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FOREWORD

The present volume, Landlordism and Tenancy in Ancient and Medieval
India asr Revealed by Epigraphical Necords, embodies four Lectures delivered
by the eminent Indologist and Epigraphist, Prof. Dinesh Chandra Sircar,
at the University of Lucknow in the ‘Dr. Radha Kumud Mockesji Endow-
ment Lectures’ series in 1964, Though Prof, Sircar is too well known in
the world of scholars to merit any introduction, yet a few biographical
details—not so much in justice to him as to the feelings of the present
writer—may not be out of place here. Born, i iddle-class kAyastha
family in 1907 near Faridpur (now in' __gg_t‘_@a.gis_t;n }+ Prof, Sircar was
unfortunate to lose his father at the tender age of three. He received his
early education at the District school and, aflter graduating with Honours
from the Rajendra College (Faridpur) in 1929, joined the Calcutta Uni-
versity where he capped his brilliant academic career by standing first
amongst the first divisioners in Ancient Indian History and Culture in
M. A, in 1931. Subsequently, he was associated with the late Prof. D.R.
Bhandarkar, and also with Prof. H. 0. Raychaudhuri, as a research
scholar which associations offered-him opportunities for firm grounding
in Epigraphy, Palacography, Numismatics, Ancient Geography as well
as political and cultural history of ancient India. Within three years,
his studious applications won for him the much-coveted Premchand
Roychand Scholarship and, in 1936, he was admitted to the degree of
Doctor of Philosophy for his learned dissertation on The Suecessors of the
Satavahanas in the Lower Deccan. A year later, he became a member of the
staff in the Post-Graduate Department of Ancient Indian History and
Culture of the same University,

Prof, Sircar’s highly learned and informative research-contributions
won for him recognition and an honoured place in the galaxy of eminent
scholars of Indology. In 1949, he was persuaded by the late Dr. N. P.
Chakravarti, the then Director-General of the Archaeological Survey of
India, to join the Department where he rose to become the Government
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Epigraphist for India in 1955. With an inexhaustible stamina for hard
work, he soon brought the Annual Reports on Indian Epigraphy and Epigra-
phia Indica uptodate (contributing about 200 papers in the latter alone),
simultaneously arranging lor the publication of several volumes of the
South Indian Inscriptions sevies. In 1961, he returned to Caleutta University
to adom the chair of Carmichael Professor of Ancient Indian History
and Culture there, which post he holds to this day.

A prolific writer, Dr, Sircar has more than a dozen published treatises
to his credit, while his contributions to the numerous journals and perio-
dicals, both Indian and foreign, run into the formidable number of some
900 papers and notes, Happily for us, their number is still increasing.
Fame and honour have come to him quite naturally; he hag had the dis-
tinction of being deputed by the Government of India to represent the
country at conferences abroad and deliver lectures on the Continent
including the U, 8. 8. R. At home, he has presided over the Early Medi-
eval Section of the Indian History Congress, 1946, the History Section of
the All-India Oriental Conference, 1957, and twice over the Annual
Sessions of the Numismatic Society of India (1955 and 1956). Several
Universities, viz., Calcutta, Lucknow, Madras and Magadha, have invited
him to deliver Lecture-series, most of which have been published.

I

In a country whose socio-economic frame-work has been predomi-
nantly agrarian from the earliest times, a study of tenancy rights and
feudal-ryot relationships in the ancient and medieval periods of her
hi:fary are of prime importance, as many of their features together with
the customs and traditions, sanctified and haloed by age, persist even to
this day. These Lectures throw welcome light on the system of land-
management, practice and procedure of granting land and villages, rent-
free and allied privileged holdings, hereditament, etc,, through the
evidence of pertinent epigraphs discovered both in the north and south
India. Dipping deep into the well of his knowledge, Prof. Sircar has
brought to our notice not only the procedure of such grants but also the
rights, privileges and advantages permissible to the donees from the State,
the king or the grantee, taking, alongside, notice of the burden of taxes
and allied obligations on the tenantry. While literary evidence, parti-
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cularly of the Dharmafastras, may be treated as mere recommendatory
‘to the ruler or rulers and sanctification of the prevalent practices and
usages in these matters, that of the epigraphs attests to the actual and the
current, Assuch, the value of such a study can hardly be over-emphasised,

Thanks are due to two of my former pupils, Sti J.P. Misra, M.A., Head
of the Department of Ancient Indian History and Archaeology, Lucknow
Christian College, Lucknow, and Shri K, 8. Saxena, M. A., Research-
scholar, Department of Ancient Indian History and Archaeclogy,
Lucknow University, for their conscientious labours in seeing this book
through the press, The Upper India Publishing House, Lucknow, have

laid the University of Lucknow under obligation by undertaking the
printing of this work with commendable care.

R. K. Dikshit,
Basant Panchami, Professor and Head of the Department of
Jan. 22, 1969, Ancient Indian History and Archaeclogy,
University of Lucknow,

Lucknow.






INTRODUCTION

I was extremely grateful to the authorities of the University of
Lucknow to have inviter me, about the begioning of the current year, to
deliver a course of lectures under the Dr, Radha Kumud Mookerji
Endowment Scheme, especially because this offered me an occasion to
pay my homage to the outstanding personality of the late Dr. Mookerji
as a great educationist and a [ront-rank researcher in the field of Indo-
logical studies.

I was {ully acquainted with Dr, Mookerji’s writings since my student
days, but had an opportunity of meeting him, for the first time, in
December 1938 at the Allahabad Session of the Indian History Congress.
He was senior to most of my teachers, and [ naturally offered him the
respect due to a teacher. But it was about twenty years ago, when I was
in my thirties, that Dr. Mookerji had an oceasion to express his opinion
about myselll and, to my great surprise, he wrote about my qualificatons
and the value of my Rescarch work in superlative terms; and, {rom that
time, I have always felt a deep sense of gratitude towards him,

The subject of my lectures, viz.,, ‘Landlordism and Tenaney in
Ancient and Medieval India as revealed by Epigraphical Records’,
suggested itsell to me on the perusal of certain recent writings which are
hased on a rather inadequate study of the epigraphic data. This is, of
course, easily intelligible, the number of inseriptions in the various Indian
languages being too many and their interpretation very difficult in many
cases. It, therefore, appeared to me worth the while to place my views
belare scholars lor their kind consideration,

Thanks are due o Shri Kalipada Hore, Department of History,
Ranaghat College, for preparing a valuable and exhaustive Index,

University of Calecutta D.C. Sircar
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CHAPTER 1
LAND AND THE KING
1. Ownership of Land,

In India, the king was theoretically the lord of all land, and the tenants
enjoyed the right of building and oceupying houses and of cultivating the
ficlds on payment of certain dues to him. But the king's rights in respect
of the ownership of land were often relegated, in varions degrees, to the
vassals, viceroys, fiel-holders and privileged tenants, who may thus he
regarded as landlords under the primary lord of land, viz., the king,

Stietly speaking, however, there was a dificrence of opinion between
two groups of ancient Indian writers as regards the king's ownership of
land. One of these twoschools, represented by Jaimini, Sabara and others,
held that the State was not the owner of all land, but was only entitled to
levy taxes from the holdersof the land.! The Fyavaharamayiikhs summarises
the views of this school in the following words: “The whole earth cannot
be donated by the emperor and a provinee by a fendatory ruler. The
ownership of the various villages and ficlds in the entire earth or in a pro-
vince belongs only to the holders of the land, while the kings are entitled
to collect taxes only. Therefore, when kings now make what are technic-
ally called gifts of fields, no gift of land (i.e. soil) is efiected thereby, but
anly provision is made for the donee’s maintenance [out of the taxes, elc.,
granted by the king in his favour]. But, where houses and fields are pur-
chased [by the king} from their holders, he has also [their] ownership in
those cases and, in such cases, he gets the full merit of the gift of land [ifit
is granted].”"* =
" This view emphasises the idea that the king collects taxes in licu of the
protection he offers to the subjects. The reference in the Rgreda to one's
field (urvar@) being on the same level as his head of hair as a personal

1. Pirvamimahsasatra. VI. 7. 3, and Sabara’s commentary thereon.
CI. Kane, Hisiory of Dharma¥astra, Vol. T1, pp. 865-G6.
2, See Kane'sed., p. 91; Hist. Dharm., op. cit,, p. 866.
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'possession! and the Aitareya Brithmanadescribing the Vaisya or agriculturist
- !houscholder as *tributary to another' (anyasya bali-kzt), “to be lived upon
j.' by another' (anpag-@dya) and *to be oppressed at will’ ( yathikama-jyeyali)® -
appear to point to the tenant's ownership ol land and to the king's encroach-
ment upon it, The same conception is supported by suchi works as the
Jitakas and the Bharmadistras. ‘There is an old teadition which is thus
quoted in the Kauliliya Arvthasdstra: “People suffering from anarchy, as
illustrated by the proverbial tendency of a large fish swallowing a small
e, first elected Manu, the son of Vivasvat, 1o be their kiug, and allotted
ane-sixtl of the grains grown, one-tenth of the merchandise and a tax in
cash as payable to the Iatter...... . Hence hermits, too, provide the king
jane-sixth of the grains gleaned by them, thinking that it is due to him who
' protects them. "

On the ather hand, the second school, even acknowledging the king's
responsibility to protect his subjects, lays emphasis on the concept that the
king is not only the embodiment of various divinities and a great god in

_human form, but that he is the lord of the soil—bhiimer-gdhipatir-hi zah.*
" A commentator on the Kuntiliya Arthaidstraalso says, “Those who are well-
versed in the Fdtras admit that the king is the owner of both land aned
water and that the people can exercise their right of ownership over all
ather things excepting these twe.'"® According to Megasthenes, “All India
is the property of the crown and no privale person is permitted to own
linc."*® "That, however, this ownership wasrather theoretical with reference
to the inhabited and cultivated areas of the kingdom is indicated by the

. VIII. 91.5; Vedic Index, Vol. 1, p. 99, .

2. VII. 29.3; Vedic Index, Vol. 11, pp. 255-56, 333. The expression
Jathdkdma-jyryal is often supposed to mean that the Vaisya could Le
removed from his land withoul eause {Pedic Index, Vol. 11, p, 256).

3. Shamasastry's ed., pp. 22-23: Dhinya-sadbhidgam panya-daiabbigai
hiranyain e-asya bliigadheyain prakalpayamdsul. Shamasastry misunderstood
the passage. In the gap in the above-cited section, there is a doubtful part
which seems to mean that the sin of the subjects was atoned by the pay-
ment of taxes even when no fine was imposed on them by the king.

4. G Manusmyei, wWWIIT. 39; also VIL. 7.8. Sce Makdblharata, XII,
GB.40,

5. On II. 20; see Shamasastry’s Lrans., p. 129,

6. CF Raychaudhuri, Pol. Hist. due. Ind., 1938, p. 240,
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fact that the kings were not expected to dispossess the subjects from the
landed property in the lalter’s possession without serious reasons, A well-
known story in Kalhapa's Rijaleraigini states how the Kirkota king
Candripda refused to take away a plol of lund belonging o a tanner by
force because it was ‘another’s land” and how he uliimately purchased the
plot at the tanner's terms.*

Land can be variously classified as cultivable, cultivated, fallow, barren,
low, high, hilly, mavshy, junzgly, ete., ete. There were also land fit for be-
coming a house-site (pdstu}, land reclaimed from river-beds (ef. thajjana,
fulkoliy ere.), ete. Bul from the king’s point of view, Lhe land of the country
could be divided into the lollowing eategorics: (1) State land, (2) land in
the oecupation ol tenants whe paid the king's dues according to agreed
rates, and (3) land in more or less uninhabited and uncultivated areas,
over which the effectiveness of State control varied under different circums-
lances. Each af these categories could e sulidivided into different types.
Thus State land could be of the following kinds: (1) land attached to the
king persunally; (2} ficls allotted (o meinbers ol the royal [amily, officers,
subordinaces, ete.; (3) land cultivated by State larms, and (4) land eulii-
vated by a@rdhikas who were temporary tenants receiving hall the share of
the produce for their labour, and (5) uncultivated and wasteland of various
types. Areas more or less uninhabited and uncultivated covered wide paris
of a kingdom in ancient times, and it is in such regions that new villages
were founded. In the section on the formation of villages, the Kaufiliya
Arthafstra says, “Lands prepared for cultivation shall be given to tax-
payers (karada) only for life. Unprepared lands shall not be taken away
from those who are preparing them lor cultivation. Lands may be confis-
caled from (hose who do not culiivate thent and given to others; or they
may be cultivated by the village labourers and waders; or the owners who

|. Rajatarangini, IV, 55 £ Among Lhe Jitnka stories, the Telapaita
Jalaka speaks ol a king who admits that he had no eomplele contrel over
the kingdom and had no power to punish the subjects except rebels and
wicked people, while the Mahkdpingals and Gandatindu Fatakar describe the
atrocilies of tyraunical kings, which are acis done according to the prinei-
ple of might is right and should not be confused with the lawlul acts of
the kings.
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do not properly cultivate them should pay [or the loss of the State”! The

reference scems to be to State land and not to land in the possession of
permanent lenants,

2. Reclamation of Fallow Land,

The State's eagerness to get the uncultivated flelds cultivated and keep
lands nnder cultivation in ils own interest is easily intelligible so that the
tenant who cultivated the field and paid taxes regularly is scarcely expect-
cd to be dispossessed of the plot of land allotted (o him lorlife at the forma-
tion of the village. This is because it was not possible for the State to
cultivate all reshly acquired or reclaimed land, Not only that, On the
tenant’s death, it would be guite normal for his son and grandson to get a
lease of the same plot of land for the period of their lives successively, And
when the land thus remained in the possession of the same family of tax-
paying tenants for a few generations, it was gencrally regarded to be
its hereditary possession. According to an old saying quoied in copper-
plate grants, “[A plot of land], when it was granted [by the king] with
libation of water (i.e. ceremonially), or was enjoyed by three [successive]
generations, or when good [tenants] bad taken care of it (sadbhi5-ca pari-
falilam), or when it had been granted by the relers of earlier ages, cannot
be confiscated [by the State]."®

The same eagerness on the partof the State allowed a tenant to enjoy,
without paying taxes, a plot of uncultivated land, brought by him under
cultivation for the first time.? The principle issupposed to have been based
on the idea that the hunted deer belongs to the person who hit it first, The
right of tax-free enjoyment of the land in such cases was logical since the
State did not spend any money in the reclamation of the plot, whereas it
wag sure to get taxes, clc., on the {irst tenant’s death when the question of
re-allotting the land to his heir or any other person would come up.

1. 11.4,

2. CL Sircar, Indian Epigraply, p. 176, verse 1: adblir-daitath tribhir-
bluktam sadbli-ca paripalitam | et@ni na nivartante flirva-réja-kridni ca ||

The word paripdlana means ‘taking carc of one’s property’ (sec Monier-
Williams’ Sanskrit-English Dictionary, s.v. paripd).

3. Cf. Jolly, Hindu Law and Custom (trans, B. K. Ghosh), pp. 196-97.
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Copper-plate charters often speak of the grant of land as & rent-free
holding in accordance with the bhdmicchidre-nyGye or the principle of
bliimicehidra,! The Kawtiliya Arthafdsira begins its chapter on blifimicchidre-
vidiina (creation of bhimicehidra) with the provision for pasture ground in
uncultivated tracts,® while the VaijayantikoFa cxplaing bhitmicchidra as ‘land
unfit for cultivation'.? II bAamicehidra was thus understood to mean “wasle
or fallow land', bhiimicehidra-ny@ya would be “the maxim of the waste land’,
according to which, asindicated above,a person Dringing it under culti-
vation was entitled to enjoy it without payment of taxes. The original
meaning of the word chidra in bhimicchidra-ayIya, however, may have been
"piercing’ (i.e. furrowing in the course of cultivation), so that the maya
scems to have originally referred to ‘the cultivation of [waste] land'. But
sometimes ¢hidra was also undersiood in the sensc of ‘a hole, an opening or
agap', and therefore the same principle is mentioned in some cases as
bhiimicehidrapidh@na-nygpae, ‘the maxim of eovering vp bhiimicelidra’.% Since
a plot of waste land could be regarded as a gap in the cultivated area in
one’s possession, reclamation of such land might be technically known as
‘covering up the gap'. In any case, bhiimicchidra-npdya and bhimicchidra-
Pidhdna-nydya are both used to indicate the same principle.

When a new territory was conguered and annexed to the kingdom,
the State lands therein became the property ol the congueror's State,
Thus when the Nasik-Poona region was conquered from the Sakas by
Gautamiputra Satakargi (c, 106-30 A.D.) and was annexed tothe Sita-

1. See Bhattacharya, Kamarupafasandvals, p. 17; Maitreya, Gavdale-
khamala, pp. 16, 39, 61, 97, 154; Majumdar, fur. Peng., Vol I11, pp. 5,21,
63, 74, 87,96, 102, 112, 125, 137, 148; Corp. Ins. Ind., Vol. I1I, pp. 138,
170, 190; éhid., Vol. IV, pp. 21, 35, 41,43, 50, 54, 61, 70, 77, 80, BG, 94,
100, 107, 120, 141, 170,

Vaidyadeva's Kamauli plate bas bhjechidrafi-ca a-kificil-kare-grahyam
(Gaudalekhamala, p. 134).

2. 11.2,

3. Bhiimi-kinda, Vaidya-varga, verse 1B,

4, Misra, Orissa und:r the Bhauma Kings, pp. 15, 26, 36,44, ( 5. In place
of bhumicchidrapidhina, we have also bligmicchidripididne (Ep. Ind , Vol.
KXIX, p. 89) and rarcly bhiimicchidravidiana which is probably due to
scribal error.
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vahana kingdom, the Silavihana king described a plot of land in a village
in the district of Govardhana (Nasik) as formerly in the possession of the
Saka governor but then his own property,) while another plot of land in
the suburbs of the city of Govardhana is deseribed as State land belonging
to the king himselll? The second of the two cases appears to make a dis-
tinction hetween State land and State land attached 1o the ruler himself.

3. Crealion qof Renl-free Holdings.

According to the Rauliliya Arihaidstra, the performers of sacrifices for
the king, his spiritual guide and priest and Brihmanas well-versed in the
Vedas should be granted free-holdings (brakmadeya) exempled [rom taxes
and fines. Itis added that the king's oflicers should also be endowed with
such land though they would have no right to alienate it by sale or

mortgage.?

Generally speaking, there was no great difference in the position of the
vassal and the governor, although rulers of various stages of power and
prestige were found in both the categories. Since a qualified son of an

. Select Inseriptions, p. 1921 khetam ajekdlakiyarn Usabhad@iena blutan..,
eta omha-kheia  (ksetram-adyalilaliiyam- Rpabhadattena  bhukiam, . .clad-asmat-
Ksefram),

2, Thid., p. 194 nagara-sime rdjekars Mietathi amba-satakah (nagara-simii
rifakai kselram-asmal-svalnakam).

3. Sec Shamnsastry's trans., pp. 45-46, GI. Watters, On Yuan Ghwang's
Travels in India, Vaol. I, pp. 177. The king appointed separate officers in
charge of a single village, of ten villages, of a hundred villages and ofa
drfaor thousand villages, I anything wrong is done in the village, the
head man would eracicate it; butin case he is unable to do It, he should
report to the ruler of ten villages, who would do the needful. I the officer
in charge of ten villages is unable to do the job, he was to request the ruler
afa hundred villages to take action in the matter. But il that officer also
fails to do anything, he should report to the ruler of 2 defa or thousand
villages, who will by all means have to do whatever is required. See
Visnusmyti, 111, 53-8, Manu (VII, 115-19) includes the lord of twenty
villages in the chain and adds that whatever is payable by the villagers 1o
the king in the shape of lood, drink, fuel, ete., should be paid to the village
headman, while the rulers of ten, twenty, hundred and thousand villages
would enjoy one tulz of land, five kulas, a village and a township respecti-
vely,
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olficer was often installed in the [ather’s position on the latter’s death, the
territory under a governor would be practically under a vassal during the
rule ol his son or grandson, When the governor ora small vassal chief
wanted to create a rent-free holding in lavour of a Brihmana or a deity, he
applied to the king and apparently paid the price ol the land in question
at least on n theoretical basis, In such a transaction, it was believed,
according to an old Indian convention, that fve-sixths of the religious
merit for the pious act would go to the purchaser of the land and one-
sixth! of it to the king whose government alone could createarent-free
hiolding. L the State did not receive any compensation for the loss of
revenue, Lthe entire merit aceruing to the donation was believed to go to
the king. Without clearly referring to thesale in such cases, many charters
state that a particular tax-fiee holting was created by the king at the
request of a subordinate. But the suliordinate’s name was mentioned in
royal charter in this way only when he was considered to be of some
importance. When he grew more powerful, he isued charters himself
stating that he had received the permission of the king for the creation of
the holding. With lurther growth in his power, his charters were issued
without reference to the king's permission, but without concealing his
subordinate pesition, or indicating it somewhat vaguely. When still more
powerlul, he issued his grants withoul any reference to the king and some-
times endowing himsell with a combination of subordinate and imperial
titles, which could insome cases be so interpreted as to signify either his
subordinate position or an independent status, The fnal stage was, of
course, represented by his charters issued as a full-ledged independent
ruler® In this way, a landlord became ultimately transformed into a
king.

As regards the land made a rent-free holding at the request of subordi-
nates, il was generally lying within their fef or estate, In the case of Jand

1.. The king's share of the merit was equal to his share of the produce
of the tenants’ fields,

2. For these points, . £f Iad., Vol, XXXIIT, p. 50. See also Select
Inseriptions, pp. 331, 344, 348, 353 (notes), 362, 375,421; Ep. Ind,, Vol.
XXII, pp. 139 H; Vol XXVII, p. 329; Vol. XXVIII, pp. 109,201, 266,
284, 332; Vol XXIX, p. 186; Vol. XXX, p. 139.
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forming part of fiels which royal officers of aneient India and members
of the royal family usually enjoyed temporarily, their occupants lost the
taxes [rom the land in question so long as they werein its possession; but
the State’s loss of revenue was greater since the land normally remained
rent-free even when the estate in which it way situated reverted to itor
was subsequently allotted to same other officer. That is why fel-holders
had to compensate the State’s loss at least pardally for the creation of
revenue-free holdings within the fiefs as otherwise they could scarcely
expect the [ull religious merit aceruing to the pious act. There are cases
where a king is found to ratify the rent-free holdings ereated in their fiefs
by officers and members of the royal family.!

