decades of 19th century. The toddy 

tappers were required to take licenses and had to pay tax at the rate of one silver Fanam per 

month or Rs.2 and two-fifth per year in 1813. 54  A direct tax was also levied on the fishing 

net, and the hut of fishermen, thereby discouraging fishing activities.  The policy of declaring 

salt as a state monopoly and importing the entire quantity of salt from outside Malabar has 

resulted in loss of employment to many fisher-foil whose side occupation was salt making. 55 

The ferry tax was levied in such a way that it favoured the rich people with tax concessions 

while full rates of tax was collected from poor people.  To quote Sullivan 56 in 1841. 

 The ferry tax in Malabar is one respect more obnoxious than that of the tobacco tax.  

All the classes are subject to the latter but while the carriage and the palanquin of the wealthy 

area allowed to pass toll free, the poor woman whose livelihood depends upon the bundle of 

sticks which she is carrying cannot pass until she had paid so hardly does this tax press upon 

the lower orders that lives have been lost in attempts to swim the rivers for the purpose of 

avoiding it. 
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 Taxes were also levied on carpenters, ironsmiths, boatmen, gold and silversmiths and 

on implements such as looms, oil presses, fishermen net and carts.  Houses, shops and bazars 

were also not spared from the tax (Table 11).  Instead of encouraging this skilled category of 

people to engage in productive occupations, the colonial power had discouraged them and 

even prevented them to engage in productive occupations through the wrong extractive 

policies of taxation.  The ultimate result of this policy was that people were either prevented 

or discouraged from moving from agricultural to non-agricultural occupations. 

 

The Institution of Caste System 

 The institution of caste system and its associated evils of caste pollution and system of 

inheritance stood as a major social obstacle to agricultural development in Malabar. The 

Nambudiri Brahmins, descendants of Aryan settlers of Malabar, were able to introduce a 

caste system in which they installed themselves as undisputed masters in the society.  Castes 

were arranged in a hierarchical order from the highest and most sacred to the lowest and least 

worthy. Caste system also recognised caste pollution.  Every man considered himself polluted 

by the touch of one of a lower caste, and there were castes low in social scale which mutually 

convey pollution to each other.  Again, there was a recognised scale of distance at which 

members of each of the polluting castes must stand from a man of higher caste or his house. 

 In the caste hierarchy Nambudiri Brahmin stood at top followed by foreign Brahmins, 

Nayars and their sub groups, Tiyas, artisan groups such as Kammalans and at the lowest 

bottom Parayas and Pulayas, constituting agrestic serfs. The Nambudiri Brahmins, a priestly 

caste and dominant land owners of the district were, the least commercially oriented and most 

tradition-bound people of Malabar.  For generations subsequent to colonial rule, they firmly 

rejected exposure to western education and took no active part in commerce, industry or civil 

service. Their consumption habits were meagre and rigidly subscribed by tradition.  They 

deliberately avoided social contacts with other lower castes except ruling Nayars, on the 

ground of caste pollution.  By custom they were prevented from other occupations except 

religious exercises and had no interest in cultivation, which they considered as an inferior 

occupation meant for lower castes.  A Nambudiri Brahmin‟s typical life style is depicted by 

Innes as follows.57 

 A Nambudiri should rise very early at about 3 A.M and immediately bath in a tank; he 

should then proceed to his religious exercise in temple. After that and till eleven O‟ Clock he 

should read or recite the Vedas; then comes the principal meal followed by a period of rest, 

including the keeping of solemn silence.  At sun set he should bath in oil and then again 

resort to temple till 9 P.M. 

 In the caste hierarchy, Nayars and their sub-castes like Kurup, Nambiar, Adiyodi, 

Pillai, Kartha, etc. enjoyed a dominant position because of their relation with Nambudiris 

through „sambandham‟. In the pre-colonial days, they played the roles of statesmen, soldiers, 

administrators and almost exclusively engaged in activities directly or indirectly connected 

with warfare. As a caste whose tradition was warfare, the Nayars imitating the Nambudiris 

also considered cultivation as an inferior occupation. 
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 Next comes Tiyyas, a lower cast in the caste hierarchy, with traditional occupation of 

toddy tapping. During the course of colonial period they have emerged as a commercially 

oriented caste engaging in all economic activities such as cultivation, industrial activities, 

commerce, trade etc.  Below them comes the section of polluting castes such as Mukhuvas or 

fishermen, Kammalans, goldsmith, carpenters and blacksmiths.  And at the bottom of the 

caste hierarchy was the agricultural serf known as Cherumar consisted of Pulayas and Parays, 

who have no recognised place in society.  The agricultural serfs consisted the section of 

population, who supplied almost the entire labour for cultivation to the landlords and higher 

caste tenants. 

