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Lzt it not be %mrgmttens «nws that, afier nearly h

alf a
century of pgaceable and undisturbed possession, 1t [the
East India Companyl has lefdt the {fairest province af

Western India, from which 1t has drawn so much more, and

ile evactiong trom which sometimes amounted almozt to &
general confiecation (e.g. Fartland®s assessment 1in
Broach), - that 1t has la¥t this province, — g0 rich, so

fertile, so full of promise, and o csusceptible of impro-
vement s and  thal, too, in an ags when svean the moct
supine are more or less gquickened with the desire for
PIrogQress, in o condition, as regards all 1ts material
interests, az backward o2 1t 15 possible for it to have
been 1n at the time of Arrion of Alerender tho Great,

fhledander Mackay,Hestern Indira, 18975, pp. 25624700

The Ffirst +iftr vears of the nineteenth centwy have beon
desmed by scholarz to be o periocd of immense gignificance for the
economic hisztory of the Indian subcontinent. Immanuel Wallerstein
in a recenl article, sees tuo liinds of qualitative changs that
constituted the incorporatiocon of the Indian subcontinent into the
capitalist world sconom, @ "the resrganization of productive

=truchwres  such that they participate responsivwely 1n bthe zocial

diwizion of laboury reorgsnization of the political  structures
such bthat they facilitate thiszs economic participabion.” Wallerctein

“

surther commants that the "economic change was more concentrated
in time, ocourring largely ain bhe firzst halfd of Lhe ninesteenth
1 N
&
centw /Y.  fAmales Tripahthr srpressed a similar opinion thierty
i3

VR4rE ago 8 AT

ho commercial monopoly of the Company svcocoumbed

to the much strongsr sconomic force of ndustrial capitalism,  zo

1. "Incorporabtion of Indian Subcontinent into Capitalizt  lMorld
Eocorioms", Econgoml Felitical Meebly. YX1.04, TNevisw of
Foliticel Eoonomy” =, 1T8&, p. PE 0. The political
changes, he 3, 3, I longer time, ccocwring over o hundred
JEAFE, 1.2, 1757-10
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i - I to colomigl Indianm economy.
period of transition from pre-calonial o

Thiez  theszis 13 an attempt to sztudy the fortunes of a local
£
: ~ . ,
DONOmy . Epecifically bha Agrarian economy of disirict Eroach, undger
colom: al dizpenzation duwring the firat half"df " the ninetzemnth

cantury,

Eroach  was celebrsted for 1tb

tevtiles and cotton produce

b i

well  befors the Eritish taleover, Ite fertile soils and  fairly
high level of tultivation kad cantributed to 1ts richrness  whils
ik=  port acti.ities attracted foreigners to  ite trade. The

cosstal dictrict of Guisrat lies batween 21 deg. 25" 45" gapg oo

deg. 12 1&" morth latitude and 77 deg. I4° 19" and 7™ deg. 127
15" mact longitude., It had a tatal area of 14158 zquare mil e,

Separated  on the north by the Mahi river from the territory  of
Lambay and baipra digtrict, BErosch Was bounded on the west by the
Gult of Cambav. 0On the 2azt and pairtly an the south, it jgs
bounded by {he states of Baroda and Faipipla. The Fim river an the
gouth formed 1ts ceographical boundary Feparating it from the Olpad

Rargana of Suragt diztricl, The landz af the dietrict farmcd ar

b

alluial plain. 54 mtles in length from nortn o south, sloping

Q

dently wsstward to the shore of the Gulf, Im bhreadth thiz plain

s

varied from I miles to over 40 in the riorth, about o5 miles

e b
Further south, farrawing agsin until, at the Finp Fiver, khe gast

BN boundary was mot more than 20 miles distant from the EEa. boo

2« Trade and Finance in the Eenoal Presidency, L27221833. Dombay
1952, Pa. L37

2. See Morris L Morris & Furton Stﬁlnq "The Econom:d History of
Imdiz » A Bibllagrapkz Eassav!", dogrnal of Econamic thtgrlu
“ELLD 01951y, R, 181 ramela Mightingale, Irade and Empire ip
Weztern Ingdia 1783- 18046, London 197G, pp. Al ey I I"I,Lhdudhurl

The "Economic Developmsnt of India’ dhder the East  India
Compan-, 1814-=3] Eondun 159713 BE: ==2i Sumit Gufia. "Societ .y
and Ecdnoms 1A FHa Deccan, 1818- S0 IESHR, XX, 4 (io ). pp.
A12~13y Immanuel Wallarstein, op.Cife ) pp. PE DospE 39,

4. nMLS,CGmmlsaaraaiq B Hiztor: of Lugarat, 11, Bambay 1957,
ppnzﬂoiSZD; LSrendra Gopal, Commerce and Craofts ipn Guiarat: 14+h
gnd L7th Coenturies.. New DQTHT ¢““ PR. TU7=587 171, S1dozgn
Eﬁ5~0&3221,23&3 Azhin Das By T é, d;zn Merchants and the Do
ling of Sursb, ;L_ZggzixJﬂq lle:baaen T°?§gpp74§—55:—115: 183 &
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Chapter I

giraphically +the four rivers, Mahi. Dhadhar. Marbads and Dim

(81

.