It appears that a number of the grants ofrent-free land issued by the
kings were really made on behall'of persons whose names are not mention-
ed in the documents. In a few cases, even though the grant is recorded in
the king's name, an endorsement at the end of the document says thatit
was made by an individual, and, inreality, thereis a contradiction between
the fact as stated in the charter proper and the endorsement. It also
appears that there was an amount of reluctance on the part of the State 10
admit the fact that a grant was really made after receiving money froma
party. Ina few cases, the real fact is indicated in a vigue way, sometimes
by intreducinga person without any cstensible relation with a charter
stated to bave been grauted by the king. In this connection, reference
may be made to the epithet dipaka applied to a person ina number of
Paramara charters. The word is generally understood by scholars in the
sense of ditaka or the executor of a grant. Since, however, the epithets
dapake and duia aresometimes applied to the same person in the same
context,? it is possible to think that the word da@paks indicated the real
donor of the grant which was ratified by the king.?

Some copper-plate charters of the Gupta age record thesale of exten-

1. See Ep. Ind., Vol. XXX pp. 50-51; cl. the Vangiya Sahitya Parisad
plate of Vidvaripasena (Majumdar, s, Beng., Yol I11, p. 147; JAS,
Letters, Vol, XX, pp. 20G-07).

2. CfL Ep. Ind., Vol. XXI1, p. 76, versc 39,

3. Fora discussion on the problem, see Sircar, Indian Epigraphy, pp.
114 £,
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sive plots of State land in Bengal to any applicant paying the usual price
and the State’s acceptance of his proposal to create a rent-free holding out
of the purchased areain favour of Brihmanas or religious institutions.!
For the ¢reation of such rent-free holdings, a person had to apply to ithe
distriet authorities, and the record-keepers attached to the board of admi-
nistration had to certify about the availability of land at the price offered
by the applicant, The price was then accepled and the creation of the
holding was sanctioned. In these cases, the land was mostly of the bhila
(fallow land which had been previously cultivated) and aprabota (waste
land that had not been previously cultivated) categories, and the Siate’s
intorest in its disposal at a cheap rate is intelligible, The donees of such
charters became landlords, and their interest layin the development of
the area by [ounding habitations, markets, etc., and arranging for the
cultivation of the fields, Wiih the development of such an area, the neigh-
bouring vegions were easier for the State to develop, Moreover, when a
landlord died without leaving an heir or when he committed a erime like
rebellion against the State, the whole estale was expeeted to revert Lo the
State.

- -

4. Confiscation of Landed Property.

That escheat property reverted to the State is clearly indicated by many
charters in which the privilege of appropriating such property within his
estate was specifically granted to the donee.?

There were other recognised ways of resuming gift lands without blem-
ish. A filth century copper-plate grant of king Pravarasena II of the
Vikitaka dynasty of Berar lias the following passage: ““And this condition
of the charter should be maintained by the Bralhmanas (i.e. the donees)
and by the rulers, namely that [the donees should enjoy the donated estate]
as long as the moon and the sun endure, provided that they do not rise in
rebellion (a-droha-pravriia) against the State which is an aggregate of seven
constituent elements (yiz , the king, the ministers, the allies, the territory,
the fortresses, the army and the treasury), that they are on hostile terms

L. Select Insgripiions, pp, 387 1., 342 {T., 346 (T., 350 fT,, 359 [T
2. CL Ep. Ind., Vol. XXVIII, p. 261 and note 13,
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(sadgramait kurvaldm) with the slayers of Brihmanas and with the robbers,
adulterers and traitors to the king (ra@j-@pathya-karin) and that they do no
wrong to the other villages, But, il they act otherwise or assent [to such
acts], the king will commit no theftin confiscating the estate, 't

A similar condition is noticed in the Purushotiampuri plates of the
Yidava king Ramacandra (1271-1211 A.D.), in which it is stated that
the gift land should not be sold or mortgaged by the donees who should
follow the right course of action, that prostitutes should not be given quar-
ters there, that the donees shovld not form into an armed band and that
gambling should not be permitted in the estate. If these conditions were
not vinlated, then anly the donees and their descendanis were entitled o
enjoy the estate permanently.®

The confiscation of a village in the possession of RFja Nigapila by the
Caulukya king Bhima of Gujarat, because the former rose in rebellion
against the latter, is referred to in a document (dated 1231 A.D,) quoted
in the Lekhapaddhnti?
EMtlmugh it is quite clear from epigraphic and literary records that
pious kings of India generally respected the rent-free holdings created by
earlier rulers either of their own family or of other dynasties, a significant
Fact revealed by the copper-plate grants is the persistent fear of the donors
that their gifis might be resumed by the future rulers of their own families
or other royal families This clearly estallishes the fact that resumption of
rent-free holdings or collection of taxes from them by the rulers was a far
{from uncommon feature in the administration of those days. The donors
arc thereflore often found to request their successors Lo be so good as to
preserve the gifts and usnally quoted certain old stanzas declaring the
virtue accruing to the gift of land and its preservation as well as the great
sin resulting from the confiscation or resumption of gift lands, Thus in
some records we have, “And those kings who shall be born in our lineage—
by them this grant should not be confiscated, but should be assented to;
and the customary dues payable to the king should not be taken. And

I, Cf Select Inseripitions, p.424, note 2. Fleet misundersiood the pass-
age (Corp. Ins, Ind., Vol. 111, p. 242). Cf. confiscation called a case of theft.

2. Ep, Ind., Vol. XXV, p. 218; Sircar, Indian Epigraphy, p. 140.

3. A.K. Majumdar, The Canlukyas o f Gujarat, pp. 245-46.
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whosoever may confiscate the grant, he shall become invested with the
guilt of the five great sins and the minor sins. And it has been said in the
Mahibhirata by the Venerable Vydsa, ‘O Yudhisthira, the best of kings,
carcfully preserve land that has been given whether by thyself or by an-
other; verily, the preservation of a grant is more meritorious than making
a grant’,,.*;1 ““And this our gift should be assented to and preserved by
[ulure kings, born in our lineage, bearing in mind that riches donot endure
for ever, that the life of man is uncertain and that the reward of a gift of
land helougs in commeon both to him who makes it and to him who conti-
nues it, and he shall become invested with the guilt of the five great sins,
together with the minor sins, who may confiscate this grant or assent o ity
confiscation. And it has been said by the Venerable Vyfsa, the arranger
ol the Vedas, *“The giver of land abidesin heaven forsixty thousand years;
but the confiscator ol a grant and he who assents to an act of confiscation
shall dwell for the same number of years in hell’.,,*";* *“And he (the donor)
enjoins upon future kings—*The ancients whose minds were fixed upon
religion say that the virtue that arises from the preservation of a grant is
greater than that which arises from making a grant; therefore your mind
should verily incline to preserve land that has been given to a Brihmana
of very pure [amily and holy learning. Thereflore this gift should be pre-
served by you also. And they cite on this point the verses that were sung
by Vyiisa....o..nnn. P ele.

5. Reclamation of Fallow Land in the Rent-Free Estates.

The learned Brahmanas and temple authorities of ancient India con-
tributed very considerably to the reclamation of [allow or wasie land in
different kingdoms, because it was they who mosily received free gifis of
rent-free holdings from the kings and became landlords thereby. Alearned
Brihmana of any area of the country was held in high esteem at the royal
court in any other part. But the Brihmanas of such centres of learning in
U.P. as Kanyakubja, Kolafica (Krogafica), Sravasti and Mukidvastu were
specially honoured by the people in Eastern India, particularly in North

1. Corp, Ins. Ind., Vol. 11, pp. 118 19,
2. Ibid., p. 167.
3. Ibid., p. 194.
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Bihar and Bengal. There is evidenee to show that the settlement of a large
number of Sriivasti Brihmanas in the jungle areas about the present Hili-
Balurghat region of North Bengal led to the change of its old name of
Pihuniyojana to Srivasti.) The Bangaon plate of king Vigrahapila 111
(eleventh century A.D.) suggests how the loeal Brihmanas of North Bihar
proudly traced their descent from distant U.P. ancestors, even througlh
women in the chain, and how they were eager o settle U.P. Brihmanas
comfortally in their region by giving their daughters in marriage to the
latter,® A Brahmana officer of Vigrahapila ITI, who had some Kolifica
lsloed in his veins, arranged [or the creation ol a rent-free estate in his own
ficfin favour of another Braihmana [rom Koldfica. Indeed, the ahove facis
revealed by the Bangaon plate lie at the root of the development of the
custom of preserving genealogical accounts (fula-pafiji) and of the social
institution known as Kulinism in North Bihar and Bengal.

Sometimes even copper-plate inscriptions recording the sale of a plot of
land and the amount to be paid annually by the purchaser contain the
quotation of old stanzas praising the gift of land and deprecating its
resumption.® This is because, according to an ancient Indian convention
referred to in the Mildkserd, the sale of land had also 1o be represented as
a gilt.* The Lekhapaddhati shows that some of the privileges attached to
rent-free land were mentioned in the documentsof medieval Gujarat, even
when a house was sold, while, during Maratha rule in Western India, land-
grants gencrally referred to the right over jala-tara-{yna-kagtha-pasane- nidhi-
nikgepa often noticed in early records as we shall see later on. The Indo-
British courts decided that these expressions conferred on the grantee the
ownership of the soil and that their ahsenee from the document might
indicate that the grant related only to the revenue income.®

l. See Ind, Hist, Quart,, Vol. XXXVI, pp. 194 ff.

2. Ep. Ind., Vol XXIX, Pp. 48 .

3. CF. ibid., Vol XXVIII, pp, 44 T,

4. See the Miugkjard commentary on the YajRavalkyasmpti, 11 114:
Sthavarasya vikraya-pratigedial.. dina-prasafisdc-ca  vikraye-'pi kartauye sa-
hiragyam-udakam dattvd dana-riipepa dihdvara-vikrayai kurydt,

5. A.K. Majumdar, op. cil., p. 248; Lekhapaddhati, p; 35; Kane, History
of DharmaSdsira, Vol, 11, Part i, p. 865,
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6. Bali and Blizga.

We have seen above how Vaivasvata Manu, the first king, was allotted
one-sixth share of the grains, one-tenth share of the articles for sale and a
tax in cash, according to a tradition recorded in the Kawliliya ArthaSastra.
According to Megasthenes, the husbandmen of Maurya India paida fourth
part of the produce of the soil and also a land tribute apparently in cash,
other important State dues mentioned by him being tribute and prescribed
services from (racders and eatile from herdsmen and the birth and death
taxes, fines and tithes on sale in the urban areas,! although Indian sources
generally speak of the king’s grain-share to be one-sixth and not one-
fourth,

That the principal sources of State revenue were the land-tax and the
grain-share is also suggested by the earliest epigraphical records of India.
Although the Amarakoge (about the sixth century A, D.) regards the words
kara, bali and bhzga (bifgadicya) as synonymous, there is no doulit that
once hali and bldga were considered to be diferent types of kara which
indicated ‘revenue in general'. Thus the Rummindei pillar inseription®
af Adoka (c. 272-232 B. C.) and the Junagadh inscription® (150A, D.) of
Rudradiiman make a clear distinction between bali and blgga. The
Buddhist king Adoka visited Lumbini.grima, the birth-place of the
Buddha, on pllgrimage and, on that occasion, granted the holy place (i.e.
the people of the locality) freedom from the payment of bali {tdbalika) and
the privilege of paying the bhgge at the concession rate of one-eighth
(@sta-bhdgika). The word blaga, of course, means the king's grain-share
which was normally muech higher than one-sighth. The bali that was
abelished from Lumbini-grima was apparently the land-tax mentioned
by Megasthenes and the tax in cash referred to in the Kaulifiye Arthefa-

I. Raychaudhuri, Pol. Hisl, Arg. Ind., 1938, pp. 240-4|; Sircar, Indien
Epigraphy, p. 389, note 2,

2. Select Inseriptions, p. 70 hide Bhagovah jGie ti Lummini-gime whaltke
kate atha-bhagiye ca (iha Bhagavan jatal iti Lumbini-gramal udbalitah kytal
Gsta-blagikal ca).

3. Ibid., p. 173 : yalk@vatl-praptair-bali-sulka-bhageily kd{ka)naka-rajata-
vajra-vaidiirya-raln-opasaya-vig yandamana-koseva ; ef p. 174 : apiduyited kara-
vigti-pranayakriydbhi’ paura-jinapadan janam.
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#lra. This tax appears to haye been Jevied [rom homestead land, orchards,
ete., and probably in lieu of bhaga with reference to particular crops. One
passage in the Junagadh inseription enumerates (he State’s dues from the
subjects as kera (tnxes in general), visti (unpaid labour) and pranayakriyd
(benevolence or emergency impost), while another passage mentions the
items of the king's revenue income as bali (land-tax), Fulka (tolls, ete.)
and bhigga (share of the produce of the fields). It is significant that the
word fara (taxes in general) has not been mentioned in the second passage
apparently because bali, Fulka and bhdga were three of its different types?
The wonfd bali originally meant ‘the offering toa deity™ as well as
Tthe teibute to a king'. Tt was therefore, at first, whatever a king received
or exacted from his subjects as also [rom the subdued rulers or peoples,
the contributions of the subjects gradually developing into fxed taxes
payable regularly for a definite period. At the same time, the name bhiga
(literally, ‘a share’) was becoming popular in the sense ol the portion of
the produce of the fields to be paid by the tenants to the king, the propar-
tion heing soon standardised. BhAgga therelore scems to have been origin-
ally the principal part of bali though it gradually developed a distingt
meaning.® Thisis why bali and digge were usually regarded as syno.
nyms even in later works. But bali is conspicuaus by its absence in later
epigraphical records except in Tamil inseriptions which speak of land,
granted rent-free for the performance of services; as mmbalika (also Tound

I. As to the obligation of the artisans and other workers to offer free
scrvice to the king for one day in the month, Manu (VII. 138) has—
Kérukan 5ilpinas-c-giva 8 jidr@ns-c-aimopajivinal | ckaikah kirayet karma mast
masi maliipaiely || while Visnu says, Filpinah karma-jivina-ca Siidrai-ra
masen-aikam rajfiak karma kurynh.

2, It is sometimes wrongly supposed that, in the Rummindei pillar
edict and the Junagadh inseription, the word bkaga (the king’s share of the
produce] is distinguished not only from bali but also from kara (Ghoshal,
Hindu Revenue System, p. 290},

8. Cf. Vedic Index, Vol. 11, p. 62.

4, Bhigadugle of the early Vedic texts literally means ‘the distributor
ol shares'. CI. Vedic Index, Vol. 11, pp. 100,200, His duty seems to have
been to collect taxes in kind and to distribute the grains among the king's
different granaries or among the king and his dependants.
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as umbalam and umbalitkai)® standing for Sanskrit wdbalika mentioned in
the Rummindei inscription.

The absence of bali in later Sanskrit inscriptions is no doubt due to the
Fact that the conception of bali, as distinguished from bAdga, wns signified
therein by other technical words, Thus an inscription of the Sdtavahana
king Pulumivi (e, 130-59 A. D.) speaks ol deya (what has to be oflfered or
paid in cash) and meye (what has to be measured).! Of the two items,
meya seems to be the same as bidga or the king’s grain-shave, while deya or
dues would be either the same as bali or the periodical offerings later
called bhoga,

The charters of the kings of Sarabhapura, who ruled in the fifth and
sixth centuries A, D, often mention only Moga-biEge as the dues payable
by the tenants to the king.? These two words are found in many copper-
plate grants, and, while blgga iz understood in the sense of the king's
grain-share, dlitga is taken to mean periodical offerings. It is difficult to
explain the absence of dali here unless of course it is thesame as bhoga. But,
in the copper-plate grants of the kings of Uccakalpa, who also flourished
in the same area in the same age, viz., the last quarter of the fifth century
A.D. as well as in the fiest half of the sixth, the king’s receipts from the
tenanis are enumerated as (1) raje-blavye-kara-prabiya,® (2) blaga-bhoga-
kara-pratydya,® (3) bhiga-bhoga-kara-hiranyadi-pratyaya®, (4) Fulka-bhdga-
bhoga-kara-hiranyadi- pratyara,’ (5)  bhaga-bhoga-hara-livany-gval-adi-
pratygyaf ete. In the first of these instances, reference is made to kara and
fratyaya payable o the king in future, so that bara and fraly3ya seem to
be distinguished. Kara-fralpdya may also mean ‘income in the shape of
kara.! The suggestion is probably supported by the mention of rdja-blhogye-
kara-hiranya-pratyiya, possibly meaning the income (praiyiyre) enjoyed by

1. See T.N. SBubramanian, South Indian Temple Inseriptions, Vol. I1II,
Part ii, Glossary, p. lxxxiii.
» Seleet Inseripiions, p. 195,
. Gorg, Ins. Ind., Vol. 111, pp. 194,198,
. Ibid,, pp. 133, 137,
. dbid., p. 118.
. Ibid., pp. 127, 131,
. Bid., p. 122,
. Ibid., p, 187,
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the king in the shape of kara and hiranya in records like the Naihati plate
of the Sena king Ballilasena (c, 1159-79 A, D.) of Bengal,! The second
and third instances appear to speak of kara in the shape of bligga and bhoga,
to which fulka is added in the fourth instance, while the third and lourth
instances appear to mention fratyire including birapya and other items, to
whicl the filth instance adds dv@t-Gya. There is no question here ol agra-
dual increase in the number ol levies, The difference is due to the
dilference In the extent of royal (avour to the various donees,

The word kara, rom the root kror A7~ ‘to injure or kill’, means ‘revenue
or taxes in general” which the tenants considered to be an oppressive burden,
while praiyara is the same as 3ya, ‘income or revenue’, so that the two are
essentially the same. But, in technically distinguishing them, epigraphical
records referred to above probably include fulka (Lolls), bhaga (grain share)
and bhaga (periodical offerings) in kara, though fhiranya (revenue payable
in cash) and Fvdt-Eya (income resulting from the effects of storms) are
included in praby@ya. Bali, in such cases, may have been indicated by
fratpliva or kiranya,

A similar modification in the significance of bhdga also is sometimes
noticed in later records. Thus the Alina plates® of a Maitraka king, dated
in 766 A. D., record the gilt of a village together with privileges including
blioga-bhaga and dh@nye-hirapy-ddeya. Since the word dhdnpa means
fgraing', it is difficult to distinguish it from bhdga or the king's share of the
grains. It is, however, probable to think that dhdnye, distinguished from
bhiga as in the case cited above, meant not the king's share of the produce
but the small contributions in grains made by the tenants for the mainten-
ance of royal officials such as the village watchman, the village headman
(modern Patel) and the accountant-clerk (modern Patvar]) assisting the
headman in realising the king's dues from the villagers, Various kinds of
exactions of this nature are known [rom early medieval inseriptions as we
shall see in the course of these lectures, But the difficulty is that, in some
cases, only dhdnya-hirapy-ddana is mentioned and dfioga-bhaga is absent® and
that, in such cases, dianya and hiranya have probably to be understood

1. Ins. Beng., Vol, 111, p. 74.
2, Corp. Ins. Ind., Vol. 111, p. 179.
3. See Gadre, Important Inscriptions from the Baroda State, Vol. 1, p. 23,
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respectively in the sense of blidga and bali. That dhdnya indicated the same
thing as biiga i3 also suggested by the Basim plates of Vindhyadakt IT,
which mention furanya, dianya and prapaya together.! Moreover, some
records include fulya-meya in the list of prafy@yas along with bidga-bhoga-

hirapya, and here tulya-meya may mean tolls on commodities sold in the
markets,”

I, Select Inseriptions, pp. 406-09.
2, Sircar, Indian Epigraphy, p. 394,



CHAPTER 11
LAND AND THE LANDLORDS
1. Ownershipp of Trees.

Particular trees in the land under the occupation of tenants were
regarded as belonging to the State. There were also other items such as
shrubs, etc., which the ordinary tenants were not allowed to appropriate.
The privilege to enjoy them was often granted or sold to the tenaats.

Itis well known to the student of Indian epigraphy that many of the
copper-plate charters of North Indian rulers of the early medieval period,
such as the Pilas of Bengal and Bihar, record the grant of revenue-free
land together with the right to enjoy the fruits of mango and mahua trees,
this particular privilege being denied toan ordinary lenant.! The charters
of the rulers of East Bengal like the kings of the Candra and Varman
dynasties mention the mango and jack trees in place of mango and mahua,
that part of the country producing no mahua at all.* But the Barrackpur
plate of Vijayasena shows that the monopoly of the king and the landlord
not only covered the mango and jack trees but extended to the arecanut
and coconut palms,® while the grantsof his son and grandson mention
only arecanut and coconut palms and not any other tree,* so that mango
and jack trees were not considered the royal monopoly at least in parti-
cular areas or in special cases, The Ramganj plate of Ifvaraghosa shows
that mango was regarded as a monopoly in some paris of Bengal, even
during the age of the Senas.® The Vangiya Sihitya Parisad plate of
Viévariipasena, who flourished in the first quarter of the thirteenth century
in Eastern Bengal, offers us an interesting case of a person acquiring ten-

1. Cf. Gaugdalekhamidla, pp. 39,61, 97, 154

2. Ins. Beng., Val. 111, pp. 5, 21,

3. Ibid., p. 83.

4. Ibid., pp. 74, 87, 90,102, 112, 125, 137, 147.

5, Ibid,, pp. 153-54¢. Majumdar’s attempt to include mahua in the
passage iz due to misunderstanding.
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ancy right over a plot of land by purchase and the landlord’s or privileged
tenant's right over the same land being conferred on him by the king by
making it a rent-free holding.}

A section of the Vangiya Sahitya Parisad plate speaks ol a big piece of
land, measuring 165 uddnas® and yielding the annual revenue income of
100 puragas (equivalent to 128000 cowrie-shells),” which was attached to
the patioli and had been purchased by Pangdita Haldyudha from certain
tenants named Sauvasi, Kirito, Maito, Ucchoka and others who were in
possession of different plots of the area in question, The word patiofi pri-
marily meant “a deed of purchase’, though it is sometimes used to indicate
‘land purchased and owned by virtue of a pattely’ exactly asin the case of
1Emra, Sgsana or Emrg-iirana which meant both ‘a copper-plate charter’
and ‘land held as a [ree-holding by virtue of a copper-plate grant’.* The
said piece of land, the boundaries of which were fixed and well known,
was situated in the village of Ajikulipataka in the small administrative
unit (cafuraka) of Navasahgraha which formed part of the bigger unit
(@ortti) of Madhuksiraka. The Sena king is stated to have granted the
land in favour of Haliyudha as a fasana or free-helding. It will beseen
that the donee had already been in possession of the land as an ordinary
tenant, so that the king now merely made ita rent-free estate and the
tenant became a landlord or privileged tenant. As the holder of a paiteli
he had to pay taxes; but he no longer remained under that obligation as
the holder of a $dsana.

