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Errata:

Tt is deeply regretted that due to some oversight the footnotes to the article no.59
published in Avanam, Vol. 18, pp. 181-195 by Professor N.Karashima, were left out

while printing. There are also some mistakes in the diacritical marks. The correct
printed version of the article is enclosed herewith.

— Editor
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59. Kani Right in Tamil Inscriptions and Mirasi Right
in British Records: Probing into the Pre-colonial
Reproduction System in South India

Noboru Karashima
Professor Emeritus, University of Tokyo
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Introduction

Recently H. Kotani discussed the watan system that functioned in the
Maratha country during the 17th and 18th centuries,’ and T. Mizushima
examined the mirdsi system noticed b;/ British administrators prevalent in
the Tamil country in the 18th century.” Though the two systems differed
in their historical settings and also to some extent in their function. both
can, according to both the scholars, be called reproduction systems based
on “share distribution” or “division of labour” in past agrarian society.
They want to regard both systems as the basic reproduction system in
pre-colonial India, where, they maintain, exclusive possession rights of
land as known in the modem period had not yet been established. Kotani
casts doubt on the functioning of any reproduction system based only on
landholding relationships such as the landlord/tenant relationship in the
pre-colonial period. Mizushima wants to see the mirdsi system as a system

in which relations between the state, communities, and individuals were
regulated.

Their ideas are attractive, but more research will be necessary before their
proposals can be accepted, particularly their recognition of these two:
systems as the basic pre-colonial reproduction system. It is obvious that we
have to undertake studies of ancient and early medieval practices by
examining contemporary inscriptions to generalise about their conclusion,
since their studies concern only the late medieval and early colonial
periods. The purpose of this brief note is to carry out such an examination,
but owing to the limited nature of the information available from
inscriptions, it will remain tentative and examine only some restricted
aspects of their ideas, As for the inscriptions, 1 shall restrict my
examination mostly to Tamil inscriptions of the 8th to the 14th centuries,”
namely, the period of the Pallava, Chola, and Pandyan states, excluding

! Kotani 2002: Kotani 1989

* Mizushima 2006; Mizushima 1996, Mizushima 1990,
* In this study 1 was
which 1 am grateful,
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those of the Vijayanagar period. As the Vijayanagar state and social
formation were different from those of the earlier states, some difference in
the reproduction system is also to be expected. 1 shall leave the study of
this issue for the Vijayanagar period for some other occasion.

Villagé-servant system

One of the focal points of the arguments made by Kotani and Mizushima in
putting forward their new interpretation is the so-called village-servant
system, namely, the relationship that village servants, consisting of
carpenters, barbers, astrologers, doctors, etc., had with the whole village or
Jocal cornmunity. Kotani asserts that the twelve village servants (bdrd
balute) appearing in Maratha adminijstration documents and consisting
. generally of carpenters, ironsmiths, potters, washermen, barbers, village
priests, temple keepers, and some untouchable castes were important
watan-holders (watandar) who were given emoluments by all the
watan-holding peasants (kunbi) in the village.* This relationship between
bara balutes and kunbis, which once atiracted the attention of Max Weber,’
represents a division of labour that supported reproduction. Mizushima
notices in British revenue records the presence of astrologers. carpenters,
washermen, barbers, snake-doctors, potiers, shoe-makers, musicians,
shroffs, etc., as recipients of emoluments from the village community and
the government at harvest iime. According to Mizushima, they were also
mirdsi-holders (mirdsidar) receiving their share through the mirdsi system,
in which the peasants play an important role as the chief members.

Here we shall first examine this point, namely, whether or not we are able
to find the functioning of this village-servant system in the ancient and
medieval Tamil country by checking inscriptions, though it seems to me
that vertical relations between landholders and cultivators, such as the
landlord/tenant relationship, were more important for agrarian reproduction
than this horizontal relationship between village servants and peasants.” It
is not easy to find this sort of information in Tamil inscriptions, but some
conjectures can be made on the basis of inscriptions recording royal orders
in relation to the village grant by the king to a large number of Brahmins.