‘divided the diztrict into thres paris, «lmost peninsular o fora.
The district comprized of sis parganas vhen  the DBritish
acguired its full possessian. Broach pargana was  obltoined by
ronguezt from Drulat Fac Sindhia in August 1807, By the treaty of
Bazgein, Decembsr 21, 1802, Anblezhwar and Hansot parganas were
ceded Lo the Britizh by the FPeshwa. Dut they were incorporabted
intc the Broach Collectorate only in 18903, The three pargansas of
Jambusar. Amod and Dahei were obtained from the FPeshwa by  the

7

treatyLof Faoona on June 13, 1817, thus completing the unit of our

tudy. The only administrative change made in the district was

i

the bifurcxtion of the large Broach pargana 1n 1838-0%. It was

divided into two almosbt equal parts, Broach and Vagra parganse

The zarlar of Brosch was one of the fertile regions of the

Mughal Empirs. In 1727, duwwing his governorship of Guiarat, Mzam-—

ul—muli fisd decvlsred the choicest partz of thiz territaory,

comprising of the parganss of Broach, Jambusar and fAmod, a5 his
g

Jagir. However, upon establishing himself in the Deccan,Mizam-

ul-mulk entrusted the administration of RBroach to 1tz fouwlidar,

Abdullah Bag. But it was not long before Abdullahl Beg tool advantag
of the chaptic conditions and bthe remotensss of Nizam—ul-mull  to
declare hiz i1ndependence and assume bthe title of Nghqﬁlam lhar,
thue founding a zhort lived line of nawabs abt Broach.
k]
Concomitant with the rise ot nawabs was the growth of two
tendencies which plaved a conziderable role i1n shaping Lhe agrarian

regime of the region in the second halt of the 18th century. The:ze

Fresidency Gazetteer, Yol Il Burab and Broach
pp. AA7-39: presander F«c’gat” Ihe _L_—EJQQ f_\gx_cssgg tﬁ” .ﬁ*gmb.swu
Yol I, 1892, p. 130,

-l“%.

. HMomier Williams, Mﬁmmlr pf the Zills of Baroche. Pombay 1055

p.iiz A Rogere, op.cilbs P e B

7. VM/!irlland Broach Sub- Collac+nr to John Vibart, Frincipal
Collector, Nz 487, qfulggﬂ Fevvnum Duggggmggi
(hencaef arward h.D;)qs,&”q 1835 vharas 95-70

2. M.B.Commiesariat, op.cit.. p. wg

Fe o4 Morley to Bombay, 6.5.1772, Surat Factory Diary No. &b1
cited in Gonee and FHanadi, _Lbaifwads of
Baroda thenceforward G.0.B.), Vol II, n.d., pp. 76=-777
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were the ascenderce of pargana level hereditery revenue function-
aries through a process of aggrandizement of power and resources:
“and, secondliy, the development of & financial institultion called

B

manotidari. A brief note on these development would help us in

putting later developments in clearer perspective.

The dismemberment of the Mughal smpire paved the way for the
rize of a host of regional and local forces each contending to
eslablish for itself small centres of suthority and wealth. The
activities of the nawabs of Broach are an apt illustration of the
decay of traditionel power relations and their replacement by new
ongg. By =and large the interests of elements at the top of the
pyramid came to be confined to the e.peditious collection of
revenues, The uncertain conditions of the times made them heavily
dependenl on the traditional revenue Ffunctionaries. In the
abszsence of an effects /e cenbralising force, the revenue function
ariss spercised arbirtrary pemerg aventually becoming a force to

rechon with 1n lhe countr sside.

The desais and majmudaxers wers two amportant categoriez of
pargana level revenue +uncltionaries during the Mughel period. They
were the counterparts of chaudhuriz and ganungos of northern