It is further stated in the same section of the inscription that, along
with the above piece of land, was granted to Haliyudha a kalana (appar-
ently meaning ‘an arecanut plantation’) situated on the sdsin (homestead
land) portion of it. The produce of this plantationis stated to have been

1. See ibid., pp. 140 ff., 177 f.; also Fourn, As. Sac., Letters, Vol XX,
p. 205,

2. CI. Sircar, Indian Epigraphy, p. 4186, for this land measure, the exact
area of which cannot be determined.

3. This was the popular silver coin of early medieval India, also called
dharana, karggpana (kihan), riipaka and dramma. Its theoretical weight was
24 ratis, though it weighed less actually. According to Bhiiskardcirya’s
Lil@vatiand the arithmetical tables of medieval Bengal, it was equal to
1280 cowrie-shells.

4. Indian Epigraphy, pp. 103-04,
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3000 betelnuts per annum, the price of which was calculated to be an
annual income of 40 purd@nas, i.. at the rate of 75 nuts per purdna equival-
ent to 1280 cowrie-shells, each nut being valued at the high price of about
17 cowries, It has to be noticed that the rent-paying holders of the land,
from whom Haliyudha purchased it, did not own the betelnut plantation,
because its possession was a monopoly of kings and landlords. When
Haliyudha became the landlord by securing the land from the king as a
free-holding, the right of ownership of the plantation had to be automatic-
ally made aver to him,

Halayudha's annual income from the said piece of land was thus 100
plus 40 pur@nasr=140 purdnas. The small revenue income of 100 silver coins
(equivalent to 128000 cowrie-shells) per annum is explained in the epi-
graph by stating that the area was in ruins, #.¢, was depopulated (Sanskrit
ulsanna, Bengali vechanna). Elsewhere, the charter says that the donee and
his descendants such as sons, grandsons and others had the right to enjoy
the land at their pleasure by causing on them the erection of temples, ex-
cavation of tanks, plantation of betelnut, coconut and other plants and
trees and similar other works which were apparently not possible for rent-
paying tenants to do without special permission of the State.

Another section of the Vangiya Sahitya Parisad plate speaks of a plot
of land (measuring 25 ud@nas and yielding 50 purdnes per annum) in the
village of Deulahasti within the Lauhanda-caturaka which is stated to
have belonged to the State and attached to the king (rdja-lita),! but was
held jointly (cf. vdra) by the tenants Aranto, Kdmya, Pinthaniga and
others, from whom Pandita Halyudha secured it as a pattoli by purchase.
This plot was also made a rent-free holding in favour of Halayudha by the
king.®

Asregards trees which were State monopoly, Oristan records some-
times speak of mango and mahua® and also of the tamarind tree and palm-
yra palm besides containing vague relerence to woods (aranya), shrubs
(gulma), trees (prksa), creepers (la!d@), branches (vitapa) eic.' Some of them

1. The same type of State land has probably been called rdja-sambhoga
in the Manahali plate (Gaudalekhamala, p. 154).

2. See Journ, As. 8vc., Letters, Vol. XX, pp. 203.04.

3. Ep. Ind., Vol. XXVIII, pp. 325, 327,

4, Ibid., p. 327; cl. pp. 66-67,291, etc,
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mention various trees including sisii, madhika and tafa! The Candella
records often include, besides mango and mahua, such other plants as
asana, sugarcane, safflower, cotton plantand hemp and deposits of grass
and leaves (or grass-fields and betel-leal plantations).* Somelimes early
inscriptions of South India meation grass and wood as well as myrobalan,
vegetahles and flowers in the list of privileges granted (o the landlords.”
Shrubs and branches ( jhdla-vitapa)* generally and jungles (sana) cccasion-
ally are also included in the list of royal monopolies in the copper-plate
grants of the Sena kings of Bengal.® In a few cases, shrubs and branches
are mentioned in the same conlext in the inscriptions of the Pilas as well.?
The reference to branches is interesting in view of the fact that the tenants,
orat least a class of them, were not entitled to appropriate even the
branch of a tree Lrought down by storms. It isdifficult to say, without
further light on the subject, whether the tenants enjoyed better rights in
the earlier ages and these records of the early medieval period pointtoa
curtailment in the tenancy rights. But probably the same stute of ithings
also prevailed in the earlier periods. This is suggested by some South
Indian epigraphs referring to kdistha or Muel, to which reference has been
made above,

2. King’s Share of Grains.

We have seen how the king's share was one-fourth of the produce
according to Megasthenes, but one-sixth according to early Indianautho-
rities, and how it was less than one-eighth which was a concession rale
according to the Rummindei pillar inscription of Afoka. There was pro-
bably no unanimity about the proportion of the king's share which may
have been more or less according to the quality of the soil and the cropait

1. JBORS, Vol XVII, pp. 1 IT.; Sircar, Indian Epigraphy, p. 401.

2, Ep, Ind,, Vol. XXXII, p. 122,

3. Select Inceriptions, 1942, p. 439,

4, The expression jhala-vilapa is often taken to mean ‘various kinds of
shrabs’. But, in the Orissan epigraph cited above, witapa and gulma are
mentioned separately, and, if gulma is *a shrub®, silapa means more plausi-
bly ‘a branch’.

5. QI. Ins, Beng., Vol. 111, pp. 63, 74, 87, 96, ctc. The Ramganj plate
has ‘trees, grass, branches and creepers’ (ibid., p. 154).

6. Gaudalekhamald, p. 154,
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produced. Thus the Manusmyrfi® prescribes one-sixth, one-eighth or one-
twellth as the king’s share of the grains (dhdnys). But one-sixth seems to
have been a well-recognised normal standard for the staple crops. Thisis
probably indicited by the early Indian convention regarding the king
getting one-sixth of the merit for creating a rent-free holding in favour of
gods and Brahmanas out ol State land sold to a party, as revealed by epi-
graphic records like the Mallasarul plate,®

In this connection, it is interesting (o note that East Indian records®
somctimes mention a royal officer entitled Sasthadhikrta, literally ‘the
superintendent of the one-sixth (i.e, the one-sixth share)’, who was undoub-
tedly the officer in charge of the collection of the royal share of the produce
of the ficlds under the tenants, The same officer ie probally mentioned in
the inscriptions of the Kathiawar region as Dirusddhikaranita literally,
‘the superintendent of the officein charge ol the fixed (i.e. the fixed share)’,
and it has been pointed out that Dhruva, no doubt a contraction of Diru-
vidhikaranika, is still used in the said region to denote ‘a person who, on the
part of & Réja, superintends the collection of the royal share of the produce
which is made by the farmers of revenue'.' The word dirisa (fixed),
however, seems to suggest that there was not asingle rate, but that diffe-
rent rates for different types of fields, crops or tenants were fixed by the
State in the area in question. It may be pointed out that the Dhrusidhi-
karanika seems sometimes also to be called Dhruvasihinddhikaranika,® i.e

1. VII, 130, Manu further prescribes 1. ofanimals and gold (or coins)
and L of wood (or trees), meat, honey and many other articles. Accord-
ing to the Vignugmyed (IT1, 10 ), the king should collect, on account of
bali, £ out of paddy and other crops, 27 out of animals, gold (or coins)
and cloth, 1 out of meat, honey, clarified Dbutter and various other items,

out of the articles made in his own kingdom and 1. out ofarticles made
in other countries. (Cf Watters, op. cit., Vol. I, p. 176).

2. Select Inseriptions, p. 362, text line 11; cf. tapaj-jad-bhiga referred to
in the Abhijfianasakuntala, Act II, verse 13. According to the Vignusmrti
(IIL. 13-14), the king should not levy taxes from the Brahmanas because
he shares the latter’s religious merit and enjoys L of the pious and sinful
acts of the subjects,

3. Gandalekhamalad, p. 16, text lines 44-45.

4. Corp. Ius. Ind., Vol. 111, p. 170, note.

5, Cf, Select Inseriptions, 1942, p. 404,
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the superintendent of the office in charge of the place where the dhruve was
preserved, probably meaning the king's threshing floors and granaries.
Thus the officer may have been in charge of both the collection and storing
of the king’s grain share.

As regards the tenants' obligations to the local administrators, the
Manusmrti' offers us an interesting information. According to this, the
king appointed a Gramika or headman over each village, a ‘lord of ten’
over each unit of ten villages and likewise ‘lovds of twenty, hundred and
thousand’ respectively over units of twenty, hundred and thousand villages.
As regards remuneration, the lords of thousand, hundred, twenty and ten
villages enjoyed respectively a city; a village, five kular of land and one
kula of land, while the headman of the village received all that was daily
payable by the villagers to the king in the shape of food, drink, fuel and
other items, As we shall see later, some of these obligations of the tenasits
are mentioned in epigraphical records;

According ta the Kaujiltya ArfM:.ls.rra the tax-paying tenants could
ull or mortage their fields to Lnx-_annrs, while bmhmadqa land in the
pmmnn ol Brahmal;ms muld.h& sald or marlgagcd only to a person

3. Sale of Land,

That the landlords and tenants were often entitled to sell their right to
land is not only indicated by the Vangiya Sihitya Parisad plate of Vidvari-
pasena, to which reference has been made above, but also by other records
discovered in different parts of India, Thus a Nasik inscription says how
Reabhadatta, governor of the Nasik-Poona region under the Saka Satrap
Mahapana (119-24 A.D.) weat to the holy Puskara near Ajmerin Rajasthan
for a ceremonial bath and purchased there, at the price of 4000 kdrsgpanas
{i.e. the silver coins issued by Nahapana), through the Brahmana Virahi-
putra Asvibhiiti, anarea of land belonging to Advibhiiti's father, for mak-
ing a gift suitable for the occasion.? Considering the high price of the land

1, VII, 115-19, See below, p. 44, note 1.

2. See Shamasastry’s trans., pp. 194-95; cf. p, 217, It is stated that
people enjoying rent-free land retained their title to it even when they
lived abroad.

3. Select Inscriptions, 1942, p. 162,
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in this case, itis possible to think that the area in question was quite big
g0 as to form a considerable estate. Its Brihmana owner may therefore
have been a privileged tenant or landlord.

The Madras Museurn plates of the time of Navendradhavala, who
ruled in the Ganjam region of Orissa in the tenth century A.D., offer some
interesting information regarding a fraya-5@sana or document of purchase,
which is really a deed of sale It is recorded in the inscription that a
person named Sedld, who was the son of a Blidpddgarika (store-keeper) and
the grandsan of a Kwlapuiraka (nobleman), once purchased the village of
Tadedvara, lying in Khindaradriga within the mandala or district of
Gomunda, from Silibhafija who may have been a ruler. The said village
was resold by Seda as a kraya-5dsana (land purchased by virtue of a kraya-
Firang or sale-deed) to three persons, viz., Thikira Konvi, Thikera Umba
and Dombf on receipt of a quantity of silver, specified as a little over 10
palas, with the consent of the following persons: (1) Mahds@manta Karetht,
(2) Sonapa, the son of Mak@simanta Ajcard, (3) Khativadimaya, (4)
Thakura Bahuld and (5) Kadukullitga. The names of a number of witnesses *
arcalso quoted in the record. In this case, the village was not a rent-free
holding and its owner was a landlord. Itis, however, difficult to say what
privileges were enjoyed by these rent-paying landlords.

There are cases where the donees of the gift land were entitled to sell
their rent-free estates. Thus the Bemra plates of the Candella king Para-
mardin state as follows in an address to the king®s tenants, etc.; “Be it
known to you that the above-mentioned villages, with their water and
land, with their movable and immovable belongings (sth@vara-farigama),
defined by their boundaries, with that which is below and above the
ground, with all past, future and present imposts (@daya), entrance into
them being forbidden to the Catas (Barkandazes) and the rest......... have
been given, for the sake of our own and our parents’ merit and fame......
with the libation of water from our hand purified by the stems of kufa
grass, the wish for prosperity having been duly recited......,, to the
Brihmanas.........the grant having been made in connection with the

\. Ep. Ind,, Vol, XXVIII, pp. 44 fi. A word comparable with traya-
§dsana is kraya-cinkd used in the Mangraon inscription (ibid., Vel. XXVI,
p. 246),
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intended ground which is to descend to the sons, grandsons and further
descendants [of the donees] for a period equal to the duration of the moon
and the sun. ... Knowing this, you (the tenants) must bring to the donees
the [royal] share [of the crops], the [periodical] offerings [payable to the
king] and everything else. Therelore nobedy should cause any hindrance
to them (the donees) if they enjoy, cultivate, cause to be cultivated, give
away, martgage ar sell these villages, together with their houses and walls,
together with their gates of exit and entrance, together with all their plants,
viz. arana, sugarcane, cotton, hemp, mangoes, mahuas and so forth, to-
gether with their fovests, hollows and deposits (or accumulations on the
soil), together with their mines of metal and so forth, together with their
cow-houses, together with all other objects found within their boundaries,
and together with the external and internal incomes.”*!

As we shall see below, when such a rent-free holding was sold, the land
was treated as rent-paying. Thesame must have also been the case when
it was mortgaged,

Documents like the Maliva plates of the Maitraka king Dharasena IT of
Valabhi, dated 571 AD,, throw light on the problem of the ordinary
tenants selling their landed property, The Maliya plates record the grant
of the following plots of land in accordance with bhamicchidra-nyiya, in
favour of the BrGhmana Rudrabhiiti for enabling the donee to pecform
the five mahdyajfias (the daily duties of a Brihmana): (1) a plot measuring
100 padavartas (i.e. 100 x 100=10000 square feet) at Sivapadraka within
Antardtrd, which was the pratygya of Virasena and Dantika; (2) 15
padavartas to the west of the above plot; (3) a plat measuring 120 padavartas
on the western border of the first plot, which was the pratyaya of Skambha-
sena; (4) 90 padgvarias being the partyaya of a vardhaki (carpenter) in the
castern border of the village called Dombhi-grama; (5) 100 padavartas in
the elevated area at the western border of Vajra-grama; (6) a step-well
with an area of 28 pdddvartas attached to it, being the pratyayaof Mahatlara
(member of the village council) Vikidinna; and (7) 100 padavartas and a
step-well in the locality called Bhumbhusa-padraka, being the pratyaya of
the agriculturist householder (kutumbin) named Botaka.® The word

. Ep. Ind., Vol. IV, pp. 155-56; Sircar, Indian Epigraphy, pp. 395-96,
2. Corp. Ins. Ind., Vol. 111, pp. 164 .
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pratyaya (also sometimes written as fratydya or income)' means ‘a subordi-
nate’, though the meaning in the present context is one’s 'posscssion or
property’. And there is little doubt that either the king purchased the
plots of land Ffrom the persons in question for creating a free-holding In
favour of the donees or he granted to the Brihmanas only the revenue
income of the various plotseven though the real fact is not ¢learly stated in
the inscription, Since the amount of taxes, etc., are not mentioned, the
first alternative appears to be more likely, This is further supported by the
fact that only one among the several persons in possession of the plots is
deseribed specifically as an agriculturist householder and that the others,
eapecially the carpenter, were prabably not hushandmen but individualy
who got their fields tilled by others.

The donees receiving land [rom the kings as a free-holding were some-
times not entitled to sell the property to any other party. In some cases;
we have a specific statement in the copper-plate charters to the effect that
the grant was made in accordance with the custom relating to a permanent
endowment {aksaya-nivi-dharmena).® There is evidence to show that, when
such an endowment was created by depositing some money in a mercantile
corporation, the party, in whose favour it was created, could enjoy only
the interest and had no right to withdraw the amount deposited.® The
grant of land made according to the principle of a permanent endowment
would therefore mean that its produce only could be enjoyed by the dones
and his heirg, but that the land could not be alienated. With or withouta
reference to the custom regarding permanent endowments, some inserip-
tions of the Gupta age discovered in Bengal are known to use the word
apradi in respect of the land and sometimes also a condition as ‘in accor-
dance with the custom relating to aprad@' (apradd-dliarmena) with reference
to the grant.t It seems that aprada (ksetra) and aprad@ (bhiimi) are technical
expressions signilying ‘land to be enjoyed and not be alienated’. The
charters of the Bhauma-Kara kings of Orissa probably indicate thesame

1, Corp. Ins. Ind., p. 170, note 5.

2. See, e.g., the Kanas plate of Lokavigraha (Ep. Ind., Vol. XXVIII,
p- 351).

3. Cf. Select Inscriptions, p. 158 : ele ca k@hapapd apadidatavd vadhibhojd
(ete ca k@rsdpanah apratid dtavydh vrddhi-blojyah).

4. Ibid,, pp. 284, 286, 385, 329, 330, 338,339,



(27 )

conception in the passage a-lekhani-pravefatayd (literally, “with the condi-
tion of no employment of the pen') which seems to refer to the stipulation
that the land in question could not be made by the donee the subject of
any other document.*

It seems that even when the holder of a revenue-free estate was allowed
to sell his property, usually, it no longer remained rent-free, so that the
purchaser would become a rent-paying subject to the king. A section of
the Vaigiya Sahitya Parisad plate refers to a plot of land situated in the
locality called Ghigharikapri-pitaka lying to the east of Jayajihadi in
the raluraka of Urd in Phandradvipa. This land measuring 123 wddnas
and’ yielding 50 purfpar per annum was attached to the $dsana (i.e. land
granted rent-free by means of a charter) in the possession of Rajapandita
Mahesvara who sold it to Pandita Haliyudha, But the king had to grant
the land afresh to the purchaser, Thus he allowed Halayudha the rent-free
enjoyment of the land by recognising its alienation by Mahesvara to whom
the free-holding originally belonged.* It is of course unknown whether
Haliyudha paid any amount of money to the State for the purpose. But it
is quite probable. As weshall sce below, even tegjahsodmya (i.e. complete
control) over landed property could be secured from the State by virtue of
purchase,

There ave cases of the donee of a rent-free holding donating a portion
of the gift land in favour of a third party with the king's consent, Thus
the Daulatpura plate® shows how Bhatta Visudeva received an agrahiars
from the Pratihira king Vatsardja by means of a chavter and donated its
sixth part to Bhaita Visnu with the consent of king Nagabhata II. The
said charter and consent having fallen into abeyance, during the reign of
king Bhoja, that monarch re-granted proportional shares of the agrakara
to the descendants of Vasudeva and Visnu,

4. Landlords and their Privileges,

That the rights of the landlords were not the same is indicated by the
fact that all their privileges are not found in all the records, There were
probably also regional variations in the condition of landlordship in differ-

1. Ep. Ind., Vol. XXVIII, pp. 216; Vol, XXIX, p. 89.
2. Bee Journ. As. Soc., Letters, Vol, XX, pp. 206-07.
3. Ep. Ind., Vol. V, pp. 212-13.
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ent parts of the country, particular privileges being peculiar to an area.
It must, however, be pointed out that, in many charters, the privileges
attached to the grants of land made in favour of the godsand Brihmanas
are vaguely indicated as ‘all such exemptions or customary privileges’ and
that this would indicatea general agreement on the nature of the privileges
at least in an area or a kingdom.

In the inscriptions of the Kannagla-speaking area, sometimes we have
reference to a fiel-holder enjoying only a portion of the revenue income of
an estate. Thus the Ref-holder is represented as governing or managing
an agrahdra or village according to tribhog-gbhyantara-siddhi.t This has been
understood to mean that the person was enjoying only one-third of the
income of the estate, the other two-thirds going in equal shares to gods and
Brihmanas,

Another interesting tenure is also noticed in the recordsof the said
region, Itiscalled pannasa or panngsa in Kannada and seems to stand for
Sanskrit paficdfat probably meaning “fifty per cent'. During the reign of
the Early Calukya king Vijayiditya (696-733 A.DD.), an area of 80 measu-
res of cultivable land is stated to have been granted as pannasa to a Brah-
mana by one who was probably a fief-holder in the district of Vanganir
then under the rule of the Vina (Bina) king. The grant was “made with
due ceremony after the annoucement of the royal order to the effectin the
presence of Cappilivija and the residents of the two villages'.? Itappears
that the donee was allowed to enjoy fifty per cent (7., half) of the produce
or income of the gift land, and this creation of a partially rent-lree holding
in favour ol the Brihmana by the fiel-holder had to be ratified by the king,
There is little doubt that the fiel-holder paid an adequate sum to the State
for obtaining the favour. Another record of the time of Cilukya Vikrama-
ditya IT (73345 A.D.) registers the grantofa pannasa at a village in the
district ruled by Pormukharima on behalfl of the Béna (Vina) king.® In
this case also, the person who made the grant seems to have been a fiefs
holder who purchased the right to create the partially rent-free holding
from the State, Insome cases, the donee isstated to have enjoyed only
half of the bhoga and bhGga, and this refers to the same tenure as the

1. Bomb. Gaz., Vol. 1, part ii, pp. 440, 448,
2. Ep. Ind., Vol. XXX, p. 70.
3. Ibid., p. 14.
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pannara.) The Anastu plates of Siladitya 111 refer to the brahmapavimati
along with rent-free holdings owned by templesand Brahmanas.® It seems
to mean a property, twenty per cent of the revenue of which was enjoyed
by a Brihmana donee. _

There are cates in which the grant of a village is made with the speci-
fication of only those rights of the king which were not' translerred to the
donee, Thus a charter of the Lita chiel Trilocanapila records the gift of
an estate, apparently as a rent-free holding, but without any right over the
following: (1) ridkZna (deposits or accumulations on the soil), (2) alipaka
(income from beessuch as wax and honey), (3) lumarisdhasa (fnes for
abducting an unmarried girl), (1) pefica-makzdoga (fines for the five great
sins) and (5) devo-dvija-daiti (rent-free holdingsin the possession of gods
and Brahmanas).? This means that the donee was entitled to enjoy the
other privileges usally going with rent-free holdings.