% On this point Kotani depends to some extent on the study made by H. Fukazawa in Fukazawa
+1991.
5 Weber 1958, p. 81.
& Though the purpose of this note is not 1o criticise their studies directly, it may not be irrelevant
fo meation here that their studies are inadequate in their examination of these vertical relations.
It seems that Mizushima had some difficulty in clarifying this point because the Barnard report,
the main source of his study, does not afford any information on it. In Maharashira too there
seem 10 be no proper sousces revealing actual land management, but according to Kotani. the
abundance of land on the vast plateau of the western Deccan did not allow the development of

landlord/tenant retationships.
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Next we shall examine three such inscriptions. .

First, the Tandantottam plates of the Pallavas (871, ii1_99; TPLCP) dated 1o
789 and recording Nandivarama II's grant of reclaimed land to 308
Brahmins conversant with the Vedas state that each Brahmin is given one
share (pangu) of the land of the newly formed Brahmin village
(brahmadeya) and that, besides these Brahmins, some professionals and
temples were also given pangus as follows:

1 Vishnu temple
angu

1 reciter (vésippan) of bharatam

1 drummer (tattalikotti)

1 water supplier (tannir attuvar) to a
ublic hall

1 physician (vaidyan) 2

4 accountants (madhyastha) 3

3 water distributors (vayralai) 3

1
4
1 Siva temple i 2
1
1
1

Though there appear no carpenter, ironsmith, barber, etc., who are included
in Maratha documents or British reports as village servants, and though
some professionals appearing here are related only to Brahmanic rituals, we

may be able to regard the pangus of these professionals as perquisites given
to them by the Brahmin landholders.

Second, the Karandai plates (KTSP) of the Cholas dated to 1020 and
recording Rajendra I's grant of 56 villages to 1080 Brahmins to form a
huge Brahmin village state that, besides the 1083 pangus given to the
Brahmins conversant with the Vedas and Sutras, 33 pangus and 86 véli of

land were given to various temples and professionals. The professionals are
as follows:

| 1 physician (vaidya)

1 astrologer (jodisha)

| medicine-man (ambashtan)
6 accountants ( kanakku)

4 lower accountants (kavidi)
11 drummers (uvachchan)

4 barbers (navisa)
Mimamsa-bhata -vritti land
Védanta-bharta-vritti land
Viyakarana-bhatta-vritti land
[ Land for reciting Paviliya

3 pangu
1

1

veli

1
6
2
1
2
5
5
1
2

184 Raewd 18, 2007



Taittiriya

Vajasaneya

Chandhéga,

Atharva

Talavakara

Ripavatara

Smriti

Bharatam
Cleaning (melugi) & water supply (tannir attuvan) to
a public hall
Poison doctor (vishabhogam)
Potters (kusavar)
Carpenters and blacksmiths (taccar and kollar)
2 engravers of copper plates

RIS

[N UUN FU P

In this long inscription of the 1ithcentury we find mention of musicians,
barbers, potters. ironsmiths, snake:doctors, etc., as in Maratha documents
and British reports, though the majority still belong 10 professions related
to Brahmanic rituals. Here we may find the idea of a village servant system
applied 10 a brahinadeya village. The reason for dividing professionals into
two groups, one to be given pangu and the other a piece of land (the unit
being a véli) is not clear, though one pangu consisted basically of one véli
of wetland. All the temples were given land and not pangu.

- Last, there is a 13th-century stone inscription of Vira Pandya (ARE 1958/59,
309) at Chidambaram recording a royal grant of a brahmadeya 10 120
Brahmins, which states that, besides 120 pangus given to Brahmins, there
were 10 pangus distributed to a temple and several professionals as-
follows:

Temple 1 pangu
Véda-teacher vritti 3
Satra-teacher vritti 1
Physician (vaidya) 2

Physician (ambattan) 1/4
Accountant(ir-kanakku) | 1/2

Drummer (uvachchan) 1/4
Carpenter (taccan) 1/2
Goldsmith (rartan) 1/4
Washerman (irangolli) 3/8
Barber (navitan) 3/8

Watchman (padikappéan) | 3/8
Public servant (vettiyan) | 1/8
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Here, according to this 13th-century Pandyaq inscription, it seems that a
village-servant system was functioning in Tamil society of the time.