India.1l While the duty of the desai was to superintend the

i, “Inmtroduction” t5~ﬁ(é &

==} Ghamgin (an 18th century chronicle in
Urdu related to Broa
1

1 -
RY By fiunshi Abbhaz Ali  (ed. Satiszsh
C.Mishra), Raroda ) -8y Ses algo R.E. Frylenerg's
"Traditional Frocess owEr in South India @ An Historaical
Analyesis of Local Influesnce”, IESHR, I. 2019463 pp.ll22-423
"Elite Groups in South I :TAn Historical Analysiz  of
Local Influence”, Journal of Azian Btudies. February 1945,

pp. &1/780; Guntur District I788-T248:  fn History of Lecal

i

o
______________________ 1ty, Onford 184S,
11, EB.R.Brover argues that the office of dezar was a disgtinct
festure of Gujarst and cannot be identified with any of the
local officials lile patwsaris, mugaddams.Chaudhuwris, and
Shigdars. ©See his article, "The Fosition of DeEgEai in  the
Fargana Administration of Subah Gujarat under the Mughals",
Froceedings Indian History Congress, Delhi Session %%1; PR
15055, Hut  a detalled correspondenco that ccowrred bebweer
Delhi and Ahmedabad during the =arly vears of Aurangoeb’s
‘reign (. 15483)y vhich wez discovered by the Revernue Commission
~chaudhuris and ganungos were called desais and maimudars.
Vide their Report of Z1.%.1807, R.D.. 57,1808 paras 32-33 and
an enclosures to the Report containing the translation of the
original aofficial documente.
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revenue offairs of the villages, the maimudar wes the head
accountant and record-leeper of the pargana. 12 Traditionally the
desal enjoyed a preponderant position in the revenue administratb-
ion of Broach pargana. In the 1720 Fhusal Rai was the principal
desai of Hroach. In recognition of his position snd services, Phu-
=al Rai wac conferred with the inam of a village called Halam by
Damar—ud~din Fhan, a vazir of the Mughzal emperor Mubhammad Shah.
Thige revenue free grant of the village was confirmed by Sarbuland

Fhan in 11326 &.H. (. 1729 A.D.Y.

N
~.

Fhusal Réiys contemporary Bhaidasbhai,: the principal masmudar
was then in & sgcondary position. Batb sfter the establishment of
nawab:r  rule inn Broach, Bhaivdaessbha:l evploited the family tension
betwesn the dessil brothers 1n hiz {avour. It was belissed that he
got the principal desai poisoned in 173&:.14 With the reduction of
his powsrful rival 1n local administration, Bhaidasbhar manipulate
to gain promnence. Hhen the Gasbwads c%:Baroda secured a Z/5th
zshare 1n the revenues of Broach in .l?"é!l.‘iwt the maimudar =hifted
hiz loyvaltiss to them. Bhaidasbhai managed to get a szanad

comnterring & village called Mangleshmar in inam on himssl$. The

_____ rned by Geci—uwd-din, a yvazir of flamgir Sany. Subsegue

g
ntly the inam was confirmed by Damajiraoc Gailwad 1 Samyvalt 1817

T

{(c. 1756 ALDL Y. Bhaidasbhai died in 17&4, His =on Bhulandas
retained the maimudari till his desth in 17467. Since the latter
had no son, he adopted his nephew Lallubhali who emerged as &
powerful  Figure 1n Broach. In a sense Lallubhal masmuder epirto-
mizes the predominance of the local factor i1n gshaping up the
latter decades of the 18th century. BY/hlS intelligence, chrew—
dness, and lnowledge of the locality, Lallubhail won the confiden—

4

ce gf Hawab Puaziz han and bacame hige close advisor.

1% Alesander Walhler's Report, 3.4.1804, D.D..44,1805, paras 34-39.

15, Froceddinga of a Committes established to ascertain  ths
validity of various landed claimz in_Broach, EBrpach Eactory
Diary (Hence foruard RBED), 242, 17786-77.

14, DGeorge Ferrott, the collector of Broach in 1776, maintained
a racord of the riralry between Lhe desai and ma1mudar
families. Vide his letter 1&£.5.1778. B.F.D. 262, 1776,

153. Gense and Banaji., T
Commissariat, op.cl

xﬂj

= "_54_1._5;3"“5‘.'5'.% of EBargda, Yol I. p.ily

14, ‘PFrocesdings’ of the Committes, BuF.D.. . 860,1774.

17. bBeorge Ferrot. 15.5,1774&, B.F.D. 262, 1776.
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oy arest was the nawab’s trust in him that when the nawsb left

for Bombay 1n 1771 to negotiate matters with the Britizh he

entrusted the entire administration to Lallubhai by 2 mubkhtisroa-
18

ma. The nawab also declared him as his divan. Bezides financial
and adminmistrative duties, Lallubhai also pertormed diplomatic
taska.lT

Bhen the Brilish captured Broach an 177% ousting the npawab,
they telt the zervices of Lallubhali were indispensable for he WAS
conzidered the ‘“repositorv® of local knowledge. Despite the fact
that the British found the influence wialded by tho maimadar "to
the last Degree contrary to the Frinciples of a British
Guvernment and highly predudicial to the Inlgrests of the Hon"ble

Comparny ", 20 they could not ignore him. During the survey of

Broach, it was observed by officials that Lallubhar over assessed
the lands held by partisans of his rivals, and the patels had no
cowrage to oppose him in his presence as "such is the Dread of
hiz influence from the suthority he fYormerly pos=zessed, and the
cattention shewn to Him since, that the Fatels themselves acknowledgs
in his presence the propriety of assessmentes which bhefore and
51nc@ﬁthey have in the strongest Terms sheawn thelr Inability to

o

Fay'.