The word fdsana means a rija-fasana or royal charter and (gEmra-FFsana
‘aroyal charter engraved ona plate or plates of copper’, Revenue-free
lands granted by ancient Indian rulers in favour of persons, deities or reli-
gious establishments were usually endowed with deeds engraved on durable
timra-paila meaning a plate or plates of copper, although we also know
that such documents wers also written on other materials. A (dmre-Sdsana
was sometimes called a (@mra-petia, and both the words were often used o
indicate the land granted by means of a royal charter, In some cases, the
document and the land granted by it were both called either tdmra or
jarana as already indicated above. Rent-free holdings in the possession of
temples and Brahmanas were often called respectively devadda or devaddye
and brakmadeya or bralmaddye. In South India, the word agraldra was
popular in the sense of a rent-frec holding in the possession of Brahmanas.*

But privileges in respect of the enjoyment of land were sometimes
seoured from the State by various other typesof people, notable among
them being members of the mercantile community as we shall see below.

Thus the donees of royal charters, who became landlords of the estates
granted to them, were not always Brahmagas and temple authorities, and

1. Gadre, Important Inscriptions from the Barada State, Val. I, p. 52,
2. Ibid, pp. 23-24.

3. Ep. Ind., Vol. XXXVI, pp. 14, 18,

4. See Sircar, Indian Epigraphy, pp. 103-04.
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other persons, who sometimes succeeded in getting such estales created
for them by making suitable payments of money to the king or as a result
ofservices rendered to the State, belonged to different communities, An
inscription of the Gaga king Madhukimarnava contains a passage stating
how a Vaify-dgrahdra (a rent-lree estate possessed by a member of the mer-
cantile community) was created by the donor on receipt of 150 riipyas
(silver coins) from the party,}

The nature of a Vanisy-ggrafira or rent-free holding in the possession of
members of the mercantile community, sometimes created by the king on
receipt of suitable sums from a merchant or a group of them, seems to be
illustrated by an inseription of the Sendraka ruler Bhogasaku who is stated
to have recolonised the township of Samagiri along with four ather locali-
ties and given it to the nagara (mercantile guild of the town) headed by
two Sreglhiine or bankers.? The merchants of Samagiri were exempted
from the payment of customs duties permanently throughout the kingdom.
Their property would not escheat to the State in the absence of male heir,
nor should they suffer from umbara-bheda (breaking of the door, f.e. collec-
tion of taxes during their absenceon business trips abroad) and the obli-
gution of providing accommodation (Fedraka) and food (jemaks) to the
State officials. Besides the above, the merchants were entitled to pay fines
for certain offences at the following rates— (1) 10B riipakas (silver coins of
20 ralis) for abduction of an unmarried girl, (2) 32 ripatas for adultery,
(3) 16 riipakas for the mutilation of ears (karna-trodanika), (1) 4ripakas
for striking on the head (fira-sphotana), (5) 108 riipakar from a merchant's
son guilty of adultery witha bhdrikd (female porter ?) and (G) 8 or 16
ripakas (as determined by the pegara-matallakes or members of the town-
council) from one caught in naiga (in the course of committing adul-
tery?).® There can belittle doubt that the merchants of Samagiri obtained
the above privileges [rom the State against payment of a suitable sum of
mongy. The fixation of the amount of fines probably suggests that often

1. Bircar, Indtan Epigraply, p. 111,

2, InSouth Indian inscriptions, the word nagara often means ‘a guild
of merchants or a mercantile town'. See T. N, Subramanian, South Indian
Temple Inscriptions, Vol, 111, Glossary, p. xli, s. v.

3. Ep. Ind., Vol, XXV, p. 237, For similar privileges obtained by
merchants, see also Vispusena’s charter (ibid., Vol, XXX, pp. 163 fI.).
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much heavier fines were exacted from the merchants on the plea that the
small fines prescribed inthe law-books for particular offences were not
sufficient punishment for wealthy merchants. Otherwise, the concession
would mean that the merchants were allowed to pay fines in lieu of
physical punishments.

The Garra plates (1205 A.D.) of the Candella king Traillokyavarman
refer to a rent-free estate granted tothe son of one who had Jost his life
while fighting the Turugkas or Muhammadans on the king’s side asa
mytyuka-orlti (literally, “death-grant’).! There are Tamil inscriptions re-
cording the creation of iratla-manya (rakta-magnya) or iratla-kkenikkai (liter-
ally, ‘blood present') or wdirapatii (rudhira®) meaning an endowment of
rent-Iree land for the maintenance of the lamily of warriors killed inbattle ®
and the holders of such estates belonged to different communities,

When a large area was purchased by an officer or subordinate for the
creation of a free-holding in fayour of a temple or a Brihmana, the king
often allowed him to retain a portion of the land. Thus, out of the 25
patakas secured by an officer &om king Sridhdranarita of Samatata, 13
pélakas were granted to a nurnber of Brahmanas, 4} patatar to Bhagavat
Tathdgata-ratna (Buddha) or the Ratna-traya (Buddhist trinity symbolis-
ed in a religious establishment) and § pataka to the officer in question.”
This officer of the Samataja king, having regardsfor both the Brahmanical
and Buddhist [aiths, who now obtained a rent-free holding, may haye
belonged to any community. There are many other cases of this tvpe,
which make it clear that free-holdings were not confined to the temples
and Brahmanas, :

The vassal chiefs ruled their principalities more or less independently,
but had to help their overlord when the latter Lecame engaged in wars,
In the Vijayanagara empire, a number of landlords were created for the
special purpose of getting military assistance whenever required. Whether

1. Sircar, Ind, Ep., p. 118.

2, Subramanian, Seuth Iadian Temple Inseriptions, Vol. 111, Glossary,
pp. xix, Ixxxii. This practice shows that the warriors were not bound to
fight for the king under an obligation.

3. Ind, Hist. QQnart., Vol XXIII, pp. 234-36.

4. See T. V. Mahalingam, Adminisiralion and Social Life under Vijaya-
nagar, pp. 140, 184.
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such an institution existed in the carlier periods cannot be determined in
the present state of our knowledge.

The landlords, bound to the Vijayanagara kings by the ties of military
service, held State land on a tenure known as amara, so that they were
themselves styled Amara-nayakas, They were probably responsible for the
supply of foot-soldiers, horses and elephants. Estates held under the
amara tenure could be resumed by the king if the stipulated service was not
rendered. In this respect the amara tenure was similar to the allotment of
plotz of land to the priest, barber, washerman, carpenter and others for
the services to be received from them regularly.

The responsibility of all Amara-ndyakas was apparently not the same,
Probably their military assistance to the king was commensurate with the
size and income of their estates. In Wilson’s Glassary, it has been sugges-
ted that each Amarg-ngyaka was the commander of one thouszand foot-
soldiers,

The Amara-ngyakas gave their lands to minor landlords on similar
terms of military service just as the subordinate rulers had various grades
of vassal chiefs under them.

J. Landlordism and Feudalism

The amara tenure reminds us of the social and economic system called
feudalism that was prevalent in much of Western Europe in the Middle
Ages, though the dmarandyaka and his subordinates appear to have been
free from the obligation whenever they relinquished the property held by
them and were by no means tied to the soil.t

The central principle nf feudalism was the holding of land in return
for services, The king was rcgardnd as the holder of all Innd much af
w]m:h he let out to his barons or tenants-in-chief whe, in return for the
property, agreed to perform certain services and to make some payments
and supplies. This was usually to provide the king with a specified num-
ber of soldiers in tmes of war. The barons, in their tarn, let out land to

1. The persons engaged in civil and military services under an Indian
king were sometimes divided into Maula (hereditary servants enjoying
land in lieu of salary) and Bhrtaks (servants receiving pay in cash or
grains, etc.); but there was no provision to compel the former to stick to
the soil.
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others on similar conditions, and the same process was continued down
the scale. When a tenant died, it was usual for his successor to pay a fine
to his overlord before he could succeed to his estate. Fines were also paid
when the tenant sold or gave any part of his land to a stranger. Payments
hadagain to be made to the master on other recognized occasions such as
the knighting of the latter's eldest son and the marriage of his eldest
daughter and when he himself had to pay ransom.

But the landlordism of ancient and medieval India, which we have
discussed above, should not IJf.'. cunl'uscd with feudahsmj In India, the
king was never the actual owner of the land under permanent tenants,
The majority of the numerous charters, discovered all over India, as will
be seen from our discussions, vecord grants of land without stipulating
any obligation of the Brihmanas and temple authorities to the donors,
Obviously, the priestly class was the most unsuitable for rendering services
of the Fnudal type, On the other hand, it is generally stated in clear terms
in the grants that the donees were exempted from all kinds of obligations
including the supply of unpaid labour and somelimes also that they were
entitled to sell or mortage the donated property. The object of the
grants is generally stated to have been the religious merit and fame
of the donors and their parents. There are only a few charters recording
grant of land to people of the warrior and other classes, sometimes for
services rendered to the king. But, excluding the amara tenure of late
medieval South India, there is absolutely no mention of obligations having
resemblance with those of the feudal type even in such records. The suc-
cessor of a donee was not required to pay any money or presents to the
king and to obtain a renewal of the grant and it is usually stated in the
records that the rent-free estate would pass automatically to the donee's
heirs. In the feudal system, the man who held land rom another was
considered to be the dependant and subordinate of the latter. But, in
India, the social position of the Bralhmana donee was exceptionally high,
and he was not looked upon as the king’s vassal,

It is supposed that feudalism involving payment for services in land) -
instead of coins developed in an economy which was characterised -b
dearth of coins and absence of trade and commerce and that India also
exhibited the same characteristics alter the fall of the Guptas in the sixth
century A. D. Nothing can be more erroneous. Of course early Indian
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rulers sometimes granted jdgirs for the maintenance of their officers and
dependants. But the latter were not under the feudal type of obliga-
tions, and there was never any real dearth of coins in the market. A large
number of kings and other agencies of the post-Gupta period issued coins
which have been discovered in all parts of the country, Maoreover, numer-
ous records, both literary and epigraphical, mention verious coins of gold,
silver and copper prevalent in those days, e, g . purdpa {also called
kar;ﬂﬁmn dharana, dra riggﬂ and ehiirni), ga miada, dinara, nigha
or suvarng, vimiopake or via, Fafaiju. acew, pana, variha, etc. Over and
above these, there were always plenty of cowrie-shells which were exten-
sively used as coined money in the period in question. The Rijatarangipt
often speaks of payment of salary in cowrie-shells called dinndra in ancient
Kashmir (e.g. Udbhata getting one lakh dimdras pér day from Jayipida,
Bth century, and Rudrapidla 1} lakhs and Daddipaia 80,000 daily from
Ananta, 1028-63 A.D.)' According to the Arab writers, the Rastrakifa
king of Manyakheta ‘gives regular pay to his troops.”® Altekar draws our
attention to Kiimandaka’s statement that a force that gets its wages regu-
larly and promptly would fight with greater enthusiasm (han ane that s
not promptly paid, He also refers to the Rdjatarangini according to which
soldiers in medieval Kashmir were paid an additional allowance when
they were out on duty (pravdse-dhana). 1t has of course'to be admitted that
many of the ruling lamilies Aourishing in the early and medieval ages do
not appear to have issued coins. But the reason apparently is that the
iraders did not feel the necessity for fresh coins owing to the plenty of
older issues and cowriesshells in the market. There is enough evidence to
show that coins of any country, ohce circulated in the Indian market,
never went out of use and that cowries were there to make up the scarcity
even if coins were not occasionally available in particular areas for some

1. See Rajataraigini, 1V, 495; VII. 145-46. Cf. also dinngra-khdri or
money in terms of crops in Stein, Kalhana's Rajataraigini, Vol 11, pp.
518,925, and ‘kapardaka-purdna (silver coin counted in cowrie-shells) in the
ifficial records of the Senas of Eastern India (Majumdar, Ins. Beng., Vol.
111, p. 58, 66, etc.).

2, The Age of Imperial Kanauj, ed, Majumdar, p. 17. They had also
Maula soldiers who enjoved land in lieu of pay. Cf. Altekar, The Rdslra-
Kkiatas and their Times, pp. 250 ff.
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reason or other,’ There is again some reason to believe that, during the
period in question, the right to mint money was leaged to goldsmiths who
made coins according to the demand of the traders and bankers, and it was
these latter who determined whether fresh coins were necessary at any
particular time, They paid a commission for getting their bullion minted
into coing.®

The wealth exacted by the early Muslim invaders from the defeated
Indian kings and the plundered temples as well as the high salaries in-cash
paid by the Kashmir kings to their officers undoubtedly point to the great
prosperity of the country, which must have been due at least partially to
flourishing internal and external trade. As regards internal trade, we may
refer to the Rajataraiging indicating Eashmir's commercial relations with
Malwa and the Deccan in the 11th century, while India’s trade with the
Arab world and with China (both by sea and by land) and the countries
beyond the Bay of Bengal can be easily proved. In connection with inter-
nal trade, promingnt mention must be made of the mercantile and
occupational guilds, especially the powerful organisations knpwn from
South Indian records as Spaded;, Paradssi and Nanader;. The prevalence
of communal guildz all over the country to look after thg members af a com-
munity is also guite incompatible with the existence of feudalism,

It is sometimes supposed that the king or landlord had often right over
the person of the tenants who were tied to the land in more or lesg the
feudal sense. This view appears to be wrong. ‘To give a village' is really
the same as “to give a village together with the villagers' which means that
the king's rent-paying subjects in the village should hencefarth pay taxes
to the donee. Indeed the grant of a village without giving the donee the
power of tax-collection from the villagers was never meant by any Indian
document, though recards of the grants of different dynasties were worded
in different styles. As regards the occasional mention of the giflt of a
village together with this or that person or clas of people, such as the
reference to vintners, etc., being attached to a gift-village, no doubt means

1. CF FNSI, Vol. VIII, pp, 82 ff,; Vol. XXIII, pp. 297 ff.

2. CF, ibid,, Vol. XV, p. 189; see Vol. VII, pp. 87 fi,; Val. XXXIV,
pp. 1 .

3. Cf. Journal of Economic and Social History of the Orient, Vol. VI, Part
IT1, 1963, pp, 296 fi,; 7/H, Vol. XXX, p, 310.
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that the revenue income from particular classes was state monopoly in
some areas exactly as the income from mango and some other trees. Pro-
fessionals like the priests, barbers, carpenters, washermen, etc., often
enjoyed Stateland or common village land on the condition of offering their
services regularly to the villagers,? and such people could be attached to
a grant without the state having any right over their person. Some of the
attached persons were no doubt slaves, But agriculturist householders
allotted to a grant must have been enjoying State land or favours for
working in the State farms or [or ploughing State land on the condition of
receiving a share of the erops, Particular merchants of markets in different
villages were often attached to a particular gift village by the Eastern
Ganga kings apparently because the king was willing to augment the
donee’s income by transferring his revenue income from them in favour of
the donee, Itis impossible to believe that the king could have any right
over the person of the Sresihins often mentioned in this connection. (Some-
times people of one state migrated to and settled in another, so that tenants
were never tied to the soil in India as in the European feudal system.)

As Hallam long ago pointed out, “It is easy to find partial resemblance
to the feudal system. The relation of patron and client in the republic of
Rome has been deemed to resemble it, as well as the barbarlans and
veterans who held frontier lands on the tenure of defending them and the
frontier; but they were bound not to an individual, but to the State, Such
a resemblance of fiefs may be found in the Zamindars of Hindustan and
the Timariots ol Turkey, The clans of the Highlanders and Irish followed
their chieftain into the field; but their tie was that of imagined kindred
and birth, not the spontaneous compact of vassalage,”®

In spite of Hallam's warning, Tod, in the first half of the last century,
was tempted to believe in the existence of most of the peculiar characterist-
ics of feudalism in late medieval Rajasthan.! Fortunately, however, later

1. Services could be paid by allotment of land by all people enjoying
landed property, such as kings, landlords, traders, cultivators, etc.; but
those who enjoyed the allotted land for their services were in & position
to give up the land and stop rendering service and to settle in a different
district or state. This is quite different [rom feudal bonds.

2, Middle Ages, Vol. 1, p. 200.

3. Annals and Antiguities o f Rajasthan, ed, Crooke, Vol. I, pp. 153 ff.
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writers on the subject have exposed Tod's “obvious anxiety to discover
elements of European Feudalism in the Rajput States,"! Sometimes even
more careful writers also made similar mistakes. Thus Stein, in the latter
half of the last century, explains the word damara, as found in Kalhapa's
Rijatarangini, as ‘a feudal baron.'® But the damarar of Kashmir were rural
landholders and not feudal barons in the European sense. This is quite
clear from several references in the Rijataradgips. It is said that king
Lalitiditya (8th century A. D.) warned his successors not to leave with
the cultivators of the land more than what was necessary [or their bare
sustenance and the cultivation of their fields, because, il they were allowed
to accumulate wealth, they would, in a single year, become formidable
damaras strong enough to defy the king's command (IV. 347-48). In the
11th century A, D., Jayyaka, the clever son of a householder of Selyapura,
is stated to have succeeded in becoming & damara by means of accumulat-
ing the income derived from his lands and trading with foreign countries
in foodgrains (VII. 499 M), One conld therefore become a ddmara with-
out any contact or contract with the king. On the execution of Lakkana-
candra, a da@mara in possession of the fort ol Dudhagh&taand the surround-
ing lands, by order of king Kalada, the dimara's widow offered the fort o
the king apparently for protection from the inroads of the Daradas,
though the king refused the offer, so that the Dugdhaghita region, which
looks like the hereditary property of the ddmara, [ell into the hands of the
Darada ruler (VII, 1171 {F.), Considering the above cases, it isimpossible
to agree with Stein’s hesitant conjecture that “a kind of service tenure,
the grant of land in return for military or other services, may have been
the original foundation of the system.”? I1 is interesting to note that, in
the 16th century, the designation ddmara was applied to local grandees
both Hindu and Muhammadan,® and the same seems to have been the
position in early times.

With the growth of communism, a new conception of history deve-
loped, and a sacio-gconomic approach to historiography became popular

1. Cf. A. C. Banerjee, The Rajput States and the East India Company, pp.
239 ff.

2. Kalhapa's Rajatarasgini, Vol. 11, pp. 304 fI.

3. Op. cit., p. 307.

4. Loc. cit.
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with a section of Western historians who conceive of the existence of four
successive stages through which the history of a country has to pass. These
are : (1) the primitive community and the system of slavery, (2) the
feudal period, (3) the capitalist period, and (4) the epoch of socialism.®
This uneritical and dogmatic approach exercised considerable influence
on some Indian historians about the middle of the present century, and
we have seen attempts to prove the existence of a feudal period in early
Indian history. Itis not that different writers of this category interpret the
data in the same way. Often they differ widely in this respect, one finding
traces of the system only in one period and another in a second. Really,
however, the views afall these writers appear to us to be based on mis-
understanding and wrong interpretation of the evidence at our disposal
as well as on the study only of a part of it. Like the Zamindari system of
late medieval Hindustan, the early Indian land system may exhibit some
superficial resemblance with European feudalism; but none of the essen-
tial characteristics of the feudal system has been traced in India,

&, More Commenis on Recent Views on “Indian’ Feudalism,

Qur attention has been drawn toa Chinete account® of India, which
belongs to 732 A.D. and runs as follows:

“(I) According to the law of the Five Indies, from the king, the royal
consort and the princes down to the chiefs and their wives, all build monas-
teries separately in accordance with their respective capacities and abilities,

1. CF Outline History of the U, 8. 8, R., Moscow, 1960,

2. See Jan Yun-Hua, ‘Hui Chao's Record on Kashmir' in Kashmir
Research Biannual, No, 2 (1962}, pp. 119-20; R.5, Sharma, Indian Feudalism:
C. 300-1200, pp. 58-59. Workers in the field of Indian historical research
generally attach considerable importance to the early accounts of foreign
writers, even though they are often found to be demonstrably defective. It
is well known as to how the statement of Megasthenes regarding the
absence of slavery in ancient India and the freedom of the country from
famines influenced some students of Indian history and how they are now
usually believed to be due to insufficient study or misunderstanding of the
socio-economic life of ancient India. Cf. R.C. Majumdar, The Classical
Accounts of India, pp. 224, 233; see also Camb, Hist. Ind., Vol.I, pp. 208,
416; AN, Bose, Social and Rural Economy of Northern India, 600 B.C.-200
4.D., Vol. I, 1942, pp. 129 ff.
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Each of them builds his own temple, but does not construct it jointly,
They say, ‘When each person has one’s own meritorious virtues, what is
the necessity of joint effort

“(I1) Whenever a monastery is built, a village and its folk are imme-
diately offered to support the Three Precious Ones. Merely building a
monastery without making any donation of a village and its {olk is not done.

S(I11) This is followed as an example by foreign countries,

“(IV) The king, the gueen and the royal consorts have their respective
villages and their folk.