From the above three royal-grant inscriptions we may be able to say that
the village-servant system was known in the Tamil country from the 8th
century or at least from the 11th century, but its wide prevalence is difficult
to assume from the evidence found only in inscriptions recording royal
grants of brahmadeya. Brahmadeyas were villages granted to Brahmins by
the king under the strong influence of Brahmanic and North Indian ideas,
and therefore they should be differentiated from ordinary and traditional
villages in South India ¢he Tamil country), where we find the ir assembly
of the Vellalas instead of the sabhd assembly of Brahmins in
brahmadeyas.” However, from some of the inscriptions recording the

affairs of dr-type villages too we can gather information on this
village-servant system.

‘The Thanjavur inscriptions (S1I, ii, 4 & 5) recording the revenue grant of
more than 40 villages in the Chola country to Brihadisvara temple by
Rajaraja I reveal the existence of residential areas in iir-type villages such
as uirnattamfrukkai (for dr-members), talaivdychchéri (main sluice
controllers), talichchéri * (temple people?), kudiyirukkai  (Vellala
cultivators?), paraichcheri (outcaste community), kammdnachchéri (iron
smiths), vanndrachchéri (washermen), ilachcheri (toddy drawers), and
tinddchcheri (untouchables) and also refer to the land of Kanimurrigu
(astrologers? and marurtuvappéry (physicians) among the non-taxable lands
in villages.® As against the mention of the residential area (nattam, irukkai
or chéri) for most of the service groups, only astrologers and physicians are
referred to as having “land” assigned to them. As seen above in the
Karandai plates too there is a difference among service gronps. one group
being given pangu and the other land (veli), though the reason for this
difference too is not clear.’ Although what is clear in these inscriptions is
the existence of residential areas for most of the so-called village servants,
the land held by astrologers and physicians may suggest the practice of the
village-servant system in these ar-type villages,

Another piece of information comes from the study of the Allar
inscriptions, which [ made a long time ago."’ Nine inscriptions of the early

7 For the activities of the sabha assembly in brahmadeyaé. see Sastri 1932,
¥ Karashima 1984, pp. 46-48.
® The difference might have been related to the ¢

for common cultivation and the other for individ
some extent later,

ullivatipn practices of their land, namely, one
ual cultivation. This point will be discussed to
" Karashima 1966, later included in Karashima 1984 (pp. 313,
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Chola period remaining in Allir, close to Tiruchirapalli, record eleven
transfers of land made by a temple, a temple priest, and two groups of
persons. While one of the two groups of persons that transferred land was
the Allir village assembly (irdr), the other was talaivachchanrar who
regulated the water flow in the main sluice (talaivdy). This latter group is
found in the Tandantottam plates examined above and also in some British
records as recipients of emoluments. If we examine the land adjacent to the
land transferred in Allitr, we find 44 boundary lands in these inscriptions.
Though most of them are named after just the extent, natural conditions, or
deities, 13 pieces have a personal name and/or profession as a component.
Among them we find an astrologer, dancer, musician, and accountant. As
the connection between land and individual was very weak in A liir, which
was an ir-type common village, we may assert that the land named after
these professions’ seems to have been given to them by the village
community (izr) as emolument for the performance of their profession.

The above examinations reveal that the idea of a village-servant system
studied by Weber and others was already known in the ancient and
medieval Tamil country and that it was practised in  sr-type villages also.