 Thus the caste system of Malabar did not recognise agricultural occupation as a 

respectable.  And farming work became a degraded work of the lowest castes, who neither 

had ownership of land, nor had a fair share of agricultural produce as the reward for their 

labour.  The practice of caste pollution and consequent untouchability, unapproachability and 

restricted inter-course between various castes living in a society, prevented occupational 

mobility and stood as an obstacle to the economic development of Malabar.  It retarded 

expansion of activities in agriculture, commerce and industry by preventing movement of 

working population from custom-bound occupations to new occupations outside agriculture.  

The tradition-bound life styles of various castes prevented introduction of new goods, new 

consumption habits and limited their wants and material requirements.  

 The inheritance laws followed by various land owning castes also acted as a major 

barrier to agricultural development in Malabar. The Nambudiri Brahmans and Nayars were 

the two castes of dominant land owners possessing the larger part of the land consisted of 

cultivable lands, waste and forest lands.  Among them let us examine the inheritance systems 

of Nambudiri Brahmans. The Brahmans followed a type of patrilineal system of inheritance 

in which the eldest son alone was recognised as legal heir of property. Till the enactment of 

Nambudiri Act of 1933 58 the eldest son alone was recognised as the legal heir to inherit 

properties of a Nambudiri family.  It is interesting to note that only eldest son alone was 

allowed to marry a Nambudiri girl, while younger brothers were given freedom to have 

relations with Nayar girls through „Sambandham‟. The clever Brahmans made such a 

tradition primarily with objective to preserve landed properties of the family from sub 

division or transfer of its ownership to outsiders.  This had resulted in concentration of land 

ownership in a few hands and totally prevented transfer of ownership. 

 And vast areas of cultivable, cultivable waste and forest land in villages began to 

remain under the ownership of a few Brahman janmies who neither cultivate land nor 

prepared to sell land, due to prestige and social importance of land ownership. Even if waste 

lands were given for improvements, because of extreme uncertainty prevailed with respect of 

security of tenure, tenants would not be prepared to make any significant improvements in 

land. 

 Village studies in Kothachira (Ponnani Taluk) and Vatanamkurussi (Walluvanad 

Taluk) in 1918 revealed that owing to prestige of land ownership, owners never sell their 

lands even for good prices unless driven to it by extreme necessity.  To quote A. Krishna 

Warriyer. 59 
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 “An acre of land costs from Rs.200 to Rs.300.  But purchases on janmi tenure are 

worth above Rs.500. But it is impossible to acquire janmom property except for janmies; for 

the janmies are jealous guardians of their lands and never sell lands once acquired.  Direct 

threatening and indirect intimidation are used by them to obtain the janmom right of lands if 

held by any lesser land owner.” 

 Thus the system of inheritance which prevented transfer of ownership from a class of 

feudal janmies who had no interest in cultivation, to actual cultivators, stood as a barrier to 

the emergence of a land market, which is considered as a prerequisite for capitalist 

development in agriculture. 

 The next dominant land owners were Nayars, who followed matrilineal system of 

inheritance known as „Marumakkathayam‟. The Marumakkathayam joint family or tarward 

consisted of all the descendants of a common ancestress in female line only.  The tarward 

property is joint property of all members and each member is entitled to get maintenance 

right, but not entitled to claim partition.  But partition may be effected by a mutual agreement 

between all the members.  In a tarward, every member is entitled to dispose the property 

acquired by him as he wishes, but at death any property which may not have been disposed of 

by gift or otherwise will lapse to the tarward.  It is usually managed by the eldest male 

member termed Karnavan, who can only be removed for mismanagement only by a decree of 

a civil court. 