“(V) Donation is free and the king is not asked for that. This also
applies in the case of building a temple. When it is necessary to build a
temple, they build it and the king is not asked. The king darenot obstruct,
He is afraid lest it should infect him with sins,

“{VI) As to rich commoners, though they have no village to donate,
they try their best to build temples and manage these by themselves,
Whenever they abtain things, they offer them to the Three Precious Ones,

#(VII) Asin the Five Indies no human being is sold, so there are no
female slaves,

“(VIII) Villages and their inhabitants could be donated if wanted
and necessary,"”

This account contains statements characterised by misunderstanding
and half-truths as will be clear from the following analysis:

I. Of course the Indians were never miserly as regards-expenditure for
the purpose of securing religious merit and often built temples, monas-
teries, ete., individually when they could afford it. But ‘the impression
created is that the Indians always built religious establishments indivi-
dually and were never inclined to share the merit aceruing to a pious deed
with anybody else. This it certainly wrong since collective performance of
deeds for the sake of religious merit has been an important feature of
Indian religious life throughout the ages. 'We have many instances of caftyar
and cave-dwellings for monks made by the inhabitants of an entire village,
or all the members of a family, or a guild or a group of people.r There are
innumerable similar other cases of meritorious deeds jointly performed

I. Cf. e.g., Lders’ List of Inscriptions, Nos. 1037, 1045, 1048, 1107,
1121, 1127, 1140, 1153, 1169, 1180, 1183,
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by a group of persons.! It is well known that grants of land were made by
early Indian kings often lor the religious merit of their own as well as their
parents or families,* while Buddhist images were dedicated to temples for
the merit of the donors and their parents, teachers, etc., aswell as for the
benefit of the whole world.? A Nagarjunikondainscription says how queen
Rudradhara-bhattariki, besides donating a pillar, contributed a sum of
170 dinari-mayakas towards the expenses incurred for building a Stiipa by
her husband’s paternal aunt.®

IT. That avillage and its folk were granted in favour of a monastery
as soon as it wasd founded by the kings, ete., is a hall-truth since often rent-
free plots of land were granted for the maintenance of religious establish-
ments instead of rent-free villages® and often permanent endowments
(aksaya-mzi) were created for their maintenance by depositing a sum of
money ina guild.®

IIT. That the custom of granting land for the maintenance of religious
establishments was emulated by some foreign rulers is corroborated by
the Nalanda plate of Devapila recording the grant of five villages of the
Patna-Gaya region for the maintenance of the monastery built at Nalanda
by the Sailendra king Balaputradeva of Indonesia and Malayasia and that
of one village by the Cola king Réjardja I in favour of another monastery
built at Nigapattanam by another Sailendra king named Maravijayottun-
gavarman.” The gift villages in question were apparently purchased, at
least theoretically, by the builders of the monasteries from the Pala and
Cola kings respectively.® It seems however that such establishments found-

1. See ibid, Nos. 925-26, 931, 1006, 1020, 1024, 1041, 1121, 1127,
1181, 1210, 1239, 1248, 1250-52, 1254-55, 1262, 1271-72, 1280-81, 1284,
1287, 1291-92, 1294, 1303, 132930,

2. See, ¢.g., Stlsct Inseriptions, 1965, pp. 395, 467, 487, 491, etc.

3. See, e.g., JBRS, Vol. XXXVII, Parts 3-4, 195] (Some Inscriptions
from Bihar, p. 10); Vol. XLI, Part 2, 1955 (Jaynagar Image Inscription
of Year 35, p. 9), ete.

4. Ep. Ind., Vol. XX, p. 19 and note,

5. CF, Select Inseriptions, 1965, pp. 197 ., 200-01.

6. Cf. ibid., pp. 164 ff.

7. See The Hisiory and Culture of the Indian People, Vol IV, p. 52; Vol
V, p. 236 (cf. p. 239).

8. CI. Sircar, Indian Epigraphy, pp. 114 fi.; Ep. Ind., Vol, XXXIII,
pp. 50 ff.
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ed by rich foreigners were often maintained by grants of money and rent-
paying landed property purchased by them for the purpose.

IV. This refers to the king's Khis Mahal and the jdgers or rent-free
holdings in the possession of his dependants, officers and favourites. Crea-
tion el such holdings in favour of temples, monks, learned Brihmanas, etc.,
are well known from the Saka-Satavahana age down to recent times. There
is evidence to show that the early Indian kings paid for the services of
their officers and servants in several ways. The Keuliliye Arthasdstra' speaks
of payment of velana in cash and bhakta in foodgrains to the various grades
of officers, while the Manusmyii* prescribes payment of wages in loodgrains,
cash and clothing in the case of menial workers and by jagir inthe case of
high officers. Hiuen-tsang’s Si-yu-ki* also refers to payment by means of
Jagirs in the case of high officers and the Rijalaraigini® speaks ¢f payment
of wages by money or khdris of crops, although Stein believes that the
Kashmirian officers, etc., were usually paid in crops. There is likewise
reference in the epigraphic records to the king’s Khiis Mahil® and the
JFagirs in the possession of the king's officers and the members of the royal
family,”

It has to be noticed that, in the rent-free holdings and jagirs, the obli-
gations of the inhabitants towards the king were transferred to the land-
lord, The lower class of tenants (such as temporary tenants) in such hold-
ings had to offer sigli or unpaid labour to the master. This has been some-
what misunderstood in the Chinese account as the grant ofvillages together
with their folk.

V. The impression created by the statement that all kinds of donations
and the building of temples, ete., could be undertaken by anybody without
the sanction of the government is no doubt wrong. Denation of money
from one’s own pocket and of rent-paying land outofone’slanded property

1. Gf. Shamasastry’s trans,, pp. 276 ff.

2, See VII. 118-119, 126.

3. Watters, On Yuan Chroang's Travels in India, Vol. I, p. 177,

4. Cf. Stein, Kalhaza's Rijatarangini, Vol. 11, pp. 927-28.

5. See Select Inseriptions, 1965, p. 200, text line 4: rdjakam kgetram-
asmat-svatvakan.

6. See JAS, Letters, Vol. XX, p. 206, for the grant of land out of their
respective jagirs by the king's mother, by his two sons and by one,of his
ministers,
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apparently did not reguire the king’s special consent, although the transfer
of the ownership of landed property must have required the recognition of
the State. But the creation of a rent-lres holding out of one's jGgir was not
possible without the State's permission avd that is why the Vangiya
Sahitya Parisad plate of Visvardpasena ratifies the grants made out of the
Jjagirs of the king's mother, of his two sons and of one of his ministers.?

The specific mention of temple-building in (he passage devakula-
puskariny-ddikan kdrapitod in the above-mentioned Varngiya Sahitya
Parizad plate of Vidvarfipasena makes it clear that t>mples could be built
by the privileged tenants without government sanction, but that the
ordinary tenants were not entitled to do s0.*

VI. Thereis evidence to show that a rich commoner paid some money
to the State lor creating a rent-free holding in favour of a temple and the
Government approved of his proposal, ®

VII. This ol course reminds us of similar wrong statements of Megas-
thenes, to which relerence has been made above,

VIII, That rent-paying villages could be granted without the king’s
special permission (probably on payment of fees required for the transfer
of landlordship) and that rent-lree holdings could be created by payments
made to the government is to be admitted. But the implication that the
inhabitants of the gilt village served as serfls to the donees is certainly
wrong. A village was normallyinhabited by people of different communi-
ties including Brahmanas, Mahatlaras, Karanas, merchants, artisans, ¢te.,
and its permanent tenants enjoyed privileges of varicus grades and it is
only the abligations ol the villagers to the king that counld be \ranslerred to
the donees of the royal grants. Priests, carpenters, barbers, fishermen and
others who enjoyed village-land in lieu of service had Lo offer their service
to the new landlord while temporary tenants had to offer their rigtl or
unpaid labour according to rules, Ttis however absurd to think that high
class people including Bedhmanas, village elders and big merchants served
as serfs.

Letustakeupaspecificcase, The Khoh copper plate grant of Mah@rdja
Sarvanitha, dated in the Gupta year 193 (512 A.D.) records a grant as

i- LM. "‘Iit
2, Ibid., p. 207.
3, See Select Inscriptions, pp. 333, 348-49, 357-58, 360-61,
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follows : *Mahdrdja Sarvanitha informs the cultivators including the
Brahmanas as well as the artisans at the village of Adramaka on the
northern banks of the Tamasa : ‘Be it known to vou that this village is
allotted by me, in four shares, permanently, together with the taxes on
permanent and temporary tenants and [reedom [rom the entry of royal
agents and policemen. Two of the four shares belong to Vispunandin,
and the third and fourth respectively to Skandaniga's son Saktiniga and
to Rumiraniga and Skandanfga. The gift village is to be enjoyed by
themselves and their descendants, It is moreover agreed by them and by
myszell that the village is given for the repairs, by the donces and their
descendants for the increase of their religious merit, of whatever may be
broken or torn in the shrine of the Bhagavat (Visou) established by them
and in that of Aditya-bhattiraka as well as for themaintenance of bali, cary,
saitra, perfumes, incense, garlands and lamps. You yourselves should
render to the donecs the offering of the customary dues including taxes in
the shape of the grain-share and periodical offerings and tax payable in
cash and shall be obedient to their commands,”

Itis quite clear from the language of the record, which is not dissimilar
to that of numerous other similar documents, that the king relegated to
the donee landlords what he himself expected and realised from the
villagers, Itis indeed impossible to think that the tenants including the
Brihmanas, artisans and other inhabitants, who are clearly stated to have
paid taxes in kind and cash, were mere serfs.

We therefore find it difficult to agree with the view that the said
Chinese account ol 732 A.D. "establishes a signilicant link between the
breakdown ol slavery and emergence of serfdom” and that “obviously the
inhabitants were bound to serve the donors as long as they lived under
them and to serve the heneficiaries when they were (ransferred to the
latter.”® Since the pattern of the donation of villages in favour of temples
does not exhibit any change in the Indian royal documents from the Saka-
Satavihana age to recent times, there is no justification for postulating the
breakdown ol slavery and emergence of serfdom on the basis of the Chinese
account of 732 A.D. specially because rent-free land and villages were
granted by Indian rulers in favour of Buddhist monks dwelling in the

L. Cf. Gorp. Ins. Ind., Vol. 111, pp.128-29; Sclect Inseriptions, pp, 391-92.
2. R.S. Sharma, Indian Feudalizm: C. 300-1200, p. 59,
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excavated caves of Western India as early as the 2nd century AT, and
when even the pre-Gupta work called Mamuwmrii speaks of the jagirs
enjoyed by the different grades of the king's governors,! itisindeed absurd
to speak of the emergence of serfdom about 732 AD., on the basis of the
Chinese account of the said date.

In an interesting paper on ‘Quasi-manorial Rights in Ancient India’®,
published in the Journal of Economic and Social History of the Orient, Vol. VI,
Part iii, 1963, pp. 296-309, it has been first pointed out that the ancient
Indian cultivators were not tied to the soil like the European serfs and were
in a position to settle in a different state and that this right is indicated by
such medieval texts as the Brhanndradiya Purdsa (assigned to e, 750-900
AD.), Vidyakara's Subligiiarainakefa (1 2th century) and the Baburnama
(16th century). We agree with this view and may quote various other
texts in its favour.

But the author of the said paper then thinks that the Upamitibhava-
prapaficakathd of Siddharsi (960 A.D,) and a number of early medieval
inscriptions indicate the existence of feudal serfdom and manorial villages
in some parts of Northern India. In our opinion, thisis due to misunder-
standing of the evidence at our disposal, If the above contention would
have been correct, we would not have found references to the system con-
fined only to one work of Sanskrit literature.

According to a story in the Upamilibhavaprapaticakaths,® the entire
population ol a city which was the bhukti ofa ruler named Karmaparinama
was thrown by the latter into cells and kept there for a long time. Another
ruler named Sadagama liberated some of the wretched people and settled
them elsewhere, while Karmaparin&ma’s sister brought some people from
adifferent town to occupy the places vacated by those liberated eitizens,
Two things have to be noticed in this story. Firstly, Karmaparinima was

1. See Manu (VI 188-19) cited above, p. 23. The ruler of a village
enjoyed whatever the villagers have to pay to the king in theshape of anna,
pana, indhana, etc., while the rulers of ten, twenty, hundred and thousand
villages should enjoy respectively one kula (two halas, one hala being the
area that can be cultivated by one plough in a year) of land, five kalas (10
halar) of land, one village and one township (dasi kulan-te bhudtjita viss
pafica kuldni cafgramath grama-Fat-Gdhyaksal sahasrgdhipatily puram).

2, HXXVIIL. 87.
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an oppressive ruler and his tyranny, like that of such Kashmirian monarchs
as Sankaravarmanand Harsa, cannot be regarded as the normal behaviour
of ancient Indian rulers. Secondly, Karmaparinima’s sister brought some
citizens for settling them in another city not by compulsion but by
persuasion and allurement. It can be easily doneeven today. Muhammad
bin Tughlug Shih had apparently no proprietary right over the person of
those citizens of Delhi, whom he took to his new capital at Daulatibid
(Devagiri)

The Nirmand plate of Samudrasena (8th century) records the grant of
a village to a bedy of Brihmanas together with its inhabitanis ( pralivasi-
Jana).® Bul the reference is no doubt to the fact that the villagers who
s0 long paid taxes to the donor would henceforth have to pay them
ta the donee. The grant of a village really means the transfer of the
donot's revenue income, ete., from the villagers, to the donees. The gift
of a village without such income would be useless to the donee, *Granting
a village' and ‘granting a village together with the villagers' thus mean
the same thing, and the latter certainly does not refer to the king's or land-
lord’s proprictary right over the villagers’ person. Because the donated
land could be either inhabited or uninhabited, the grant of inhabited areas
was sometimes stated to include the inhabitants (i.e. the right to collect
taxes, etc., from them) specifically.

A Nanana plate of the 12th century records the grant or permanent
allotment of certain persons (including songstresses, musicians and culti-
vators) to a deity,? and It has been supposed that ‘these people were not
slaves but independent persons'. There is however little doubt that most
of them were slaves belonging to the well-known classes of Desaddia and
Depaddst. There was (and still is at least in some parts of the country)
another class of professional people, e.g., the priests, barbers, washermen,
carpenters, etc., who enjoyed village land on the condition of rendering
service to the villagers. SBuch people enjoying state land or common land
of a village could of course be allotted to the donee, and the transfer would
not indicate any right of the king or landlord over the person of the people

1. Forsome of the Sultin’s unnatural acts and the transfer of capital,
see Camb. Hist. Ind., Vol. I11, pp. |36f.

2. Corp. Ins. Ind., Vol. III, pp. 266fT.

8. Bp. Ind., Vol. XXXIII, pp. 2444,
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since the families would cease to be under the gbligation of rendering
service whenever they gave up the enjoyment of the property. They were
thereforve not lied to the soil in the leudal sense,

Somelimes agriculturist houscholders must have enjoyed State land or
favours on the condition of working in the State larms or of cultivating
State land on the basis of a share of the produce. Such cultivatorscould be
allotted to the gift land since the State had a right over their services so
long as they were enjoying Stale property or {avours. There is no question
of the Stale having any right over their person so long as they did not sell
themselves to the State and become slaves of the latter,

In the charters of the Bhauma-Karas of Ovisea, the grant of a village
includes such subjects ( praksti) as weavers, milkmen, vintners, ete.! It has
been suggested that these records point to the king’s right over the persons
belonging to certain occupations and crafis. But, in our opinion, the
revenue income from the weavers, etc., was the State monopoly and was
not enjoyed by the non-privileged rent-paying landlords. That is why the
State generally translerred its right in the cases of the donees who were
privileged landlards. This is exactly similar to the transfer of the right over
mango and some other trees in [avour of the privileged tenants and
landlords.®

The grants of the Eastern Ganga king Narasithha 1T generally allot to
a gift village a few persons called praji or subject. In one such case, we
have reference to the following persons attached to the village: a conch-
shell worker, a banker or merchant (Sregthin); a goldsmith; two oilmen, a
milkman and a potter belonging to this market or that.® It is difficult to
believe, with the author of the paper cited above, that the king could have
any right over the person of the bankers and merchants, Apparently, the
revenue income from the said persons, who were not inhabitants of the gilt
village, was transferred to the donee in order to augment his income; other-
wise, the merchants received certain concessions from the State and, in
return, allowed themselves to be attached to the pift village or seitled
therein,

l. Gf. Ep. Ind., Vol. XXVIII, p. 216; Vel. XXIX, p. 89.
9. See, e.g., ibid., Vol. XXIX, p. 8, text lin 42,
3. Ibid., Vol. XX VIII, pp. 190-91,
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The Assam plate! of Vallabharija records the grant of seven villages
to an almshouse together with the inhabitants (called jana) as well as with
five persons (called sal@ya or assistant) who were given along with their
wives and children. ITthe king had equal right over the person of all the
inhabitants of the villages, it would be difficult 1o explain the separate
mention of the two classes. It appears that the assistants were slaves or
that their families were enjoying State land for rendering particular
services,

The expression sa-kdru-forsaka-vapig-vAsianya occurring in the Candella
grants® means ‘logether with the houses or houscholds of the artisans, agri-
culturists and merchants’ and vefers to the transference of the kings® right
over the revenue income of the said classes of people in the donee's (avour.
Apparently certain classes of people such as the Brihmanas were excluded
from the transfer,

One set of the Anjaneri plates (8th century) states that a ruler first
peopled a township and a few localities and then granted them in favour
of a mercantile guild (nagara) headed by certain Fregthine® Likewise, an
Eastern Ganiga king of the 13th century granted to a Brihmaga a township
eontaining four palatial Lulldings and thirty houses inhabited by varigus
citizens who included a number of merchants and people of different pro-
fessions.® It is hardly possible to think that the rulers in these cases gave
to the donees anything more than their income from the townships, The
mention of the personal names of the merchants and professionals in the
Ganga record would suggest that they were recently and specially brought
from other places to people the township in question,

The above discussion is expected to cover the various inscriptions cited
in the paper we have referred to above. The learned author further says,
As regards the status of the men said to have been attached to the donee
as a religious grant, it is clear that they were not slaves but independent
persons. They have also to be distinguished alike from serls, ifserfdom is
conceived as a perpetual adherence to the soil of an estate owned by a
lord. If performance of services for other persons is taken as the essence of

. Ep. Ind,,Vol.V, pp. 183 [T.

2. Ibid., Vol. XXXII, pp. 121 f.
3. Ibid., Vol. XXV, p. 237.

4. Ihid., Vol. XXVIII, p. 244.
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the status of a serf, the men of our inscriptions may be described as serly,
butonly in a restricted sense. The comparison is probably close with the
villeins of the European manorial system which is associated with depead-
ence of a population on a ruler consisting not in ownership extending
over persons notin contractial agreements, butin various formsand degrees
of subjection, chieily regulated by custom.’ We are not inclined to agree
with this view,

In our opinion; the persons in question, in most cases, enjoyed State
land on the basis of a contract and were not compelled to serve the king or
landlord when they were pleased to give up the possession of the property.
Their obligation and status were not the same as those ol the serfy or
villeins.

The Indian king or landlord of the early period demanded free labour
from the subjects, and the charters creating rent-lree holdings specifically
state that the right to unpaid labour from the tenants was transferred to
the donee who was himsell exempted [rom all obstructions or troubles no
doubt including the supply of [ree labour to the king. But the obligation
was not of the feudal type since nobody was tied to the soil. Even in the
late medieval cases in which the kings of a particular area donated land on
the condition that the denee would supply forces at the time of war, the
Jatter seems to have been under no obligation when he relinquished the
property.

Indian Jandlordism is sometimes confused with European feudalism,
While, in the feudal system, the king as the lord of all land gave big estates
to the barons on the condition of receiving service and help from the latter
on particular oceasions, the Indian kings, whose elaim of ownership over
the land under permanent tenants was never real, mostly created small
estates in favour of Brihmanas and religious institutions, and it was usually
stated in clear terms in the charters that the donees were exempt from all
obligations. Indeed, the donees of the majority of the Indian land grants
were utterly unsuitable for offering military assistance to the donors who
avowedly created the free holdings only for religious meritand fame. Thus
fendalism iz a misnomer in the Indian context.



CHAPTER III
PRIVILEGED ESTATES AND TEMANTS

1. Rent-free Estales.

When a village was made the subject of a grant, the charters of the
Pila kings of Eastern India usually specify that the gift land included the
boundaries,® grass land and pasture land of the village (sva-stma-frpayiiti-
pgocara-paryanta), the surface of the ground (fala), thespace above the ground
(uddesa), the dry land and waters of the village ( fala-sthala) and the pits
and barren spots ( gart-osara), occasional mention being also made of grass
and fish in the same context.* Many ol these are also specified in the
records of the Senas,® which occasionally include fallow and cultivated
plots of land (khila-nals). The Belabo plate of Bhojovarman mentions the
majority of these and further includes salt pits (lavana).* The Ramganj
plate of Tivaraghosa mentions most of these with the addition of the cow-
house ({gokuta), market place and landing station (hatta-ghatta).* Records
ol some rulers of the Himalayan region mention, besides boundaries and
pasture lands, trees, orchards, springs and waterfalls (orks-@ram-odbhieda-
prasravana).’ The charters of the Candellas include in the list such items as

I. The boundaries of the gift land were often clearly indicated or
demarcated, though sometimes it was considered unnecessary to mention
them in details because they were well-marked and were also well known
to the people.

2. Gaudalekhamald, pp. 39, 61,97, 154, The word usarais sometimes
explained as a saline spot; but sa-gart-ojare and sa-lavaga are both men-
tioned in the same epigraph in some cases (Ins. Beng., Vol. 111, p. 21 ; Ep,
Ind., Vol. XXXIII, p. 140},

3. Ins. Beng., Vol, 111, pp. 63, 74, 87, 96, 102, 112,125, 137, 147.

4, Ihid., p. 21.