Pangw/Kani sharing system

The second point I am going to discuss here is the contents of land
transactions recorded in ancient and medieval inscriptions, namely,
whether the transacted object was only a particular plot of land or
something more than that. This point relates first to the meaning of watan
and mirdsi, both Arabo-Persian terms in origin. According to Kotani, the
term watan was used for some work like hair-cutting by a barber or for
offices such as deshmuk (desa territory chief), though it is often associated
with the possession of land. According to F. W. Ellis, Collector of Madras
at the beginning of the 19th century, the term rmnirdsi, synonymous with
kani or kaniyarchi in Tamil, encompassed also social privileges to which
the possessor of mirasi land was entitled, such as receiving some feﬁs
(swami-bhdgam or tunduvdram) from ougide cultivators (parakkudis'')
and taking the lead in village festivals.”” Kotani and Mizushima are
inclined to believe, therefore, that owing to the inclusion of various social
rights along with the right to the possession of particular land, both the
watan and mirdsi systems functioned as a reproduction system by
regulating social relations among local people in past agrarian society.

Though Kotani gives more importance to the increase in the transfer of

" For parakkudi and other cultivators inctuding ufkudi, sec Firminger 1918, pp. 141-45, Bayley
and Hudleston 1862, pp. 58-60, and Yanagisawa 1996. p. 196.

12 Bayley and Hudleston 1862, p. 213
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office-watan such as the deshmuki-watan in the 18th century, we rarely
come across the transfer of similar office-rights in preVijayanagar
inscriptions," ‘and therefore this point will not be examined here. Instead,
attention will be paid to the content of the kapi right by taking up for
consideration only the case of land transactions. What was actual]_y
transferred in kani-land transactions? In this connection another Tamil
word, pangu, meaning “share”, is of significance. As already sho_wn. the
term pangu was employed in royal-grant inscriptions recording the
allocation of land to Brahmins and others, It appears already in the Kuram
plates (S/1, i, 151; TPLCP) of the Pallavas datable to the beginning of the
8th century, which record the grant of a village to 20 Brakmins. The whole
village was divided into 25 pangus, which were distributed to the 20
Brahmins and a temple in the village. It is important to note that the pangu
is an abstract unit which can include more than one thing as a set. "

In the case of kani (the same as kaniydtchi) 100 we can trace its use in a few
early Pandya and Pallava inscriptions, starting from the early 9th century,"
but its appearance in inscriptions increases from the Chola period,
particularly from the 11th century onwards. This term is applicable to the
hereditary right, as stated earlier, to various things including work and
profession, but it was used in inscriptions mostly in relation to the land. '®
Even in the case of land, kdni does not necessarily mean only the
possession of land, but can also signify some other rights 1o land, for
example, cultivation of land, though the specifying term ulavu (cultivation)
is prefixed to kani in such a case.)’ Though we do not find such cascs in

Chola inscriptions, we shall also keep this point in mind in our
examination, : ‘

On the wall of Tiruvanaikka temple in Jambukesvaram there survive many
inscriptions from the time of Rajaraja Il and Rajendra I in the 13th
century, which record the sale/donation to this jslet temple of land in some

" Two late Chola inscriptions refer to the bestowal of office-kani
and temple guardianship by some chief: ARE 1926, 268; 270
Similar Vijayanagar examples are found in ARE 1919 229; 2
294: 295 (both Srimushnam).

" The main idea behind the employment of pan,
distribution, each pangu having the same con
* 511, xiv. 26 (AD 815): 1/, xii, 63 (AD 876). .
* This term appears frequently in combination with other terms like kanikadun, kanivudaiva,
and kagiyalar. Kanikadan the duty (kagap) deriving from the possession of land. such as tax
or renl. kdniyudaiva means "l_\aving the kani right”, and kapiyudaiyar, therefore, means a
person who possesses the kani right. Kanivdar is the same as kaniyudaiyar, meaning possessor
of kani right or kani-land. ' ’ - ’

such as temple accountantship
{both Periyakorukkai, AD 1242),
33 343 (all Madam) and S/7, xvi,

gu must have been 1o ascertain fairmess of
tent and thus yielding the same economic value.