Lallubhar typifies the conduct of a selfzeebing revenue func-—
tionary. He was adept szt transferring his loyalties and service
to whosoever was at the helm of affairs and he won praivileges and
profite for himself. Once the new ruler was in commaﬁd he would
convaniently abandon his former master. Thus he not only abandonsd

the nawab when he saw 1n haim & sinling ship but, according to ons
LT

sl dian

repork at least, helped the British in occupving Broach. No
18. .M. Jhaveri, "Bharuchno Nawab Sahabe Sheth Lallubhsi ne Hpelun
Fulmubhtrarpatra” in BHri Forbesz Guiarat Sabha Traimasil

(im Guiaratid, Vel 111, Mo. 4 (Jan-Mar 19387,

19, Several letters were written by Lallubhai to the Bombay
bovermnment negotiating the settlement of issuss between the
nawab and the HBritish. See Gense and Banasy, G.O0.RB. II, pp.

I5-403 See also Satish C. Misra, op.cit.. p. 95
2, GeEorge Perrott’s Report, 14. 5. 1774 B.F.D. 262, 17743 Jes
also Commissariabt, ope.git. Mol. II
pp. 717-18.

1. Ahmedabad 1980,

Z1. George Perrott s Feport, op.cit..

22, Beveral gagea are devoted in the Qisza to the treacherous
FDIE he p a{ed in d {aattng his master s interests. _ Cf. SBatish
lisra, gp.cit.. psssims ommissartat, Yol. III, p. 717.

g
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sopner waz Broach ceded to the Sindhias in 17873, ‘he shifted Fas
allegirance. thereby eliciting the folliowing comment from Druso.
the British agent st Broach {1785 :: ‘Yhe [Lallubbe1l has
contrived to hold the same =situstion under  the Mahratta
Governmeants bub is 3 no longer a friend to hie forner employers.
and  ungratefully ﬂécts on all occcasions 1in opposition to  the

.

English interest."”

In 1791 Lallubhai tool the revenuss of Brosch on %arm’ and
imposed an all time high land tar of ten lac rupees. He
pppresesively collected lacs of rupess over and above the
gtipulated sum. The newt yvear when the patels brought the state
of  affairz to the notice of Sindhias the Lﬁtter contfiscated an
amount of Rs. 3S,75,000 from Lallubhai.iﬁ But, by then the
evor-bitant taiation had advarsel y atfected agriocultural
production and Lallubhail’s collection dwindled to hald of his
farm. The Sindhias hence ordered his arrest. The oppressions of
Lallubhar was a_ tnplc of frequent discussion 1n the pargana even

ftter his denth,

During his tenure Lallubhair™s maijor interest had come to  be
centred onn the acqguisition of land. Besides an entire village

procurad in i1nam, he managed to acquire large portions of land in
25a
wazita and pasaita in almost svery village int the pargana.

Furthermore, around 1777 he held 780 bighagé@f land 1n mortgage
in addition to some land purchased by himub Yet another way in

which he augmented his resources was by the imposition of new
veras (cesses) during the time the revenues of Broach were farmed
~rer

- f

to him.

25, Cited 1n\éé{ﬁ5 Forbes, Orisnkal Mepoirs. Vol. 1T, London
1817, p. 4&7.

Z4. Bovind Matha®s Gcecount, 11.1.1804, R.D
by a son Of ex nawab, M.d.s R.D. 100,71815.

25. Dassubhai Yusufii, the mugaddam of village Dvadra, to

%gmathqn Duncan, the Governor of Bombay, S.11.1803, FR.D.
1y

25a. The pasaita land was given to v1llage servants i1ncludin
artigans in lisw of their services Simce it was a revenue
ternure, the revenus functionaries managad to get some land w

this denomination.

20. "Procesdings® of the Committee, B, F.D., 262, 177&6&-77.

. For ewxample one of the cesses invented by Lallubhai was the
s exeesCOnt on next page

- 44, 18053 "HMemoranda®

-y
i 7 g
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s
bhat has been outlined above about the principal magmudar family
s egqually  brue of the principal deseir family, though with a
difference of degree. Indeed it typifie=s the process of self
agarandisement whereby even lesser majmudars and desais  endea-
vouwred to create pockets of wesalth and privilege by the arbitrary
use of advantages offered Lthem by their pozition in the revenue
machinery. The predominance of the “loczsl  influence® in the
latter half{ of the 18th centwy oppeare to be, in an ezsential
Beﬁaeﬂ the concretisation of sucepticnal powesrz and resowces in
the hande of gretwhile revenusfunctionaries and their abila
ty to hold the scene for sohe time to come.