5. Ihid., pp. 153-54.

6. Ep. Ind., Vol, XXXI, pp. 281, 288, 296. According to the Sungal
plate of king Vidagdha of Chamba, the land was granted ‘as far as its
limits, grass, pounds and pasture groundy together with the fruit trees und
with the water coursesand channels; with fallow land and cultivated land'
{Indian Epigraphy, p.394).
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temples and ramparts (mandira-prakdra) and mines (khani) with special
reference to deposits of iron and other metals (loh-ddy-Gkara),* and some-
times also pits, road-crossings (catvara) and barren spots as well as salt
pits.* They further refer to the entrance and exit of the gift land (nirgama-
fravgia) and whatever clsc there may be within the boundaries (sim-
dnlargata-sastu), Sometimes they also include ponds (talls), tanks, rivers
and hills, the cow-houses, wood, liricks and stones, the dwellings of artisans,
cultivators and traders, the domestic and wild animals, and the birds and
agquatic beings.? In the Paramira charters, mention is sometimes made of
houses, house-sites, threshing floars, sites of threshing floors, lalabliedyd
(possibly, waste land attached to the gift village), cow-houses, what is
produced in thesky andis found under the earth, the temples, gardens,
tanks, step-wells, wells, ete,? In some cases, the copper-plate grants of the
early rulers of Assam refer to homestead land, low land, high land, waters,
pasture Jand, avakara (probably, mounds); ete,, besides the boundaries and
the space above the ground.® In the records of the Gihadavila kings of
U.P., we have, likewise, land and waters, iron mines and salt pits, the
mahua and mango trees and woods, gardens, branches, grass land and
pasture land as well as the space above the ground and the region under
itssurface.® Inthe copper-plate grants of the Imperial Gangas of Orissa
and in some other epigraphs of the region, special mention is made of the
tortoise along with fish.? Some such regional traits can also be traced in
certain other cases cited above. The Bhauma-Knara charters ol Orissa
specifically mention the subjects including weavers, milkmen, vintners,
etc., as also the outposts in the villages, passes and ferry stations (khela-
ghatta-nadifara-sthan-adi-gulmaka) * The reference to weavers, ele, in
connection with the gift village remindsus of the charters of the Ganga king
Narasiritha I (1278- 1303 A.D.), which usually mention certain persons as

. Ep. Ind., Vol. XXXII, pp. 122, 125, 217.
. Iid., p. 122; cf. p. 125.

. Ibid., pp. 122-23,

. Ibid., p. 155.

. Ibid., p. 291.

Ibid,, Vol XX XIII, p. 179,

[id., Vol. XX VIII, pp. 191, 194,

. Ihid., p. 216.

ca-_-q?&m.hmm-—-
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tenants ( prajd) lorming an asga or part of the grant. Thus the second set
of the Kendupatna plates mentions the following seven individuals : (1)
Kailidasa, a fankhakdra (worker in conch-shells) of the Golaodi-hatta, (2)
Keso-fresthin of the Jayanagara-hatta, (3) Alild, a goldsmith of the
Kivalelo-hatta, (4) Vanamalin, an oilman of Arulalapura, (5) Ananiii, a
milkman of the Vatjakedvara-hayta, (6) Indf, a poiter of the Painapada-
hatta, and (7) Vanamidlin, an oilman of Jhajhallapura.? Likewise, the
Nagari plates of king Anangabhima I1I (1211-39 A.D.) record the grant
of a township covering 30 pdtis (probably 600 acres) in Plirana-grama and
Jayanagara-grima containing lour palace-like houses endowed with walls,
mukiia-mandapas and madhya-mapdapas as well as thirty other houses inhabi-
ted by a number of citizens. The inhabitants of the township are stated to
have included a perfumer, a worker in conch-shells, a splitter of wood
( patakara), a goldsmith and a brazier as well as three sellers ol betel leaves,
one florist, one dealer in sugar (gudita), two milkmen, two weavers, two
oilmen, two potters and threc fishermen. There were also a barber, some
crafismen and a washerman, This list of people belonging lo various
communities and professions inhabiting the township of the thirteenth
century throws welcome light on the socio-economic lilfe of Orissa in the
medieval period,?

We have seen above that salt was a royal monopoly according to many
of the records referred to. It may be mentioned in this connection that a
large number of early South Indian inscriptions, including those of the
Satavihanas, speak of ‘digging for salt’ in the same context.® Sometimes
sugar (gugda) is added o salt, while, in its place, ‘moist substances’ (klinna-
kreni) is often mentioned. It appears that ‘the moist substances’ included
sugar and toddy. Thus the word 'digging’ (khataka, thamaka) probably
indicates both digging the earth and piercing certain trees. Whilesugar
and toddy could be obtained from the date and palmyra palms, salt could
be gathered from salt-water wells as also from certain plants, There is
some evidence of the manufacture of salt from the salty earth by the land-
lords in the Varanasi region of U.P. as late as the nineteenth century,
Water drawn from wells was poured on the feld and, when it dried out, a

1. Ep. Ind., Vol. XXVIII, p. 189,
2, Ihid., p. 244.
3. Bec Select Inseriptions, pp. 192, 194, 408, 414, 417, 422, 430,

48172
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finger’s breadth of salt was found to have gathered on the surface? In
Eastern India, salt was made by the poor people, till the nineteenth century,
by boiling, in water, the ashes of dried up banana plants, though this
process does not appear to have involved digging or piercing.

The Basim plates of Vindhyadakti Il contain a passage which seems 1o
indicate that the grant in question was made together with the platlorms
used for the collection of tolls (mafica) and important records in the custody
of local officials (mahdkarana).® This sugeests that, not only the local
administrative machinery, but alse the local archives were sometimes
placed at the disposal of the donees of a gift village.

In the list of privileges conferred on the donees (landlords) in the
records of Western and Central India and the Deccan, sométimes we find
the mention of Guala, vdt-Gdeya, kara-val-ollara, bhit-opatia-pralydys, ete.,
which appear to refer to any income resulting lrom changes caused by
nature and her agencies, e.g., cyclones, earthquakes, changes in the course
of rivers, etc.? This would refer 1o aceretion of land to the estate caused
by natural agencies, anything brought to the land of the estate from
neighbouring estates by storms, and similar other incomes.

Inalarge number of copper-plate charters, reference is made to the
grant being made with the right over nidhi (ireasure trove) and wpanidli
(probably depaosits or accumulations on the soil).! This upanidhi is called
nidhina or niksepainsome records,® although the word nidhina is sometimes
also uzed to indicate a fresh assessment of taxes.® When an estate was
granted together with nave-nidkana, the landlord was probably empowered
Lo assess the taxes of the tenants afresh. Mididnag is sometimes mentioned

L. Select Inseriptions, p. 488, note.

2, Sircar, Indian Epigraphy, p. 392.

8. See Altekar, The Rsirakiitas and Their Times, p. 228; Sircar, Indian
Epigraphy, p. 40. Sometimes we have Mﬁw-phra-prﬂ_yﬁja which may also
be a mistake for bhlita-vata-pratydya or bhiit-ofatia-pratydye (Ep. Ind., Vol,
III, p. 109; Sircar, Indian Epigraphy p, 398) ; cf. Corp. Ins. Ind., Vol. III, pp.
137, 166, 179, In some cases, we have vata-bilita or bhiila-vita.

4. Corp. Ins, Ind., Vol. 111, pp. 338, 346, 395 (sa-nidhi-s-opanidhi).

5. Ep. Ind,, Vol. XKV, p. 139 (sa-nidhi-nidhana); Vol XXXII, p. 42
(nidhi-niksepa). !

6. Ind. Ant., Vol. VI, pp. 180 ff. (nava-nidhana-sahital.

e
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in association with #lipaka or aliyaka which seems to mean ‘income from
bees (f.e. wax, honey, etc.)’!

When a village was given (o a party, the primary concern ol the State
was to prevent the donee from confiscating certain types of land therein,
and a large number of charters mention in this context the plots of deva-
daya and bralmaddya, i.e. rent-free land in the possession of temples and
Brihmanas, which were to be excluded by the donees while exercising
their rights of oceupation. Sometimes, such excluded plots of land are
specified as ratna-traya and raja-sambhoge.® Ratna-trapa literally means the
Buddhist Triraina or three jewels, viz. the Buddha, Dharma and Saigha.
But gradually it came to be used in the sense of a Buddhist religious esta-
blishment where the three jewels were worshipped, and, later, it was also
understood 1o mean a rent-free holding in the possession of a Buddhist re-
ligious establishment. The epigraphic passage referred to above has used
the expression raina-fraya in the last of the three senses. Rija-sambhoga
literally means “the king’s enjoyment or possession’, Later, the expression
was also understood to indicate ‘State land, or State land attached to the
king®.

That sometimes an existing rent-free holding was wrongly included in
the gift land, for which the charter required correction al a later date, is
suggested by the Madanpada plate of Vidvariipasena of East Bengal.t
The description of the gift land in (his record (lines 43-46) is engraved on
an erasure, clear traces of the original writing being still visible under
many of the letters. In this re-engraved section, the gift landis stated to
have been siwated in the village called Pinjokasihi whicl is the same as
modern Pinjari near Madanpada (ithe findspot of the inscription) in the
Kotalipada Pargana of the Faridpur District of East Pakistan. A portion
of the village yielding an annual revenue income (sam-hi=samvalsarika-
hiranya) of 132 silver coins called purdna or clirpi was excluded, and the re-
mainder yielding 500 [ purdpas or ¢iirpis] per annum was made the subject
of the grant. The smaller part of the village vielding 132 puranas was

1. Ep. Ind., Vol. XXXVI, p. 18,

2, CI. Corp. Ins. Ind., Vol. 111, p. 179; Ep, Ind., Vol. XXXV, p. 279
( prirva-pradatie-devad@ya-brakmadaya-varjita, etc ).

3. See Gandalekhamala, p. 154,

4. See Ep, Ind,, Vol, XX XIII, p. 318,
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called Paditi-Sapamirka, apparently after the name of the Paik called
Sapamdrka, and is stated to have belonged to the aframa of the deity named
Kandarpagankara.! Itis further said that the donee received a second
plotoflland yielding 127 puranar or carpis annually and situated in the
village called Nirandapa-grima belonging to the said @frama of Kandarpa-
fankara. This part of Naragdapa-grima was the property of a dependant
of the king (svakiya-pilya-roa) ; that is to say, it formed part of the jagirin
the possession of one of the king’s dependants. The above two plots of gift
land were now given the name of Pifijothiya-grama,

It appears, from what is found in the record, that, inthe original
document, the whole village of Pifijokasthi was granted in favour of the
donee of aur charter and that, some time later when it was brought to the
notice of the government that a part of the village belonged to the Kanda-
rapatankara Fframa, the necessity of making a readjustment was felt and
the donee’s loss of 132 silver coins per year was then compensated by the
gift of another piece of land yielding 127 silver coins per anmum. The two
plots of gift land were situated in two contiguous villages, and they were
now made one unit under a modified name. This suggests that old grants
of rent-free holdings were not usually violated by the State.

Sometimes fresh land was given to the donees in exchange for land
granted previously for other reasons also. Thus a charter of the 18th
regnal year of the Satavihana king Gautamiputra Satakarni records the
grant of 200 nivartanas of land situated in the village of West Kakhadrasa
rent-free holding in favour of the Buddhist monks dwelling in a cave ex-
cavated in the Nasik hills.? But another charter of the same king, dated
in his 2th regnal year, states that no people dwelt in the village of
Kakhadli, so that the field could not be cultivated, and that, such being
the case, an area of 100 nivartanas of State land attached to the king, which
was situated in the suburbs of the district headquarters, was granted to
the said monks instead.? Because there was dearth of labourers and culti-
vators at Kakhadi, the donees derived little benefit out of the original
grant, and the government, being informed of the situation, ameliorated

|. The deity was probably named after Arirdjamadanasankarn
Laksmanasena, the woeds madana and fandarpa being synonyms,

2. See Select Inscriptions, p. 192,

3. Ibid., p. 194,
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their grievances, But, whereas, in the case of the Madanpada plate, the
old writing was erased in some parts to re-engrave a modified statement,
in the present case, a fresh charter was issued in favour of the donees. This
points to the eagerness of the State to ameliorate the legitimate grievances
of the subjects,

Fresh charters were also issued when the original documents were
somehow lost as otherwise a rent-free holding would be treated by the
king's collectors of revenue as rent-paying. Thus both the Dubi and
Nidhanpur copper-plate grants of king Bhiskaravarman of Kamartipa
record the renewal of two grants originally issued by his great-great-
grandfather Bhiitivarman, The Dubi plates say that the original copper-
plate record became completely damaged so that the plates were melted for
removing theold writing thereon and for reshaping them for the re-engrav-
ing of the fresh document.! The Nidhanpur copper-plate charter says that
the fresh document was issued because the gift village had become rent-
paying (karada) owing to the lom of the original charter.® Elsewhere it
states that, because the document was prepared after the original one had
bieen lost due to conflagration, the new writing of the fresh charter should
not be regarded asa forgery.? Likewise, the Kurud platesof king Narendra
state that a village was originally granted hy the Paramabhaltarakepada
(i.e. the overlord of Narendra’s family), while he had been taking a bath
in the waters of the holy Gafigd, in favour of a Brihmana, by meansofa
charter written on palmyra leayes, but that, as aresult of that document
being destroyed by a conflagration in the danee’s house, Narendra regran-
ted the village in favour of the original donee’s son for the merit of the
Paramabhaltdratapida since it was established by official investigation
(adhikaran-FoadhErand) that the village had been continuously in the
possession of the Brihmaga family. The intervening period between the
usue and renewal of this document is only one generation, whereas
Bhiitivarman's grants were renewed by his great-great. grandson after five
generations.

The above cases of renewal of old charters indicate the importance of

I. Ep, Ind,, Vol. XXX, p. 290.
2. Kamaripaiasangeali, p. 17.
3, Ihid.,p. 27.
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the charters which were required to justify the rent-free enjoyment of the
estates in the donee’s possession,

2, Partially privileged Estalss,

A fact to be remembered is that all free-holders of estates, éven when
the latter were declared as free from taxes, did not enjoy the same privileg-
es and exemptions. Thus many copper-plate charters say that the grants
were made with the exclusion of eora (coura) or ecora-danda and sometimes
of cora-drohaka The expression cora-danda means ‘fines from or punish-
ment of the thieves and robbers’, and the word eorg and eanra are techni-
cally used in the same sense. Drotaka means ‘treason against the king',
and the present context would suggest the meaning ‘fines from or punish-
ment of the traitors to the king’.

Thus the landlords, who were donees of the grants in which such
conditions occur, had no power to deal with the cases of thelt and treason
in their estates, and it is stated in the documents that the king’s Catarand
Bhatas (Barkanddzes and Pdiks) were allowed to enter into the estates in
connection with such cases and not on any other oceasion. But there are
many charters in which the grants are stated to have been made with the
right of dapda-das-Gparadha (otherwise called da5-8parddia or da%-dpacdra)
which refers to fines for ‘ten offences’, in which thelt and robbery were
apparently included.® In a number of East Indian grants, moreover,
dai-gparddha or daf-Gpacara is mentioned together with the privilege of
cauroddharana, i,e. theright to deal with stolen goods recovered from thieves
or with the recovery of such goods.® The expression, used in the same sense
in certain East Indian records, is salya-dafdparddia which suggests that
the king was not to take cognizance of the commission of the ten offences
in the donee’s estate.! These records show that the landlords were not
only empowered 16 punish thicves and robbers on their own account, but

also to recover stolen property from them.
Moreover, the freedom from taxes, which was the chiel characteristic

1. Corp. Ins. Ind., Vol. I11, pp. 96, 103, 116, 118, 122, 127.

2. Ibid., pp. 189, 217.

8. Caudalekhamzla, pp. 39, 61, 97; Majumdar, fns. Bemg,, Vaol. 111,
p. 3.
&, Ins, Beng., Vol. I11, pp. 21, 63, 74, 87, 96, 102.
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of the devadeya, brahmadeya or agrahdra estates, did not mean exactly the
same privilege to their holders in all parts of the country, Thus an inscripe
tion of the Mithara king Prabhafijanavarman of Kalidga records the gift
of a locality as an agraliiira, but states at the sametime that the annual rent
(kara) was fixed for it at 200 panar probably equivalent to 16000 cowrie-
shells,! The same amount is also mentioned in & charter of king Acanda-
varman of the said region as the annual dues payable to the king for a rent-
free agrahi@ra.® This was of course a nominal or token tax.

A number of the above type of §@ianas sometimes called kara-Fdsana or
charters creating partially rent-paying holdings, have been traced among
the early epigraphs of Orissa and Andhra Pradesh.? They refer to a piece
of land either sold (the purchaser being allowed to enjoy certain privileges)
or given away, but subject to the payment of a small tax regularly per
annum. Thus, of the two charters of king Gayadatunga of Orissa, one has,
“Torograma is made a hara-7asana al nine pala¢ of silver [per year]”, while
the other speaks of the fixation of trnodaka (literally *tax for grass and water”)
for the gift land at four palar of silver without using the word kara or kara-
§dsana in the context.* The word trrodaka, which was essentially a tax for
the right to graze and water one’s cattle in the pasture lands belanging to
the State, has here the technical sense of a cess due to the king even when
the gift land was declared to be revenue-free. There is also no doubt that
the donee of ‘the rent-free holding’ mentioned in the second of Gayada-
tutiga’s charters referred to above had really to pay the annual tax ol 4
palas of silver. Similar is the case with a charter of the Sulki king Kulas-
tambha, which states that the gift village was made a rent-free holding,
though elsewhere frpodaka is stated ta have been fixed for it at 2 palar of
silver.* The use of the special term frpodaka in preference of kara points to
the eagernessof some kings to represent a revenue-paying holding asa rent-
free one as indicated by the Mitdksard cited above, But there are some
records discovered in the same region, e.g., the grant of Prabhaiijana-

I, Bp. Ind., Vol. XXX, pp. 114-15.

2, Ind. His. Quart,, Vol. XXIX, p. 290. The king’s name was formerly
read wrongly as Candasarman,

3. See Sircar, Indian Epigraphy, pp. 111 f,

4. Ep, Ind., Vol . XXXIV, pp. 96 fT.

5. Ibid., Vol. X1I, pp. 156 .
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varman mentioned above as well as certain charters of the Gangas, Bhafijas
and Somavarhéis, which speak, in the same context, of kara and rijakiya-
fratyiya (dues payable to the king), the charters being often called kara-
jdsana, Such charters recording grants with the fixation of a small rent
arerare outside Orissa and Andhra Pradesh We have noticed only two
rent-paying grants in other parts of the country, one being the Nesarika
plates of the Rasjrakita king Govinda IT1 (794-§14 A.D.) and ancther the
Bhaturiya intcription of king Rijyapéila (c. 908-40 A.D.) of the Pila
dynasty of Bengal and Bihar.! Ttscems that, but for the nominal tax, the
piftland in such cases was otherwise treated as a completely rent free
holding.

The above diseussion will show that there were theee types of landlords,
viz., (1) those who enjoyed complete freedom from the payment of taxes,
(2) those whose estates were partially exempted from taxes so that they had
to pay taxes at a concession rate, and (3) those who were not exempt from
taxation. Some of the landlords of the first two classes enjoyed all the rights
of the king in respect of his tenants, though there were cases in which a
mumber of the customary privileges were withheld from many of them.
The Inndlards of the third category must have alse enjoyed certain privi-
leges. But their nature is difficult to determine in the present state of our
knowdedge. We have suggested below that the owners of rent-paying
estates were under the obligation of supplying certain articles to the king,
but that the privileged landlords were free [rom such obligations,

3. Issue and Execution of Charlers.

The king’s declaration in respect of the grants is not similar in the
reards of thedifferentdynasties or of various parts of the country. Among
early inscriptions, while a Saka epigraph refers to the grant being declared
in the nigama-sabhd or meeting of the municipal council, certain Salavahana
and Pallava charters record the donor's arder addressed 1o the viceroy of
the district concerned.® And, from this standpoint, copper-plate charters
can be divided into two categories, viz., (1) those merely announcing that
some land or a village was granted by the donor, and (2) those that contain

1. Sircar, Indian Epigraphy, pp. 113-14.
2, Sel. Ins., pp. 158, 191-93, 434,
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an order of the donor in respect of the grant addressed to certain people.t
The second of the two classes can be broadly subdivided into four types,
viz,, (1} thosein which the addressacs are vaguely and generally indicated;
(2) those in which the order is primarily addressed to the inhabitants of the
gilt village or the village wherein the gift land was situated or the district
wherein the gift land or village was situated; (3) those in which the order
is primarily addressed to the royal officer or officers or agentssometimes
including the subordinate rulers, fef-holders, ete., and (4) those in which
both the royal officers or agents, etc., and the inhabitants of the locality in
fpuestion are mentioned, :

The first of these classes is illustrated by the grants of the Calukyas of
Badami, in which there is a passage saying, “The king issued an orderas
follows”. Inthe second category, the inhabitants of a village are referred
to and, in certain cases, they are mentioned along with their rocial or
administrative lcaders (e.g. the Brihmanas, the village headman, etc.) and
often along with several village officials. Rarely the villagers of a whole
district are stated to have been ordered after having been summaoned
(samihiiya). With relerence to the villagers and local officials, the words
used in the recordsappear to mean assembled from all sides, The reference
may be to an announcement to the people, summoned by the beat of drums
in respect of the grant, in the gift village or the village containing the gift
land or at the headquarters of the district in which the gift land or village
was situated. Butoften the refevence is to the present and future subordi-
nates and officers who would be associated with the area about the gift
land as fief-holder or administralor. Sometimes the word romupagata is
used in relation to the present and future (varfamana-bhaviiyat) subordinates
and officers of the donor in the district containing the gift village, and it is
difficult to understand semupagala in the sense of ‘assembled’ in such cases
since \he whole district seems Lo be too big a place for an assemblage while
it is not easy to understand how the “future’ subordinates and officers also
assembled, The same idea is expressed sometimes by the word yatha-
sambadhyam@naka, ‘as and when associated’, There are cases in which the
king addresses his officers, subordinates and agents, often with reference to
adistrict, as also the inhabitants of the village and local officials, and, while

1. For a discussion onsuch addressees, cf. Ep Ind,, Vol. XXXV, pp.
287 ff.
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a word like samupasthita, sdmanlg-nivdsin, prativasin or grama-nivdsin is used in
respect of the villagers, an expression like yathakdla-bhavin, yathakal-
ddhydsin, yathdsambadlyamanake, upagala, samupagata or samupdgatais used in
connéction with the king’s officers and subordinates who are thus clearly
distinguished from the former group. Insuch cases, words like samupagata,
samupagata, ete., appear to mean yathdsambadhyaminaka, the reference being
to the officers and subordinates who were associated with the region in
question for the time being and those who would be so associated in future.
The list of the people (including the feudatory chiefs, their queens, officers
and subordinates of all elasses and mercenary soldiers of various nationali-
ties), described as samupagaia with reference to the gift land (not a very hig
area insome cases),isso hig in the records of certain dynasties that an
assemblage is physically impaossible.