"7 Six Devikapuram inscriptions of the 1 6th cenlury refer to ilavu-kani, See Karashima 1992, p
162, o
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eight villages not far from the northern bank of the Kaveri river by people
who had kdni right to the village land." In the case of Karisattangurai, one
of the eight villages, the land sold is referred to in terms of pangu. The
whole village was divided into twelve pangus, and in one of the
transactions four pangus owned by three people were sold, in another
transaction four of the remaining eight by seven people, and in yet another
the remaining four pangus by six people. Thus, the entire village was sold
to Tiruvanaikka temple through these three transactions. The demarcation
is given only for the boundaries of the village and not for any land in the
pangu, indicating that no special importance was attached to any particular
field in the pangu system. '

What is significant here is the following phrase found in one of the
transactions (SII, viii, 336). “inclusive of dryland, house, house-site,
common ground and what relates to them, assembly ground, pastures for
cows, trees, and wells that accompany these pangus”. In another
transaction of the pangu of the same village “the river and the land along
the river bank™ are included. Though the type of the main land in these
twelve pangus is not described in these inscriptions, it seems to have been
the wetland, raising two crops or one crop, judging from the land sold in
adjacent villages. It is very clear from these inscriptions that the pangu
included a set of land and also things that could be enjoyed by
pangu-holders living in the village.

More interesting, however, is the fact that the kdni-land sold in these
villages also seems to have included a similar set of land and so on as
described in the transaction of Karisattangurai, even though the land is not
described in terms of pangu. For example, transactions made in tenns of ka
ni in another village, Rajarajakurrangudi (ARE 193738, 3236), stipulate the
inclusion of “dryland, house-site in the village residential area, land in the
Pulaiyas’ residential area, % assembly ground, alavu-ningal (meaning
unclear), the river and land along the river, bhagam {(meaning unclear) and
things belonging to it, in proportion to the wetland transferred”. The main
item of the transaction was the wetland consisting of two-crop land and
one-crop land, the extent of which is also given, and the expression “in
proportion to the wetland” is important. However, the demarcation of
neither wetland nor dryland is given.

In yet another village, Valadi (ARE 193738, 27), it was also stipulated that
the sold kani of wetland measuring one and a half veli should be
accompanied by dryland, the village residential area, the Pulaiyas’ quarter,

' Study of the seven villages can be found on pp. 15-17 and that of the eighth one (Valadi) on p.
25 of Karashima 1984,
' Pulaiyas were one of the outcastes in Tamil Nadu during the British period.
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and houses, all set in proportion to the extent of the wetland. Though not all
the transactions of land in these eight villages provide this type of wording,
the holding of wetland in these villages seems to have assured its
possessors, by virtue of their being landlords, the privilege of keeping some
other categories of land and things. This is quite accordant with the mirasi
villages of the British period reported by Ellis and studied by Mizushima.
The same situation was noticed also in villages near Uttattur (some 25
kilometres north of the area of the eight villages examined above)
described in some 13th-century inscriptions of Uttattir temple.”” We may
tentatively call this sharing system through pangwkani holding during the
Chola and Pandyan periods “the pangu/kani sharing system”.

However, the problem is the extent of the prevalence of this panguw/kani
sharing system in the ancient and medieval Tamil couniry. In
Jambukesvaram there remains an inscription (ARE 193738, 13) recording a
land sale in Valavanallur, a village on the southern bank of the Kaveri
river. Though the date of this inscription (24th year of Rajaraja I11) is
contemporary to that of the inscriptions concerning the eight villages
examined above, the situation concerning landholding seems % have been
quite different. According to the inscription, two brothers sold to
Tiruvanaikka temple one one-hundred and sixtieth-odd véli of wetland and
one-twentieth-odd véli of dryland, and significantly these two plots of land
are described with their extent, names, and even the four boundaries of
each plot. Nothing is stated to accompany these lands. We have to say,
therefore, that the transferred item was nothing but the particular plots of
land, though very small, identifiable as such by the villagers. Though the
elder brother is described as the kaniyudaiya of the village, the pangu/kéni
sharing system does net seem to have been practised in this village. There
are many more examples of this type of land transaction recorded in Chola
and Pandyan inscriptions with the name, extent, and boundary of the
transferred land. This casts doubt on the wide prevalence of the pangw/kani
sharing system in 13th-century Chola villages.