A conzplouous Festure of 18th centwy land revenwe zsysbom 1z
the inztitution of mancotidari. In his Glossary H.H.Wileon defines
the institution az one "especially becoming surety for payment of

the revenue Lo the government or to a farmer of the revenvue. and
o .
B

recaeiving heavy commission from the revenus paver". It 12 dif{fic—-

ult to establish the exact date as to when the institubion came
to be recogrived 22 a devsice in the collection of land revenue.

The Mirst—i—Ahmadi which offers a detailed account of the history

and institutionz of Guoarat, compiled in © 1741, does not mention

it. Bul in Broach Factory Diaries. written botween 1772 and 1787

during the firsi administration of Company rule st Broach, there
oo -

are freqguent references to mangotidari. By then the institulion

Has widely prevalent in bujgarat, particulariy in its centrol and
gputhern partes.

fara 27, conbe...

ghee vera. He used to celebrate festival and ceremonies 1in
Commamoration ot the birth and death of the ftwe guus of s
uwnele Bhubandeas Bhaidee and his father Daoyaldas. fhe patels
of swvery sillage were asled to supply one maund of ghee on
these ococasions, which gradusll,y becsme a regulsr practice.
When the pricz of ghee rose to 11 rupees a maund, Lallubhan
cegtarted gathering eleven rupees {rom every village. Sse Eg~
clmsure Mo, 61 to Revenue Commizsion®s Report, 31.5.1807,
F.D., 5%. 1828.

28,\/é Glossary of Judicial and Revenue Terms. Calcutta 194C,

And =.2n the British had to resort to the practice. A letter
from Bombay was recel.ed ot Brosch on 19tk March, 75 owndor—-
ming Ethat a +freaty might be concluded with the Marathazs
within three days whereb, the Company would have to ceade
parts of Broach. The collector was directed to "collect os
much of the Revenues of all the ceded places as poszible®.
James Cheape vho was rushed teo Amod to expedite Lhe revenue
colleclticn, wwote on Zlet Margh thol "immediataely on oy ard-—
1 /a2l here, 1 +opol the necessary zteps, but I find that
the maencotidars here. who are men bub of small property. have
no other means for raitsing the money they pay to the bovern-
sewe» conl. on nesl page

=
ki
-
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Re.Barnwell reporbed from Pa2ira that "the burden pf  antient
debts  to manptesdarz in this province (are) particuloarly heavy -
and such  ac have been incurred tor vears in past 1n times  of
severity and QDPFEBSiDD"»JU‘ And this does not  appear to  be
unigue Yaestuwre of bujarat. S.0.6upls points owubt thet the practico
of kaling sweties for land revenue was quite %r evalent in north

India in the segcond hall of {1he 18th century.

An understanding of manotidar: requires a brizf refterence to

the practical fonctioning of bhe land revenus syestem, that iz, 1ts
mode of sszessmanit and collection. The ass sment af land revenus

was made twice a yvear. In the month of Ococtober uvhen Lharif crop

fu

ready, the goxerﬂmwn+ mehlias(talotis), havaldars and malzab-

Irt

frs  were despetched to the villages. The mehta was supposed to
prepare & statement of the cultivated land of the village amd the
duty ¥ the havslder and molrabti wess to guord the crops against
any kind of ‘misappropriation” by the peasante. In the neut stage
the mehtza’=s statement was forwarded to desails, malimudars and amin
patels who prepered Lhe danguyr taugi or 2s=sessment on the first
Crop. In principle Lthey were supposed to finalize the ssseszmont
on the basis of the preceding years® revenues and the current
conditions  of the crops. However, during owr peruod of study
there w3s o vadsspresd tendency bto sstile the dangur taull at an
enhanced rate. The chiective, a ralher netarious ons, was ta reap
a heavy I"ate of intzrest on thabt part of the assessment which the
pessanlt failed to pay up. In olher words the dangur fawiz of thie
period was oblten conbrived bto produce asrrears. The latbter wez
zought to be realiced with interest at the time of the main crop
of rabi.

ment than by carrving to market the Prodece of the Lands, ¥
thalt conzeqguently bthey musl have time, as tha\ are utterly
unable to pay/". B.[. D,q THE, 1776, folios B5I- g,

20, letter to HoWuDiggle, 27.4.1807, R.bB,. %7, 1847, paras 25,

sle pgreraian Belstionz and Early British Fule aip  Indio, Bombay
TYL L PRy o728, Lon, & 10T,

Tl. Broach Board’s Fan:ultatlansg 27.%.177&, B.F.D Fe2, 1774,
foliog 1:8; Revenue Commission” s Report, E57B0 Thok o HeDy,. 48~
Ay 18”&, gﬂtﬁ 23y hQVﬂWUﬁ Commiszion®s leport, 210301807,
Euﬁ,q 5%, 1BO8, paras 18 & 7.
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HL the bime of jamaband: (Februsry/March) all the prominent
patels from different villages wereg required to sssemble at the
pargang hesdouariers. The stslament of gamabandl were prepared in
o+

stage bhe palaels

!