The importance of addressing the officers and subordinates of the
time being and of the future is that it was some of them who might be
appointed to administer the area in some capacity or might receive the
area as a fiel. The local people and officials including the donees’ tenants
had also to play their part in making the king's grant a success. Oftea the
Lenants were requesled by the king to measure out the plot of land granted
to the donee in their village outside the areas cultivated by them.?

The king's order in respect of the grant of a village or land was not
always issued by the king himself, but was often conveyed through an
intermediary who was usually a high officer, sometimes even a prince, He
is generally called Diita or Diitaka (literally, ‘the messenger’) in North
Indian records and Ajfd, Ajfapti or Ajfapti (literally, "the order’, here
‘the person carrying the order') in the charters of South India. When the
order emanated from the king himsell, the lact is indicated in passages
like “the order is from the donor himself,’ ‘the order is from the donor's
own mouth’, ete. The words diita, diilake, 573, Bjfapli and FjREpL are
generally translated as *executor of a grant’, though it is believed that the
dignitary in question merely carried the king’s order relating to the grant
to the officials by whom the charter was later drawn up and delivered to
the donees. But, in some cases, the Diitaka’s function is indicated by the

1. Forsuch records, see Sslect Inseriptions, 1963, pp. 358 (text line 18 and
note 6), 362 (text line 19), ete.
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expression fravesifa suggesting that he also looked into the question of the
entry of the charter into the donee’s possession.! There iz a case offered
by the Jethwai plates,® in which one person is mentioned as the Jutaka
and a diferent person is stated lo have written the document at the
donor’s order. It therefore appears that Dijlaka was not merely the carrier
of the king's order, but the real executor of a charter at least in some areas
of the country in certain ages of history,? The function of the officer seems
to have been, at least in some cases, to help the danee in getting possession
of the gilt land. It is well known that most of the copper-plate grants
contain the king’s request to the local people to be helpful to the donee in
every way and not to stand in the way of his enjoyment ol the property,

4, Tenanis and their Lot,

In the specification of the landlords® status vis-a-vis the villagers, many
records specifically advise the tenants to obey the orders of the donces of
the charters and {o pay to the latter whatever dues they owed to the king,
Thus, in the grants of the kings of Uccakalpa, we have, *You yourselves
(the tenants) shall render to him (the donee) the offering of the customary
[dues of] kara in the shape of biiga and bhoga as well as hiranys and shall
be obedient to [his] commands,”* Sometimes we have, “Wherelore, no
one should behave so as to cause obstruction to this person (the donee) in
enjoying it in accordance with the proper conditions of a grant to the
Brihmanas and cultivating it or causing it to be cultivated or assigning it
to another;""® “Being aware of this, you should e shedient to their com-
mands and should dwell in happiness, rendering them the customary
bhaga and bhdga;" ete,

There is some indication that all the tenants also did not enjoy the
same status even in the samne area, not to speak of different parts of the
country. Thus a number of copper-plate grants state that the donee or
landlord was allowed to enjoy the right of ndraigaand uparikara (sometimes

See Bhandarkar’s List, Nos. 1501-02,

Ep. Ind., Vol XXII, p. 109.

. CI, Siccar, Indian Epigraphy, pp. | 43-44.

. GF. Corp. Ins. Ind., Vol, IIT, pp. 118, 122, 127, 131; cf. p, 137.
. Ibid., pp. 171, 190,

. Ibid., p. 198.

L
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wrongly written as parikara).! On the strength of the $d5vatakila giving
udranga, uddhdra and udgrantha as synonyms, it was suggested by some
scholars that udraiga was ‘the share of the produce collected usually for
the king'. But, in some cases, udradg: and bhige are mentioned
separately in the list of privileges® and Ohaga has to be understood in
the sense of the king's share of the produce, Sometimes udradga has heen
supposed to be related to Macithi wdlifd or wdh@d-jam3bandt though
uddhdra and udhad appear to be dillerent words. Uparikara is supposed to
mean ‘a tax levied on cultivators who have no proprietary richt over the
goil', This Is because, in Marithi, wpari means a temporary tenant or
tenant at will according to Wilson's Glossary, Thus udradga may be the
tax on permanent tenants. IF sueh was the case, there wad a distinetion
between two classes of tenants, viz, permanent and temporary, and the
assessment of tax on the two classes must have been different.

It seems that wdraiga really means fixed taxes assessed on permanent
tenants and uparikara those levies which were not fixed, the taxes collected
from temporary tenants probably falling in this category. This scems to
be supported by the fact that some inscriptions appear to mention kfjia
upakipta in place respectively of wdraiga nnd uparikera,® and the meaning
of kfpta is probably determined by a medieval inscription of the Kakatiya
king Ganapati, which apparently uses the expressions k/pia-kara and k{pla-
fulta in the senses respectively of fGxed taxes and tolls# Moreover, there
was always the possibility of particular favours being granted by the king
or landlord to particular tenants for services rendered or, at least, against
payment of money.

We have some indication that, even without the king's favour, the
tenants could sometimes attain to the position of landlords Ly their own
efforts. Kalhana's Rijataraigini attributes the following statement to the
Kashmirian king Lalitdditya Muktipida who flourished in the eighth
century A. D), : “Every careshould be taken that there should not be lefewith
the villagers more food supply than required for one year's consumption,

1. Cf. Corp. Ins. Ind., Vol. 111, pp. 97 (note), 98 (note}, 105, 109, 120,
128, 132, 88,170, 185, 189, 218, 257, 290.

2, Ibid., pp. 166, 179,

3. Ibid., pp. 238, 246.

4. Ep, Ind,, Vol. XII, pp. 193, 195,
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nor more oxen than are wanted for the tillage of their fields; because, if
they should keep more wealth, they would become, in a single year, very
formidable Da@marar and strong enough to neglect the commands of the
king. When once the villagers obtain clothes, women, woollen blankets,
food, ornaments, horses and houses, such as are fit for the people of the
town ,,,,,.thena change for the worse in the subjecls' fortune may be known
for certain,,....""* And the great trouble the Damaras or the landed rural
aristacracy caused to the State especially during the rule of weak kings is
well known to the students of the early history of Kashmir.

Considering the attitude of Lalitiditya, it iz no wonder that some
unscrupulous Kashmirian rulers of later times followed an oppressive sys-
tem of grinding taxation. Thus, when king Saikaravarman (883-002
A. D) drained the resources of the kingdom by futile military expedi-
tions, he was driven to take exceptional measures for raising revenue and
thereby caused great hardship to the people. The new offices called
allapalibhdga (literally, ‘share of the lord of the market)' and grhatriva
(literally, ‘domestic affairs)' were created by the king, The officer in
charge of the former may have been entrusted with the collection of a
variety of direct taxes on markets, shops, artificers, ete., while the officer
in charge of the latter appears to have levied taxes on such domestic events
as the ceremonies of marriage, sacred thread, ficst-rice, ete, It is said that
revenue for the grhatriya office was increased by deducting or adding to
the proper weights, by imposing fines on the villages and by similar other
imposts, There were, besides a treasurer, five newly appointed secretaries
for the department, On the pretext that they were the king’s share of the
selling price, profits of the temples arising out of the sale of incense, sandal-
wood and other articles of worship were appropriated. Likewise, agraldra
villages in the possession of temples were resumed on the understanding
that a fixed amount would be returned as pratikara (compensation) out of
the income from the said village. The lands were then directly cultivated
by the State, though the amount of compensation payable to the temples
was reduced by diminishing the weight in the seales by one-third, No less
than 64 temples were plundered straight away through special officers
placed over them under the pretence of exercising supervision. Even

1. Op.cit., TV. 347-52,
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more serious than the above was a kind of #isti (unpaid lahour) called
riedhabhdrodhi, according to which villagers, who did not turn up to carry
their allotted loads, were fined the value of the articles at enhanced rates,
and the same fine was levied a second time in the next year from the
village as a whole. The king introduced thirtean kinds of carvée of this
type, which broke the backbone of the poor people. The villagers were
further driven into poverty by levying contributions for the monthly pay,
etc., of the Sandhatas and Gramakiyasthas (Patvdris) and by various other
exactions,! The greediness of an unscrupulous king went even further
during the reign of Harsa (1089-1101 A.D.) who appointed an officer
entitled Devolpatanangyaka (prefect for the overthrow of divine images)
for the purpose of robbing temples of their metal images. As a result,
there was soon no temple in the villages, towns and eities of Kashmir,
which, with a few exceptions; was not despoiled of its images. Itisstrange
that the statues of gods were defiled by pouring excrement and urine
over their faces by heterodox naked mendicants who spat on them and
dragged them along the roads by ropes round their ankles.? It is of course
difficult to believe that king Harsa could have done this if he was not
suffering at least from partial insanity.

It has to be admitted that, among ancient Indian kings, there were
both benevolent and tyrannical rulers, But Kalhana's chronicle of
Kashmir, which was composed about 1150 A. D. and is the only early
work offering us a detailed connected account of the state of affairsina
particular region of India, shows very clearly that usually the number of
worthless, profligate and wicked kings by far exceeded the few who had
the subjects’ welfare atheart. Indeed the sufferings of the people of
ancient Kashmir due to floods and famines, to civil wars, 1o the unchecked
rapacity of the collectors of revenue and to similar other causes were
almost continoous. And this makes us diffident to believe that, except on
rare occasions, the condition of the people of other parts of India was
very considerably better, The popular beliel about the exisience of
Rimarijya (i.e. a State offering to the people all happiness and no misery)

1. See Stein, Kalhana's Rajatarangini, (V. 165-81), trans, Vol. I, pp.

207 .
2. Ibid,, VII.932-33, 1080-99,
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in ancient India is no doubt largely a myth. Generally speaking, the
condition of the people in the ancient Indian States was more or less
similar to that in our Native States which were recently merged in the
Indian Union, although these latter were not fres from the influence of
the Tenancy Acts passed by the Indo-British Government from time to
time for the betterment of the tenants’ lot. A study of the Acts gives one
an idea about tenancy and landlordship in medieval India, and the posi-
tion was similar in wide areas of the country even in the ancient period.



CHAPTER IV
BURDEN OF TAXES
1. Taxesin Earlier Epigraphs.

That the tax burden on the early Indian villagers was heavy is more
clearly indicated by medieval records than by those earlier in date. An
analysis of the information about the king's privileges transferred to the
landlord, supplied by various inscriptions, is expected to give a fair idea
of the taxes and other obligations.

Some charters of the Satavihana king Gautamiputra Satakarni
(c. 106-30 A.D.) record grants of land rogether with all the parifgrar (ex-
emptionsor privileges to be enjoyed by the donee) including the following:
(1) a-praveiyaor freedom from the entry of royal agents for the collection
of taxes, ete.; (2) an-avamariye or freedom from troubles associated with
unpaid labour or the entry of royal agents; (3) a-lavana-khitaka or free-
dom from the land being dug up or the trees being pierced for salt, and
(4) a-rzsira-r@muinayita or freedom from the administrative control to
which the district comprising the gift land was subject. The king's officer
in charge of the administration of the area was also instructed to endow
the gift land with all the exemptions including the above.? There are
Satavahana charters recording grant of a village together with Agru-kara
{tax on artisans; less probably kar-cikara meaning ‘major and minor
taxes’), deya (land tax called bali or periodical offerings called bhoga) and
meya (king’s share of the produce called bhzga) or with the renunciation
of all the rights of the king.*

The Mayidavolu plates® of the Pallava king Sivaskandavarman men-
tion the following parik@ras associated with the rent-free enjoyment of
land: (1) a-lavana-kh3taka, (2) a-rdptra-s@mwinayike, (3) a-paramparg-

1. Cf. Select Inscriptions, pp. 192, 194,
2. Ibid., pp. 195, 198.
3. Ibid., p. 435.
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balivarda, (4) a-bhala-praveiya, and (5) a-kiire-cullaka-vingsi-khalva-
samvgsa, OF these, a-bha'a-praveiya (freedom from the entry of the bhatas
meaning Pgiks) is the same as a-pravefsa of the Sitavihana epigraphs.
A-paramparz-balivarda or the freedom from the obligation of supplying bul-
locks in succession refers to the obligation of thevillagers to supply bullocks
to the king's officers when the latter visited a village for official purpose in
a bullock cart lrom a neighbouring village. A-kiira-cullaka-vingsi-khatvg-
sampisa indicates freedom of the landlord of the gift village or the privileg-
ed tenant of the gift land from the obligation of supplying to the royal
officers on tour such articles as kiira, cullaka, vingfin, cot and shelter. Kdra
and ¢ulfaka have been interpreted respectively as 'boiled rice’ and ‘pot’
though they may actually mean “unboiled rice’ and ‘a fire-place for cook-
ing’. Vingiin may be the same as sain3fika indicating ‘a slave oran atten-
dant', The Hirahadagalli plates' of the same Pallava king record the
grant of land, with libation of water, for so longas the moon and the
stars would endure, together with the eighteen kinds ol exemptions
including the following: (1) a-kira-cullaka-vingsi-khalvg-satwdsa, (2)
a-dugdha-dadhi-grahana, (3) a-r3sira-samwvinayika, (%) a-lavana-guda-ksobka,
(5) a-kara-vigti-kauRjalys, (6) a-paramparg-balivarda-grahana, (7} a-ltna-
kistha-grahana and (8) a-haritaka-faka-puspa-grahana, In the expression
‘eighteen kinds of exemptions’, ‘eighteen’ seems to be used in the sense of
‘all’ or ‘various'. A-lavana-guda-ksobha or freedom from the trouble in
respect of salt and sugar shows, as already indicated above, that sugar
was a royal monopoly like salt and seems to refer to the practice of piercing
trees for sugar, A-dugdha-dadhi-grahana, a-tyna-kastha-grahapa and e-hari-
taka-35ka-pus pa-grahana point to the freedom of the landlord or privileged
tenant from the ocecasional supply of milk, curds, grass, wood, myrobalan,
vegetables and flowers. The reference is apparently both to the periodical
supply to be made to the king when demanded as well as to the touring
officers. The mention of k3stha or wood reminds us of trees, branches and
shrubs mentioned in the list of privileges in medieval charters. A-kara-
vigpi-kaufijalya vefers 1o the freedom from kara (tax), vigti (unpaid labour)
and kaufijalya which seems to refer to the obligation of free supply of sour
gruel (kufijala) to the king’s labourers working in the neighbourhood, The

1. Sel. Ins., p. 438,



(&8 )

idea seems to be that the landlords or privileged tenants in the possession
of rent-free holdings were exempled from certain supplies to be made to
the king, which ordinary tenants and landlords of rent-paying estates
were obliged to supply.

The Basim plates' of the Vikilaka king Vindhyadakti IT (close of the
fourth century A.D.) speak of the {ollowing parikdrar generally going with
land granted to Brihmanpas well-versed in the four Vedas: (1) a-rastra-
samoinayika, (2) a-lavane-klinna-khataka, (8) a-hirepya-di@nya-pranaya-
pradeya, (4) a-puspa-ksira-grahaniya, (5) a-paramparg-balivarda, (6)
a-vira-siddhika, (7) a-carm-digdraka, (8) a-bhala-pravesya, (9) a-khatvz-
cullaka-vaingsita, (10) a-karada, (11) a-vaha, (12) se-nidhi, (13) sopanidhi,
(14) sa-krta-pranta and (15) se-mafica-makgharapa. It has to be noticed
that, while the epigraphs discussed carlier refer directly to exemptions,
the Basim plates mention them together with certain privileges involving
exemption. The word klinna in a-lavapa-klinna-thitaka probably meansa
moist commodity like sugar which, as we have scen, was obtained by
boring certain trees like the palmyra palm. Technieally, besides sugar,
the word may indicate toddy, etc., as also we have suggested above.
A-hiranye-dhinya-prapaya-pradeya refers to freedom from the obligation of
paying taxes in cash and kind as well as emergency imposts or occasional
supplies of fruits, etc. This has been mentioned separately from a-karada
indicating freedom from taxes generally. A-v@ra-siddfitka refers to the
supply of freelabour by the villages in turn, while a-carm-grgaraka indicates
freedom from the obligation of supplying hide-seats and charcoal to the
touring royal officers encamped in the village. A-zaha refers to the obliga-
tion of supplyiug horses to or carrying the loads of the touring officers.
Sa-nidhi and s-opanidhi vefer to the privilege of enjoying treasures hidden
under the surface of the earth and deposits or finds on thesoil. While sa-
krla-prania shows that the gift village was granted together with its demar-
cated boundaries, sa-mafica-mahgkarana suggests that the grant was made
with the platforms used by officers for the collection of tolls as well as with
important records in the custody of local officers.

The Chammak plates® of the Vakitaka king Pravarazena IT (middle

1. Cf. Select Inscriptions., pp. 408-09,
2, Ibid., p. 422.
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of the filth century) enumerate the following privileges normally going
with the rent-free holdings in the possession of learned Bralimanas profici-
ent inthe four Vedas: (1) a-kara-diyin, (2) a-bhata-cchitra-praveiya, (3)
a-parampard-go-balivarda, (4) a-pugpa-kpira-sandoha, (5) a-cir-gsang-carm-
dngdra, (b) a-lavana-klinna-krepi-khanaka, (7) sarva-vigti-parifigra-parikyta,
(B) sa-nidhi, (9) s-opanidhi, (10) sa-kipi-opaklplaka, (1) @-candr-aditya-
kaliya and (12) putra-pautr-gnugamaka. Amur;g these, a-kars-dayinis of
course ‘free from taxes in general', while chdtra in a-bhala-cchatra-pravesya
(no entry from Blatas and Clatras) literally means ‘a bearer or user of the
umbrella’, though its technical meaning is a Barkandaz or the leader of the
group of Bhalas or Paiks. Goor cow has been added to balivarda or bullock
in a-parampard-go-tbalivarda showing that cows were sometimes also requisi-
tioned by the royal officers on tour in the villages. A-¢gr-Zrana-carm-gigara
refers to the free passage, free camping and free supply of hide-seats and
charcoal, which the villagers were obliged to offer o the officers visiting
the villages on tour. Sometimes para (ferrying of rivers) is found in place
of cdra, i.e. movement or passage, Klinna-krepi in a-lavana-klinna-krenis
khanaka is the same as klinna of the Basim plates referred to above. Sa-kipl-
aﬁa.‘:_fpt: appears to mean ‘together with the fixed and unfixed impmts" or
‘fixed taxes on the permanent tenants and varying taxes on the temporary
tenants’. Klpla, stated in the Kauliliva Arthasasirat to have been payable
by harbours and villages {pmbal:ai',r not ‘villages near harbours' as it has
sometimes been interpreted), was one of the principal sources of revenue,
while the Motupalli inscription of the thirteenth century A.D, mentions
kipta-kara and kipta-5ulke apparently in the senses of ‘fixed tax’ and ‘fixed
tolls’ respectively, as already indicated above, A-candr-Zditys-kiliya (to
last as long as the moon and sun endure) and putra-paubr-Gnugamaka (to pass
to sons and grandsons) refer to the permanent and hereditary nature of
the grant, A-pasu-medhiya (free from the obligation of supplying goats,
ete., for sacrifice) is sometimes added to the above list of privileges in the
charters of the Vikitakas.?

The Vilavatti grant of the Pallava king Sirhhavarman of the sixth cen-
tury A.D, has the following passage: ““Whichever taxes are realisable in

1, IL vi,
2, Sel. Ins., p. 414.



(70 )

this gift village such as loha-carma-kar-gpana (taxes from the shops main-
tained by metal workers and leather workers), pattakira (professional tax
from silk weavers), pr@varaficara (tax for the maintenance of spies), rajju
(tax for the maintenance of the surveyors), pralikira (tax for the mainten-
ance of gate-keepers collecting tolls or for entry into the royal palace},
dpandjivika (tax from shop-keepers), etc., as also the dues {rom the ndfala
(oulcastes), mukhadharaka (masked actors), kgpadarfaka (water-diviners),
{aniravaya (weavers), dyiita (gambling), sivika (marriage) and nipita (bar-
bers) and the cess payable by the artisans who enjoy land endowed with
all exemptions—all such taxes due to us have been given to this donee as
brafimadeya,""! The cess payable by the artisans who were in possession of
rent-free holdings remindsusof the token tax payable by the owners of
agrahdras in some parts of the country.