Before proceeding to the historical implications of the exXistence of the
pangwkani- sharing system, we shall consider what the relationship
between pangu/kani landholding and land management or cultivation was.
This point relates to relations between landholders (kaniyalar) and
cultivators. Pangw/kani landholding, which must have aimed at the fair
distribution of land-produce among landholders, entailed common
landholding and common management (cultivation) of land, while
individual holdings of particular fields {demarcated), which must have
aimed at maximum benefit for the individual landholder, entailed

* Karashima 1984, pp. 2324,
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individual management (cultivation) of the field. Therefore, the relationship
between landholders and cultivators would have been different in these two
types of landholding. In between these two types, however, there seems to
have been yet another type, namely, the periodical redistribution of land, in
which a particular unit of land was held by a particular person, but the
combination of the person and the land ‘was to be changed periodically.
Some Chola inscriptions refer to this practice.

Though no information is available on the cultivation conducted in the
eight Chola villages examined above, cultivation must have been done in
common, since the land was held by the kdni-holders in the pangw/kani
sharing system. As the kani-holders changed frequently in these villages,
we have to assume that the cultivators were a group of people who
probably lived in the village where they cultivated, forming an assembly
(@r) for their management of village affairs.> They must have been the
original cultivating landholders of these villages who had lost their right to
landholding for some reason. In villages of periodical redistribution too,
cultivation must have been carried out by people of this type, though the
landholders also must have retained their unity in these villages.

However, in villages where the individual holding of land and its individual
management (cultivation) were practised, as in Valavanallur examined
above, the relationship between landholders and cultivators would have
been different from that in pangw/kani-type villages. In these villages the
land must have been cultivated by landholders themselves with the help of
wage labourers or a_diyzirs,23 or otherwise rented to some tenant family for
cultivation. In this way, when considered from the viewpoint of
Jlandholder/cultivator relations too, there was a significant difference
between the pangu/kani-holding type of village and the individual-holding
type of village.

What we have examined above, however, is the different ways of sharing
produce among landholders and relations between landholders and
cultivators, and there is yet another point we need to examine. This is the
ways of sharing between landholders and village servants in relation to the
three different landholding types. However, if the ratio for sharing was
fixed between landholders and village servants, the sharing would have

! Phree examples are: ARE 1927, 142 (Lalgudi), S/, i, 40 (Mamallapuram); and Avanam, i, 10, 1
and 3 (Tirukkonam). For land redistribution in the 18th century, see Stoke 1874,

* They seem to have resembled the ulkudis described in British revenue records. See note 11
above.

* Adiyars were slaves who often engaged in cultivation, being attached to some particular land.
Karashima 1992, pp. 123-26.
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been realised quite easily irrespective of differences in landholding pre.z”'
though we do not have any evidence on the practice for the Chola period.

Historical implications

We shall now return to the different types of landholding and discuss the
historical implications of their existence. As stated earlier, the term kani
appears in inscriptions more frequently from the 11th century. I have shqwn
previously® that the title udaiyan combined with a village name, which
signifies possession of kani-land in the village by that titleholder, increases
also from the 11th century in the Tiruchirapalli area. These matters should
be understood in the broader context of the spread of private landholding in
common villages (ir-type villages) in the latter half of the Chola period.

1 have argued elsewhere®® that owing to the distribution of wealth to
villages in the lower Kaveri valley by the middle-period Chola monarchs
and influenced by the creation of prebendal tenure such as Jivitam or
janma~kdgzi27 under their rule, the private landholding, which had been seen
only in bralunadeya villages in the early period, began to spread to
common villages too in the lower Kaveri valley in and after the 1lth
century. This may explain to some extent the unevenness or irregularity of
distribution of the pangw/kani sharing system in Chola villages seen
above.” The emergence of village landlords seems to have brought the
practice of the pangu/kani sharing system, which had alreadg been seen in
brahmadeya villages, to common villages in some localities.” :

Further studies

The above is an examination of carlier-period inscriptions made in relation
to the arguments presented by Kotani and Mizushima for ascertaining the

M According to a personal communication from T. Mizushima, in British
irrespective of their being a mirasi village or not, actual sharing was easil
threshing floor in the village by dividing the heaped produce between Jandho
servants according to the fixed ratio that had been decided on in the locality.