 Though the Malabar Marriage Act of 1869 provided for the optimal registration of 

sambandham, it had not become popular due to the provisions containing legal obligation to 

maintain wife and children and restrictions imposed on a formal divorce. But the enactment 

of the Madras Marumakkathayam (Matrilineal Inheritance) Act of 1933, 
60

 contributed 

towards the disintegration of the tarawad system. 

 The system of inheritance had a very unfavourable effect on agricultural development.  

Firstly it prevented transfer of property from the tarward to the members of family thereby 

giving opportunities for them to utilize the land in a better manner; secondly it resulted in 

mismanagement of properties because vast areas of landed property were owned by tarwards.  

Thirdly, it created a lot of discontent and frustration among its younger members, because 

they were not given a chance for better management or better utilization of land. Thus the 

system of inheritance discouraged more intensive as well as extensive cultivation.  It also 

stood as an obstacle to create favourable conditions for the emergence of a land market.  

Even after the enactment of the Act in 1933, free sale of the tarward’s properties became not 

so common because of frequent disputes between numerous members and the difficulty in 

obtaining a clear title of land from the legal owners.  It is common that the number of legal 

owners in most of the cases were more than 200 per family. 

 To sum up, the foregoing analysis has shown that, despite the fact that the areas under 

cultivation of various crops had shown an increase during the colonial period, the agricultural 

sector remained as backward.  The colonial policies such as reinstation of feudal land tenure 

system, neglect of irrigation and infrastructural works, extractive taxation on skilled category 

of workers, native productive equipments, etc. and the unfavourable policies on trade and 

industry had prevented the process of agricultural development. The social institution of caste 
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system and its associated evils and the inheritance system followed by the dominant land 

owning castes also stood as major barriers for any change favourable to agricultural 

development. 

 

 

 

 

TABLES 1-11 

Table - 1 

Area Under Rice 

Year   Year under Rice 

(Acres)       Index Number 

1890-91 9,09,534 100 

1900-01 7,17,051 118 

1910-11 8,53,030 140 

1920-21 8,88,711 146 

1930-31 8,79,291 144 

1939-40 8,61,744 141 

1950-51 8,15,000 134 

Source: (1) Govt. of India, Agricultural Statistics of British India, for the years 1890-91 to 

1894-95, 1900-1901 to 1904-05, Vol.I and 1906-1907 to 1910-11, Vol.I (2) Govt. of Madras 

(Board of Revenue) Season and Corp. Reports of Madras Presidency for the agricultural 

years 1920-21, 1930-31 and 1939-40. (3) Got. of Madras, Season and Crop. Report of 

Madras State for the Agricultural year 1950-51. 
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Table - 2 

Agricultural Stock 

Year Carts Plough Boat 

(Nos.) Index No. (Nos.) Index No. (Nos.) Index No. 

1884-85 6,521 100 1,66,257 100 3,296 100 

1890-91   8,544 131 1,69,136 101 N.A   -   

1899-1900 10,284 157 1,65,687 99 N.A   - 

1909-10 12,529 192 1,68,977 101 N.A   - 

1919-20 13,720 210 1,89,739 114 N.A   - 

January 1930 12,119 185 1,81,363 109 N.A   - 

January 1940 10,961 168 1,73,190 104 7,860 238 

Census 1951 10,927 167 2,47,900 149 N.A   - 

 

Source: Government of India, Return of Agricultural Statistics, India for the year 1884-85; 

Agricultural Statistics of British India for the years 1890-91 to 1894-95, 1900-1901 to 

1904-05, 1906-1907 to 1910-11.  Government of Madras, Season and Crop Reports of 

Madras Presidency for the agricultural year 1920-21, 1930-31, 1939-40 and Season and 

Crop Report of Madras State for the „Agricultural year 1950-51 

 

 

 

Table - 3 

Agricultural stock in Malabar 

  January 1940 Census 1951 

1 Sugarcane crushers worked by power 3 588 

2 Sugarcane crushers 202 - 

3 Oil engines with pumps for irrigation purposes 57 428 

4 Electric pumps for tube welles 8 54 

5 Tractors Nil 21 

6 Oil Mills 2,200 N.A 

7 Looms 13,755 N.A 

8 Ghanis N.A 1,533 

 

N.A.  Not Available 

Source: Government of Madras, Season and Crop Reports for Madras Presidency for the 