{,:

e  same manner a2 described asbove and al thi:

wersm  directed bto furnish manoti (suret /) for revenuese settled on

theoir  villagess. New the manotidars wers contacted and contract

prae warre eschanged botween the government, patels and manotidars

zach one pledging to abide by its regpoctive contract (Sec Appendices

B,.C, and D Ffor such bond=Y. From thig point onward the entirs

village was entrusted Lo the mapotidar who assumed chrrge of  the

Lhali fthe barn yverd). The government guards were removed ant

Manptidary invol sed s number of cbligations on the psrt of

the peazantry. The manotidar charged a premium of 2% on bhe state

demand.  The arrearz of danaur tauwii wars Chargmd at the rate of

5% per month till the rabi crop was harwvested.  1n case the sal

of the rahil ocrop was insufficient to clear the debits, the
manobtidar  charged an int wt of 45% per annum for the rest  of
the /ear. Moreover, teo undoritale u1+1th1 on in the +ollowing

vaar the peadants hed to borrow money +trom bthe manotidar « 2 falovi

O BLF, R, D82, 1TTS, folios 17U

4. Alesander Malker®s Report g4, D, . 44, 1809, para Tl
Resenua Conmission, 25.8. 18” s DaDeo TEFE, L80L, para 23,

8. Broach Board’e Conzultations, 16:7.1775, BuF.D.. 359, 1773y
Joceph Smith pa*nfed out "the very great dislress the potels
“o btale mone, gvon at the exorbitb ant interest of from 25 to
=7 ﬂeLunt + & anly {1ve months, which mado them in a2 manner

slaves  to the monied Inhabitante DF Ehis Flace, who s=bill
howe old Deamands upon them under which thev oppirrezs them!
letter of 26&.7.1775, BFER., Zé61, 1775,

“&. Broach Dosrd Conszultations iugéuiw?ﬁq BED, 259, 17723 Consul-
tatione 10.49.1781, EBFD, 267, 1781y Ale7ander Wallor, S.4.18034,

aDes 44, 1845, para 1.
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lpan, al the rate of 3% per month.

In addition to thesze uswiows oxactionz, 3 numbor of fringe

Senegtits wers endjosed by Lhe manotidor and his employvess.  For

inelance the best groin could be procured by him at nominsl rates
Piley

‘o his personal use and for his Larbaris vservants). Qggte

often the makiedar or revenue farmer was himzeld =2 panctidsr.
Algsander Waller observed that in 2 sirtustion vherse "the Mul tedsr
of Farmar, w535 himgeld & Manoteedar, his interest led him to league
with these securities & the whole combined against the uovnhapp/
ot o was anvoloed in sccounts Y oconfounded by Calcoculations,
which he did not comprehend, o 1§ he underrtood them & detactegﬁ
he Lnzcery, he wes obliged to submit to this double suthoraity” '

S
A

Though the manctidars came mainly from the bania caste fgen—

grally the shroff residing in towns), a few brahminz could also

be counted amongst them. Guite eften the dosais and maamudars »
4
themeelves Ltenderasd surstisz and plaved the role of the manglidar. )
Ervaidently the undertaling cowld be handled by monied men copable
of entending advancee to the ztats from btheir accumulaled wmealih,
These groupe were Lthe principal beneficiasries of a svslbem Lhat
had trapped bthe peasante-ys in 1ts viclous cycle ot indebtednesc and
usEtry. Huite often the peasant was subaected to oppression by Lhe
manptidars. Commenting on bthe manotidarsz, James Forbes, a British

pfficral worling in kRhe region in the last quarter of the 18th rsntU”;

wrrote ¢ "the cunning. chicanery, and wickedrness of the manctoedars

cannot sasily be described, or comprehendsd, by a generous mind,

7. Alenander Waller’s FReport, 8.4.180%, R.D..H4, 1805, para Z1j
In another letfer to Willam Steadman date 25.:«}801 Walt.er
enclosed & schedole o debts due from 47 V1111QC5 which
Farbhudaz, who was & revonue %armar, had held hlm elf in
manoti. The debt amounted to RBz. 75,6468, Ahother Rs. 1717,
Ealen az . takavy remained unpaid from theze V1llamcq

Thus on an &v&Fage Rs. 574 wers agzinst every village as a
debt to the msnotidar. [.D..44. 1205,

2. Necenus Commiscion 28.8.1805, K. D.. 48-6, 18046, pars 27

9. Andre Wink explaine that "the word mosl commenly used to des-—
cribe a farm of land revenuve, of custom—-duties {zal at), or of

any other i1tem, iz malia {(a magts: corrupl form maff:: It
was applied. in thisz sense, Jnferchwng:abYV with 11ar§”. "Har~
atha [esenue Farming., Modern Asian Stodiegs. 17.4 11587, p.595