* Karashima 1984, p. 57

* Karashima 1984, pp, 2728,

* For these prebendal tenures, see Karashima and Subbarayalu 2007

* Mirasi villages in the British period were also not ubiquitous. Although the same explanation
cannot be applied, there were villages where 1o mirdsidar was found in the 19th-century Tamil
country. Bayley and Hudleston 1862, pp. 159, 16! and 162,

* Though | assume the prevalence of common cultivation in the ur
landholding was also prevalent. it must have been different from ¢
cultivation of land associated with the pangu/kani sharing system,
amony landholding cultivators, while the latter was an arrangement
who were separated from cliltivators,

-period villages,
y done on each
lders and village

type village, where common
he common management or
as the former was practised
made only among landlords,
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pre-colonial reproduction system. As stated at the outset, the examination
has been restricted to only two aspects of the issue, namely, the existence
of the village-servant system and the nature of the pangu/kani landholding
However, an examination-of two further aspects may be ;;ossible and is
necessary to advance the study of this subject. They are:

) The analysis of vertical relations among people in the so-called
reproduction system, namely, relations among people who had different
rights to the same land, as in a landlord/tenant relationship: For this, as was
briefly noted above, the examination of brahmedeya grants, which often
specify the rights given to two-tiered people (perrdr or udaiyar and kudi)
as miydtchi and kdranmai respectively, and devadana grants, which often
differentiate the status of kudi (occupant) into kudinikki and kudininga,” is
expected to cast some light on this issue. There are also some inscriptions
that record conflicts between landlords and cultivators concerning payment
of the tax or rent chariged to the latter by the former, thus revealing their
antagonistic relations.” We need to analyse these inscriptions.

2) Case studies of the management or cultivation of land, namely, whether
it was done in common or individually, or through periodical redistribution
of land, as mentioned above. For this purpose, the examination of the
divisions of village land appearing in inscriptions as kirw, fadi, karai,
. chadiram/chadukkam,” etc., is expected to help us by providing a better
grasp of the practical meaning of the pangw/kani sharing system. Further
help may come from the examination of tax payment methods. The two
methods of tax payment recorded in inscriptions, namely, fixed rate
(varicai) and sharecropping (varam), may be related to different forms of .
land management and provide us with leads on this issue. ?

If we pursue these points in future studies and if the same points are
clarified for the 17th- and I8th-century Tamil country too, we will certainly
be able to advance our study further by comparing the resuits of these two
studies. Through such comparative research we may be able to define the
pre-colonial reproduction system’ by determining  which aspects of the
system were susceptible to changes in state and social formation and which

* The meaning of kudinikki and kidiningd has not been properly understood by many scholars.
So far the best study, though still inadequate, is to be found in Heitzman 1997 pp. 7174

" Recently Y. Subbarayalu has presented some such inscriptions of the Chola period to discuss
the issue. Subbarayalu 2001

3 Chadiram/chadukkam (square land) defined by numbered branch channels (kanndri) and
drainage channels (vati) seen in many bralunadeyas suggests the practice of land redistribution.
3 References to them are found in many inscriptions, including those presented by Subbarayalu
and ARE 1912, 525 (Uttattur), ARE 1913, 8 (Perambalur); ARE 1943/44, 282 (Valikandapuram),
which all juxtapose these two methods of imposition.
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were not. The picture of the reproduction system in the pre-colonial period
may not be so static as imagined by Kotani and Mizushima. However, 1
shall leave further epigraphical studies of the above points for some other
occasion. | hope many other scholars will join in this inquiry.
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