Agricultural year 1939-40 and Season and Crop. Report of Madras State for the 

agricultural year 1950-51. 
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Table - 4 

Pattern of land ownership 

 Pattas  Number of 

pattas 

Total pattas        Land tax 

Single Joint Total % (Rs) % 

1 Below  

Rs.10 

1,41,272 4,090 1,45,365 80.96 3,86,400 21.61 

2 Above Rs.10 & below 

Rs.30 

21,054 927 21,981 12.24 3,70,188 20.69 

3 Above Rs.30 & below 

Rs.50 

5,336 260 5,596 3.12 2,10,672 11.78 

4 Above Rs.50 & below 

Rs.100 

3,894 151 4,045 2.25 2,73,671 15.30 

5 Above Rs.100 & below 

Rs.250 

1,956 73 2,029 1.13 2,99,651 16.75 

6 Above Rs.250 & below 

Rs.500 

393 8 401 0.01 1,35,395 7.57 

7 Above Rs.500 & below 

Rs.1000 

98 4 102 0.01 68,726 3.85 

 

8 Above   

Rs.1000 

28 1 29 - 43,662 2.45 

Total: 100.00  100.00 

 Source: William Logan, Malabar, Vo.II.P.9   

 

 

Table - 5 

Number of evictions     

        

    Average       Annual number of 

    

Qualificational               Suits of eviction         Persons against           Rent decrees, 

        periods          whom eviction       excluding small cause 

            decrees have      suits against persons 

                passed 

 1862-66 2039 1891 1473 

 1867-71 2547 3483 2549 

 1872-76 3974 6286 4314 

 1877-80 4983 8355 6498 

 Five years ending 1896 3178 2352 N.A 

 Five years ending 1901 2951 2175 N.A 

 Five years ending 1904 2604 1705 N.A 

 

Source: 1.  Willing Logan, Malabar, Vol.I  P.583 

          2.  Innes C.A. Malabar, Vol.I.(Madras Govt. of Madras, 1951) P.234. 
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Table - 6 

Classification of area 

 Cultivable Waste 

other than fallow 

Net area sown 

during the year 

Total cropped 

area (net area 

sown + land 

under misc. trees 

and crops) 

Total 

geographical 

area 

             

 Year         (Acres)     (%)           (Acres)         (%)   (Acres)        (%)        (Acres) 

  

 1890-91    723,307 202    909,812 25.4 1,025,895 28.7 3,575,452 

 1900-01 1,197,677 33.3    940,225 26.1 1,173,065 32.6 3,597,110 

 1910-11    958,277 25.8 1,309,545 35.3 1,586,375 42.8 3,708,410 

 1920-21    970,077 26.5 1,308,966 35.5 1,672,916 45.8 3,655,279 

 1930-31    944,408 25.0 1,489,112 40.0 1,762,632 47.6 3,705,907 

 1930-31    864,167* 24.0 1,517,672 42.0 1,798,884 50.0 3,595,777 

 1950-51 N.A  1,674,158 45.0 1,962,435 52.9 3,713,105 

 

*  Other uncultivated land excluding current. fallows 

Source:  (1) Govt. of India, Agricultural Statistics of British India for the years 1890-91 to 

1894-95, 1900-1901 to 1904-05 Vol.I and 1906-1907 to 1910-11 Vol.1. (2) Govt.of Madras 

(Board of Revenue), Season and Crop. Reports of Madras Presidency for the Agricultural 

years. 1920-21, 1930-31 and 1939-40.  (3) Govt. of Madras, Season and Crop Report of 

Madras State for the Agricultural Year 1950-51. 
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Table - 7 

Land revenue assessment 

       New Assessment*                   Assessment 

      dt. 21st July 1805                rates in 1801** 

      For wet lands                   Paras of Paddy      Percentage      Percentage 

 

 1. Gross Produce (5 Para x 15) 75 - - 

 2. Deduct cultivation expenses 

  (5 paras for other expenses) 10 - -  

  Net produce 65 - -  

 3. Cultivators share (one third of 

  net produce) 21.66 - - 

 4. Total share of cultivator (21.66+10) 31.66 42.2 66.6 

 5. Govt‟s share as land tax  

  (60% of the pattom of 43.34 paras) 26 34.7 26.8 

 6. Janmi‟s share (40% of the pattom 

  of 43.34 paras) 17.33 23.1   6.6 

                                          Total  100.00 100.00 

 

* William Logan, Malabar, Vol.I P. 665 

** Report of Mr. Thomas Warden, Collector dt. 19th March 1801 on the Conditions of 

Palghat, Congasd etc. of the District of Malabar, P.8. 