40, fHlexsnder Maller, B.d.1€04, R.D., A4, 1804, pars T3y; James
Forbes, Orisntz! Memoirs vo1- 11 2 P dia,

41. Broach Board, Co ﬂ"ultﬁtlmﬁq of Evuﬁli Ton BaF. D, 7 :1_17
Jambuszar Resident’s lelier 27.11.1 ’D, B.F.D.. FLo, 773 Qee

alsn James Forbes., QOriental Memoirs. 1I. p. 419,
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unused to  their artful wiless". The Revenue Commissionors  at

e

Brocach  reported  in the beginning ot the 19th century that  the
oubstanding claims of manctidars in the district amounted to

near ly twenly lacs of rupeez. They observed

"the Eondzs or notes for which the patels have, in most
instance been {forced by threastening feic.Y., flogging, or the
tortures during the Maratha Government to f1gn as to the flu-
chtuating circumshences arnd  degres of intlusnce bhe
marictidiErs had with the durbar enabled them to do =o with
impunity. 43

The tightening control of famindars (1.2. the pargana

level revenue functlonaries) over Lhe peasante, the farming of the

land ta.s. and manctidar: appear to be characteristic developments

i bhe pelitical economy o Guaarat during the second half of the

18tk century. It is difficult to say with any degres of precicion

it what way these festures affected agricultuwral production.
Hoenegrr ., Andre Wink has attempted to demonebtrate 1n  a recent

article that =zuch practices did not hamper production. 0On the

contrary "rovenue ferming was one of the organizational means  of

agrarian restoration and espansion, 1nternal as well as esster—
44

nalt. IL 1s difficulbt to agres with Winlk. In the case of

Hrgach. there seems to have been no agrarian crisis or collapse
in  the pre-colonial decades for farming {(or manobidar: for that

matter) 1o =slep in ag restorer. Converscoly under such practices

there ware reporiz of paaaanga abandoning cultivation and fleeing
A5
from one place to another. The adverse sffectz of revenue far~

ming are best siemplified by the hisbory of Lallubher Maimudar.,

The manohtidar or revenus farmer’s extension of halavi loans

for the purchase of seed, 1s hardly an aindication of thesr
cancern  to extend or ymprove agriculiure. In the context of the

progressive improvizement of the peasantry, the extension of Labavy

loans fend other ssemingly "‘philanthropic’ messwes) served as

yelk another element In the viciows hold that mancotidarz and thewr

42, Orientsl Memolrzs. 11, p.419.

@5{/Eroach Revenue Lommission to Bombay 25.8.180%, R.D.. 48-H,
18G4, para 220

43, "Maratha Revenue Farming", op.cib.. . S92
g« g

4%. Fepresentation of Dasubbai Fatel to the Bovernor ot Bombavy.,
181148903, R.D.. 539, 1HOG.
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ilt  acguired over the agrarian sysbtem, turning it into  am

instrument of profit-maling.

In the chapter that follows I have tried to outline the geog-
raphy of Brasch with reference to the snfrestruclure of agrarian
production  obtaining in the district. The general featuws that
emzrges 1% the predominance of dry-farming in the district, with
irrigation never accounting for more than an ineigniticant  one
ner cent of the total cultivated area at any yiven time of our
period. Nonetheless, it was an area where agriculturs came to be
groatl y commercial toed. Symptomalic of this wsz the entengive
cultivation of cotton as & cash—crop. The origins ot tﬁis process
were antoccoedent to the Britich taleocver. The netuwre of soil had
largel , favouwred the predominance accorded to cotton cultivat-
ion i this part of Guiarabt. The land revenue, genesrally
collected in cash in the erghteenth century, was a strong factor

in the monetization of scoanomy.

The third chapter deals with the systems of land tenure. As
a large pari of the total land in ihe district wee arable, and
almost all of 1t was already under the plough by the close of the
cightesnth century, the rights on land were fairly well estabilished.
The large part of it was managed under the bhagdari or
caparcenary  tenure, wherein land woe held by and divided among
the membherz cf the same lineage. Thiz tenuwre had survived the
upheavels of the political and economic climato of the cighteenth
cEntuwry.  Bubt & significant portion of such land was let out  to
tenants  either from within the villaege or +rom outside. The
syztem due to itz probhibition on the sale of hhagdari lands to
individuals other tThan those of the bhagdari lineage had helped
in perpetuating the supremacy of the dominant caste over theg rest
of the village inhabitants. Thers was a substantial portien of
land, amounting to nearly forty per cent of the arable which Lhe
British termed ass "aliented’, that iz held by groups with supe-

1o rights. The most important of Lhem were the grasias.
g B 8

eretwhile warring chiets, holding wanta lands. fApparently these

two mazor tenures reflected & tension in the agrarian zcciety &3

-+
g

w25 the ownership of landed property was concerned. The Bri

fad
[
1

h appmer to be strengthening their economic basge by reducing
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he wanta holders who enaoved rovenuve eremplion and promoting Lhe

the wanta
bhagdars who were the revenus paving block, as far as their
machinery permitted them.