 

 

Table - 8 

Cost of cultivation and cultivator’s share (in 1866) 

                                Single crop land (Kamal)     Double crop land (Karnal and 

Magaram) 

       Description                       Rs.       Anna        %                 Rs.             Anna            %  

                                               

 1. Area    (One Acre)                                  (92 cents) 

 2. Land   4     - 14 8.1  3        - 2 3.0 

 3. Rent   25   -   0 41.7  32      - 0 32.0 

 4. Seed   6     -   0  -  12      - 0   - 

 5. Cultivation expenses 12     -   2  -  26      - 0   - 

 6. Total cost of cultivation 18     -   2 30.2  38      - 0 38.0 

 7. Net gain to tenant 12     -   0 20.2    26      -      14 27.0 

 8. Gross produce (inclusive 

  of the value of straw) 60     -   0 100.00  100    - 0             100.00 

Note:  16 Annas was one Rupee 

Source:  Cameron J.Report of the Village of Chevayur 1866 (Calicut Malabar) Govt. Press, 

1868) P.8 
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Table - 9 

Indebtedness of cultivators (1881) 

                       Reasons                         No. of  persons            Percentage 

 

 1. House and land improvements    736 12.9 

 2. Purchase of stock    182   3.2 

 3. Excessive of stock    221   3.9 

 4. Excessive fines, renewal of leases etc.    644 11.3 

 5. Bad seasons 1,222 21.3 

 6. Loss of stock    214   3.7 

 7. Wedding and ceremonies    671 11.8 

 8. Sickness    114   2.0 

 9. Family maintenance 1,498 26.2 

 10. Others    207   3.6  

                                           Total 5,709                         100.00 

Source:  Malabar Special Commission 1881-82, Malabar Land Tenures Report, Vol. I 

(Madras: Govt. of Madras, 1896) Chapter IV, Para - 89. 

 

 

 

Table - 10 

Source of irrigation belonged to Govt. (by the end of 1880’s) 

 Tanks Channels Anicuts Wells 

Taluks: No. Average 

extent of 

cultivatio

n within 

the last 5 

years 

(Acres) 

No. Average 

extent of 

cultivatio

n within 

the last 5 

years 

(Acres) 

No. Average 

extent of 

cultivatio

n within 

the last 5 

years 

(Acres) 

No. Average 

extent of 

cultivation 

within the 

last 5 years 

(Acres) 

Ernad 8 82 97 3073 4 95 252 318 

Walluvana

d 

174 1467 61 4347 -  -  55 496 

Palghat 135

4 

5001 82 2213 24 1690 -  -  

Ponnani 158 485 12 575 5 3639 -  -  

Cochin -  -  -  3 172 -  -  -  

Total 169

4 

7035 252 10208 36 5596 307 814 

 

Source:  William Logan, Malabar, Vo.II P.24 
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Table 11 

Particulars of Moturfa Tax levied 

 

                                  1833 A.D   1863 A.D 

    Items taxed        No.   Amount of No.        Amount of  

                         tax (Rs)            tax (Rs)  

 

 1. Houses                              1,68,075 89,391 98,304* 82,568 

 2. Shops and bazars 6,073   8,719 11,497 12,040 

 3. Looms 3,150   3,106 5,018   3,339 

 4. Oil Presses 2,840   3,377 5,555   4,790 

 5. Gold and Silversmith 730      411 1,287      647  

 6. Carpenters 1,895   1,107 3,534   1,769 

 7. Iron Smith 799      452 1,333      625 

 8. Boatman 888   1,138 2,126   1,964 

 9. Fishermen‟s net 409   3,278 8583,014     - 

 10. Pack Bullocks 1,483      847 4,131   1,446 

 11. Carts   -         - 3,214   3,197 

 12. Other  Sundries   -     928   -   2,838 

                                      

    Total   -            1,12,754   -                 1,18,237  
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