Crapter four sets out the revenue hiztory of the district,
specially the staticstical data on the sssessment and collection
of land tan. The implomentation of the regrezsive tarvation
structures introduced by the British was accompanied by efforte at
rationalizing and modernising the apparatus of administration.

Thie had Far resching implicetions for the esconomy as a whole,

particularly betwesn 1820 and the 1830s when depression 1n

1

agricultwral prices coupled with hesvy assessment  1ncreasingly

resulted in peasant indebtedness and 8 noticeable decline 1n

their capacity to mest the revenue demand. Although the crushing
n

d wazs sought to be countered by a8 zeries of remission,

pepecially atter 18539, such precemesl concesgsions failed to avert
2 s=seriocus crisis 1n  the agrarian ordesr. Hith mass poverty

becoming the hallmarhk of the 1840s, a common feature of the timss
was the attachment of péasant properties, eventually leading to
arn  outcry $rom district officialz to rescue the  tottering
economic  zysbtem by imposing some check on the ever growing greed

foar revenus profits.

The f1fth chapter analysiz the social milisu 1n which the
drama of wunderdevelspment wes wuntolding. Under the umbrella of
*Fau-Fritamrnica”™ the agrarian socisty was gradually integrated
into & wmador nesus. The period witnessed dissolution of some old
institutions and old ties. MNew conflictz cropped up. Under
coloniel dispensetion, =& very small section of rwal society
energed as a ‘rich® peasant class in tﬁa face of widespread
depression. filthough caste continued to detine social space, the
gnergence  of "'clazs" a=z an historically opesrative category is

noticeable too.
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The response of the pessantervy bto the enlire scenesrio hag

also been touched im BhiS. -

“chapter. The peasantc do not
emgrye az passive spectators. In the initzal years of DBritish
rule, there was an attempt toward organised resistance  against
the monopolising tendency of the Compan; government. The later
and more perzistent protests against incressed as=zessment,. and

o "constibut-

-
]

corrruption of governmenkt officisls, appear to be mo
ionzl 1rn natwe. The peasants resorted to the ingtrumentality of
"pobition” 1n displaying ther grievancesjwith an e spectation of
being heard and corrected. Thereg seems to be an implicat (at times
even plicit) Jaith in the goodwill of the Company gosvsrnment
and theg fair-mindedness of itz officials. Fesping pace with the
growing corisis Lhereg wes a flood of petitions and Titigabions.
However, as the crisis despened the tone of the petitions changeds

from simple pleading: to aggrsssive accusations  asgsanshkt the

{71

insbruments of power. Even the highest suthorib, an the district,
the collector iz not separed of ithe charges of oppresstan,  hbigh-
handedness. and irnjustice. IL would bhe of some interesst bo edplors

the bzaringes of 51l this on the state of pessant COnscCl OUSNESE.

The argument iz summed up in the concluding chapter. The
classic testwres of underdevelopment emerged throughout the econ—
amy, rural as well as uwban. Side by side with an agrarian crisis
there was 1n the process of dew-banisation, The textile manutaciure
of  the district suffered heavily, resulbting in a Ffall in  wban
anploymant. Mo less tharn in the villages, poserty craippled Lhe
uwrban centres culminating an what is termed as the ‘ruralization

of economy” .
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Lastlv & word about the souwrces. I have gone through the
available manuscript documents in the Bombay archives. The very
large number of valumes on the district inspire awe by their choer
magnitude. Additionally they are a living testimony to the opera-
tion of colontalism and the eftorts it made to record information
copiously. I Ffeel that “selections® from these records (printed
later) can hardly bs a subsztitute for the originals ~ considering
the richness of data contained 1n the latter. The selections at

ezt provide & very gzneral and limited pictwe of the situation.

Further, there iz the difference in the kind of data one gets
ftor the first hald of the century compared viith whet one getbts {for
the later half. The statistics in the first half of the century.
though =scattered and 1ncomplete, are not entirely untrustworthy
and can be put to good use. But what 1s really sigmificant ahout
thesz early records is the weslth of gualitative evidence bthey
contain. This 15 of immense importance. In future a =systematac
documasntation and anelvers of it might vield wvery fruiltful

resuits,

i

]

Unfortunately the non-official sources pertaining to  the
pariod are limited and inspite of much sf+ort the records in

Guaarati copuld not be traced.

" The present study 15 only a very modest attempt to collate
the avesilable evidence to arrive at the prcture presented hare.
The picture of course remains tentative, subject to more rigorous

investigatiaon.