In the Mankuni-Sankheda plates,® we have (1) ‘together with Fibara
(also called Febara, Faivara, etc., the same as Marfitht fori or arable land
originally excluded from the village assessment according to Wilson’s
Glossary)’, (2) ‘together with wdranga (fixed taxor the tax on permanent
tenants)” and (3) ‘excluding the income resulting from bkiita (changes due
to earthquakes, ete.) and gata (cyclones)’. The copper-plate inscriptions
of the Early Kadambas sometimes mention such privileges as (1) a-bhata-
pravesa, (2) antahkara-vistika (right to enjoy the internal income or revenue
at well as [ree labour), (8) parihria-pasig-otkota (exempted from padge and
ulkota), (4) uficha-karabhir-adi-vivarjita (free from the burden of uficha or
the collection of small quantities of grains per measure as well as kara or
taxes).® Paiiga is a Dravidian word often found in Telugu inscriptions
in the sense of taxes and explaived in Brown's Telugu-English Dictionary as a
tax in the shape of one-fourth of the produce collected in olden times by
the government on lands in the possession of gods and Brahmanas.* Utkata
is the Sanskritised form of the well-known Prakrit word ukkeda which
means the same thing as Persian nazrind or presents to be made to the king

1. Ep. Ind., Vol. XXIV, pp. 298, 303.

2. Gadre, Imp. Ins. Bar. 5t., Vol. I, p. 6.

3, Sircar, The Swecessors of the Salavahanas, pp. 263, 266, 269, Some-
times an agrakdra is stated to have been made free from danda, vigti and
kara (ibid., p. 293) and from khaled, visa and odana (ibid., p. 307).

4. Ep. Ind., Vol. XXXIII, p. 55.
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and others.! In the Telugu records of the medieval period, padga is some-
times mentioned along with other levies bearing Dravidian names like
putti, mEdalu and kanika and Sanskritnames like upaksiti and dariand.® Puili
is probably ‘a fee of two handfuls from each pulti measure of grain paid to
the village servants' and £3nika *a present from an inferior to a superior’.
Madalu probably refers to the surrender of half of the produce. Upaksiti
may bea tax on uncultivated land and darfang a levy for the supervision of
partition of land and other property,

2. Taxes in Laler Epigraphs.

The Banskhera plate? of king Harsavardhana Siladitya (606-47 A.D.)
simply states that a village was granted in favour of two Brihmanas as an
agrahdra (rent-free holding usually in the possession of Brihmanas) in
accordance with the custom governing its acceptance by Brihmanas, so
that the customary privileges going with such heldings remained under-
stood, But the villagers were asked to be obedient to the doneesand to
pay them the usual dues (protydya) including llya-meya, bhdga-bhoga-
kara, hiranya, ete., which have already been explained.

A charter® of the Guhila dynasty of Rajasthan gives us the following
list: (1) “together with Fevara (the same as Fibarg, etc., explained above)’,
(2) *together with the income resulting from bhita’, (3) ‘together with the
dues called kiranya', (4) "together with bhoga and blizga’, (5) ‘together with
all imposts (@ddna)’, (6) a-c@a-bhala-praveiya, etc.

The Paithan plates® of the Rastrakiita king Govinda 111 (794-B14 A.D.)
has: (1) s-odrariga (together with the fixed taxes or the taxes on permanent
tenants), {2) sa-parikara, (sameas s-oparikara, together with occasional taxes
or the taxes on temporary tenants), (3 sa-daf-gparddha (together with the
power to deal with cases involving the ten offences),(4) sa-bhiilapdta-pralys ya
(the same as sa-bhjit-opdtla-pratydya or sa-bhila-véta-pratyaya, together with
the income resulting from earthquakes, etc.), (3) s-opladysmana-vigtika (to-
gether with the right to utilise unpaid labour whenever due), (6} sa-dhinya-

1. Ep, Ind.,, Vol. XXXIII, p. 56.
2. Ibid., pp. 55-56,

3. Ihid., Vol. IV, p. 414.

4, Ibid., Vol XXXIV, p. 176.
5. Ibid., Vol. 111, p. 108.
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hirany-adeya (together with thedues payable in kind and in cash), (7) a-cata-
bhata-pravesya (Iree from the entry of Barkand@zes and Paiks), (8) ‘without
the jurisdiction of any royal officer’ ! (9) ‘to last as long as the moon, the
sun, the oceans, the rivers and the hills would endure’, (10) “together with
abhyantara-siddhi (internal income or revenue)’ and (11) ‘in accordance
with the bhiumicchidra-ny3 ya (principle of the fallow land or the first culti-
vation of land)".

The Anastu plates® of Siladitya ITI mention: (1) “together with udraiga’,
(2) ‘together with uparikara’, (3) ‘together with the income resulting from
bhtitaand vata’, (1) ‘together with the levy (adana) of dh@nya and hiranya’, (5)
‘together with power to deal with the ten offences’, (6) “together with unpaid
labour that may fall due’, (7) ‘notto be interfered with by any royal officer’,
(8) ‘excluding previously granted depadeya, brahmadeys and brédmanavisFati
(partially rent-free holding of a Brihmana entitled to enjoy twenty per cent
of the revenue)' and (9) ‘given in accordance with bhimicchidra-nyaya.'

A copper-plate charter? of the Sildhdra king Apardjita, dated 993 A.D,,
records the grant of a pallitd together with the following privileges: (1)
ardha-bhoga-bliaga-samanvita (enjoying only half of the bhoga and bhdga due
to the king), (2) se-vrksa-milatula (together with all kinds of trees), (3) sma-
sima-paryanta, (4) sa-kastha-tyn-adika, (5) sa-danda-da5-aparadha, (6) ‘exclud-
ing previously granted devad@ga and brahmeddya’, (7) saro-oipabii-yukia
(together with all kinds of produce), ete. The reference to sarv-sipatii seems
to suggest that the ordinary tenants were not allowed to produce whatever
crops they liked. This reminds us of the royal monopoly of certain plants
already discussed above. Another chartert of the same king gives: (1)
‘together with wdraga’, (2) ‘together with parikara (vparikara)’, (3) ‘exclud-
ing pradh@nae-nidhdn-aikadoga (probably, considerable depuosits or accumula-
tions on the soil and power to deal with murder)’, (4) ‘including all other
danda-dogas (fines and exactions) like apuira (confiscation of the property
of one who dies without leaving an heir), dliyaka, kumdri-sahasa, etc.’, (5)

1. Samasta-rgjokyydndm-a-hasta-prakgepaniye is the same as samartae
1ajakiyandm-gpraveiya=rijo-sevakandsi vasati-danda-prayina-dapdau na stk
etc., of other records. See Ind, 4nt., Vol. X111, p. 117; Vol. X1V, p. 318,

2. Gadre, Important Inscriptions of the Baroda State, Vol. 1, pp. 23-24.

3. bid., p, 52,

4. Ibid., p. 61.
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‘excluding previously granted devaddya and brakmaddya’, (6) ‘together with
all the sources of income (Iyg-rthina)’, (7) ‘together with all the produces’,
(8) a-cEta-bhata-pravea, (9) a-paripanthaniya (free from obstructions),
{10) ‘together with all abkayantara-siddhi’, ete.

Among the copper-plate grants of the Pala kings of Eastern India,
which offer more or less the same list of privileges, the Manahali plate! of
Madanapéla has the following list: (1) sva-sm3-lypayiiti-gocara-paryanta
{including its boundaries, grass land and pasture land), (2) so-tala
(together with the surface of the land), (3) sa-jala-sthala (together with
land and water), (4) s-@mra-madhitka (together with themango and mahua
trees), (5) s-oddefa (together with the space above the surface), (6) sa-
gart-ogara (together with pitsand barren land), (7) sa-jhata-vitafa (together
with shrubs and branches), (8) (sa-daf-3parddha or sa-das-3 pacira (together
with the power to deal with cases involving the ten offences), (9) ra-catr-
oddharagika (together with the power to recover stolen goods), (10) parikyta-
sarva-pida (free from all obstructions, including the supply of fres labour),
(11) a-cdta-bhata-pravesa (free from the entry of Borkandizes and Piiks),
(12) a-kifcit-pragrahye (completely free from taxes), (13) bhigabhogokara-
hirany-3di-pratyiya-sameta (together with such dues as the bkdgabhogakara,
hiranya and others), (14) ratnatraye-rijasambhoga-varjita (without the lands
belonging to Buddhist establishments and the king), (13) ‘given in accor-
dance with the bhiimicchidra-nyd ya (the principle of the fallow land or the
first cultivation of land)’ and (16) ‘permanently given for as long as the
moon, the sun and the earth will endure.?

In the records of the Caulukyas of Gujarat, we have: (1) orksa-mala-
kula, (2) kdstha-trp-odak-opeta, (3) sa-hiranya-bhiga-bhoga, (4) sa-danda-
dasiparddha, (3) sarvad@ya (sarv-ddaya)-sameta, (6) nava-nidh@na-tamels, (7)
pirva-pradalia-devadiya brahmadgye-varja, ete®

The following privilegesare enumerated in the charters of the Bhauma-
Karas of Orissa : (1) s-oddea (together with the space above the ground),
(2) sa-tanturd yo-gokula-Faundik-3di-prakrlika (together with such subjects
as the weavers, the milkmen, the vintners and others), (3) sa-kheta-ghat ta-
naditarasthan-gdi-gulmata (together with the outpostsat the villages, passes,

. Geudalekhamala, p. 154.
2, Majumdar, A K., The Caulukyas of Gujarat, pp. 247-48.
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ferry stations and other places), (4) sarva-pidd-varfita (without any obstacle,
especially in respect of the supply of free labour), (5) ‘without further use
of the pen (i.e, without the power of alienation)’, (6) ‘given in accordance
the bhigmicehidrapidh@na-nyiya (the principleof the reclamation of fallow
land)” and (7) “given to last as long as the moon, the sun and the earth
endure’,! The nature of the taxes to be realised by the donees is, however,
not clear from the above privileges.

The Sungal plate® of king Vidagdha (earlier hall of the eleventh
century A.D.) of Chamba mentions the following privileges: (1) soa-sima-
tyna-goyiithi-gocare-paryanta (as far as its limits, grass land, pounds and
pasture ground), (2) se-vanaspaly-udak-3sihdra-kullaka-paniya-sameta (to-
gether with fruit trees and with the various water courses and channels),
{(3) s-Bgama-nirgama-pravesa (with approaches, ingress and egress), (4) sa-
khtla-potdeya (with fallow and cultivated land), (5) sa-das-Gparddha (with
fines for the ten offences), (6) putra-pantr-gdy-anvay-opabhogya (to he enjoyed
by the succession of sons, grandsons and so forth), (7) andechedya (uncur-
tailable), (8) a-paripanthya (not Lo be opposed), (9) a-cdla-bhata-fraveia)
(not be entered by the CZtas and Bhatas for the collection of taxes, etc.),
(10) a-kificit-kara (Fully free from taxes), and (11) anghdra (inalienable).
Itis difficult to say whether anghiracurtails the donee’s power of alienation
or is a guarantee that the land would not be confiscated by the State at
least under ordinary civcumstances. The charter further enjoins the tenants
of the gilt village to deliver to the donee dues like bkgga, bhopa, etc., and
the king's CZtar and Bhatas are ordered not to enter into the donee's house,
to let his vegetables be grazed on, to cut his ripe crops or erush his sugar-
cane, to take roctka and «ilol3 from him, to take cow’s milk from him, to
carry off his stools, benches or couches, and to seize his wood, fuel, grass,
chaff, etc. It is also ordered that not even the slightest oppression or
vexation should be caused by anybody to the donee or to his ploughmen,
cowherds, maids, servants and dependants. Rocika and citold were levies,
the nature of which is uncertain. But the exemptions enumerated in the
record make it clear that the tenants were often subjected to considerable
harassment,

l. Ep, Ind, Vaol. XXIX, p. 89,
2. Vogel, Antiguities o f Chamba State, Part 1, pp. 167-69,
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The Semra plate! of the Candella king Paramardin mention the follow-
ing privileges: (1) se-jala-sihala (with water and land), (2) se-sitfigoera-
jangama (with the movable and immovable belongings), (3) sva-sim-
Foacchinna (defined by the boundaries), (4) s-@dha-Grdhva (with that which
is below and above the ground), (5) bhiita-bhavigyad-vartamina-ni feg-adaya-
sahita (with all the past, future and present imposts) and () pratisiddha-
¢at-Bdi-pravefa (with entrance forbidden for the Cdtar and others for the
collection of taxes, ete.). The villagers are ordered to bring to the donees
the rayal share of the crops, the periodical offerings payable to the king
and everything else. It is also enjoined that nobody should cause any
hindrance to the donees if they enjoy, cultivate, cause to be cultivated,
give away, maortgage or sell the gift villages together with all their plants
{e.g. asana, sugarcane, etc.), forests, hollows, deposits, mines of metal, ete,,
and cow-houses as well as with all other objects found within the boundar-
ies and with external and internal incomes.

In the charters? of the Gihadavila kings of U, P., we have the privi-
leges enumerated as follows : (1) sa-jala-sthala (together with land and
water), (2) sa-loha-lavas-Tkara (together with metal and salt mines), (3)
sa-matsy-dhara (together with the sources of fish) (4) sa-parpakara (to-
gether with fields producing betel leaves), (5) sa-garf-osara (together
with pits and barren lands), (6) sa-madhiika- ciila~ pana - valikd - vilopa-
{rnayiili-gocara-paryanta (together with mahua and mango trees, woods,
gardens and branches and including grass lands and pasture grounds),
(7) s-ordhe-adkal (together with what is above and below the surface of
the earth), (8) eatwrdghata-visuddha (with the four houndaries demarcated)
and (9) soz-sim@-paryanta (including the boundaries). They also give us
the following list of dues (dgya) : (1) bhidga-bhoga-kara, (2) pravasikara,
(3) kiitaka and others, while (4) turugka-danda and (5) kumiragadyinaka
are given insome records in place of Aulaka, and also (6) lirenya, (7)
Jjalakara, (B) gokara, (9) nidhi, (10) niksepa, (11) yamalakambalin, ctc., are
occasionally introduced in the list. These taxes are in some epigraphs
characterised as belonging to the two categories, some of them being nivata
(fixed or regular) and others aniyatz (occasional or irregular). Of the

1. Ep. Ind., Vol. 1V, pp. 155-56.
9, Ihid., 101, 103, 106, 109, 114, 116-17, 120, 124, 129.
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various laxes, pravanikara is usually understood in the sense of a levy on
the merchants, Turugka-danda, which may be compared with andhra-danda
and tigula-dayda (taxes associated with the Andhras and Tamilians) met
with in the inscriptions of the Kannacla-speaking areas,! was probably a
tax levied on the Muhammadans or for the maintenance of special forees
for defending the subjects from Muhammadan attacks, while kum@ra-
gadydpa (the same as kumara-kaccina of Tamil inscriptions), appears to
have been a levy of one gadyana (i.c. the silver coin weighing 48 ratis) per
family on the occasion of a prince’s birth. Falakara (literally, ‘water tax')
was paid for fishing rights, etc,, in tanks, lakes and rivers. Gokara (literally,
‘cattle tax') may have been a grazing levy. Nidhi and nikgepa (the same
as upanidhi and nidhana) were respectively the treasure hidden in the ground
and deposits or finds on the soil occasionally discovered. Yamalakambalin,
found in the records in various corrupt forms, was payable for the posses-
sion of race-bullocks. The meaning of kfilaka is doubtful.

In the charters of the Senas of Bengal, the gift land usually carried
the following privileges with it : (1) sa-jkdta-vitapa (together with bushes
and branches.) (2) sa-jala-sthala (together with water and land), (3) sa-
gart-ogara (together with pits and barren lands), (4) sa-guvika-ndrikela
(together with arecanut and coconut palms), (5) sahya-das-dparddha (with
the ten offences tolerated, i. e. no cognisance to be taken by the State of
the occurrence of the ten offences in the gift village), (7) paribria-sarva-pida
(exempted from all troubles including the supply of free labour), (8)
a~calta-bhatta-pravesa ( the same as a-¢a ta-bhata-praveia, notto be entered by
the Barkand8zes and Paiks), (9) a-kificil-pragrahye (free [rom all taxation)
and (10) trpayuti-gocara-paryanta (including the grass lands and pasture
grounds).® Of course, sometimes sa-khila-ndla (together with fallow and
cultivated lands) is added to the list, and it is also stated that the donees
were entitled to raise temples and excavale tanks in the gift land as
well as to plant betelnut and coconut palms,* while the charters of the
Candra kings generally add s-@mra-panasa (logether with mango and

1. A, R. Ep., 1934-35, B. K. Nos. 153-5¢. Malla-kara of Nepal inscrip-
tions was probably not associated with the Malla people, but was a profes-

sion tax on the wrestlers.
2. Majumdar, Ins, Beng., Vol. IIL, p, 104, ete.
3. Ibid.,p. 147.
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jackfruit trees).? But, in these cases, complete freedom from all levies is
indicated by a-kifieit-pragrihya without elaboration,

The Kalegaon plates® (1261 A. D.) of the Yadava king Mzhiadeva
refer to the grant of land together with (1) Fulka (tolls), (2) dapda (fines
probably relating to the ten offences}, (3) dina (probably, customs duties
on particular objects, or the kings grain share), (4) A3ruka ( profession tax
on the artisans and craftsmen), (5) maulika (the principal or main tax, or
perquisites of hereditary officers), (6) Frofra (probably, a tax in kind
collected by a lessee of State land from the cultivators), (7) nighi (treasure-
trove), (8) niksepa (deposits or accumulations on the soil), (9) fala (fishing
rights in the waters) and (10) g8sana (quarrying rights in the hills), with
which fejaj-suBmyais associated and the whole group seems to be regarded as
included in asta-bhoga. It is further stated that the gift land was not to be
pointed out even with a finger by the subordinate rulers and royal officers
and that the grant was made with the libation of ‘water with gold and
rice’. While fgfaf-re@mya means ‘ownership with authority or complete
control’, it seems that the privileges included here in the asta-bhoga or
eight ways of enjoyment are not less than eleven, so that asla-bhoga men-
tioned in many records of the Decean, really indicates privileges of the
landlord, roughly grouped into eight elasses, In the records of the Vijaya-
nagara kinws, the eight bhegas appear to be enumerated as (1) nidhi
(treasure-trove), (2) niksepa (the same as wpanidfi or nidhing, i.e. deposits
or accumulations on the soil), (3) jala (waters, i.e. fishing rights), (4)
pasana (hills, i.e. quarrying rights), (5) oksipin (actual income), (6) 3gdmin
(future income), (7) siddha (income from land already under cultivation)
and (8) sEdhye (land that may be brought under eultivation in luture),®

Agta-bhogh is sometimes also enumerated as nidhi, niksepa, akpina,
dgimin, safcila, jala, faru and pE53na, or as vikraye, dana, visimaya, jala,
tara, pEsana, nidhi and niksepa or as nidhi, niksepa, jalamyta, pasina, aknnin,
Bgdmin, siddha and sddhya.t It maybe mentioned In this connection that
sometimes reference is made to the attainment of agla-bhoga-tsjs svampa by

1. Majumdar, Jns. Beng., p. 8.

2. Bp. fnd., Vol XXXII, p. 42,

3. Ibid., Vol. 111, pp. 123, 245, |

4, JAHRS, Vol. X, p. 124 ; T. N. Subramanian, South Indian Temple

Inseriptions, Vol, 111, Glossary, 5. v. asta-bhoga.
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means of purchase (astabhiga-leja hsvimpai-ca krayen-8daya)t There are
also cases wherein aplabhoga-tejah suBmya-dapda-Sulka-yukia is mentioned
along with  nidhi-niksepa-p3an-Tram-adi-calugprakdre-biracanapd rikh-3ya-
sahila.® The separate mention of the two groups suggests that sometimes
asta-bhoga was iaken to indicate particular kinds of proprietary rights. The
fiscal terms biravapa and parikh-3 yaare not Sanskrit. They stand respectively
for Sanskrit virg-pana (dues payable for the maintenance of armed cons-
tables) and pariksak-dya (income from receipts of the examiner of coins).
There are some intercsting lists of the landlord's privileges in certain
medieval charters of the kings of Orissa, such as the Balifhari plates® of the
Somavam$i king Uddyotakesarin, the Kelgan plates* of KumGra Someé-
vara of the same dynasty and the Siddheswar inscription® of the Ganga
king Narasithha IV. The Balijhari plates, besides mentioning (1) sa-gari-
opara, (2) catul-sim-Beacchinra, (8) sisw-madhiika-13la-prabhyti-ngng-vyksa-
samela, (4) sa-nidhi, (5) s-opanidii, (6) sa-pratih@ra (together with the tax
for entry into the royal place or the maintenance of the Pratifiiras or gate-
keepers), (7) sarca-vidha-vivarjita and (8) saro-oparikar-@dane-sahite, men-
tions the freedom of the gift land from the lollowing taxes realisable in
future: (1) hasii-danda (tax payable for the maintenance of elephants),
(2) varg-balivarda (tax payable for the possession of race-bullocks), (3)
¢0idla (meaning uncertain) (4) erthruvd (probably, levy on the amounts
lent out by money-lenders), {5) pratyariharmd (probably, levy on the
amounts of loan realised by the money-lenders), (6) adaitd (probably,
levy on arrears of taxes or fines), (7) paddtijiva (tax for the maintenance of
Paiks), (8) ahi-danda (lax for the maintenance of snake charmers, or pro-
fession tax on the snake-charmers), (9) Ziurg-vaddi (probably, ‘pellet for
the sick' meaning a levy for the treatment of the king when he is sick),
(10) bandha-danda (fine in lieu of imprisonment), (11) oijeya-vand3pani
(nazr@ng to be paid to the king on his return from a victorious campaign),
{12) mIrganika (transit duties), and others. Likewise, the Kelgan plates have,
besides (1) prasiddha-catuhsim-Goacchinna, (2) sa-jala-sthala, (3) sa-malsya-

1. Ep, Ind., Vol. XXIII, p. 31.

2. Ind. Ant., Vol, XIX, p. 247.

3. Fourn. B, O. Res, Seg,, Vol. XVII, pp. | .
4. Ep. Ind., Vol. XXVIII, p, 523.

5. Thid., Vol. XXIX, p. 107,
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kacchapa (4) sa-vitap-Srapya, (5) sa-nidhi, (6) s-opanidhi, (7) s-Emra-madhu-
van-Zkirpa, (8) go-gauda-sameta (together with the cowsand milkman or with
taxes on pasture land and milkmen), and (9) sa-khapdapiliya (together with
the tax for the maintenance ol swordsmen), the lollowing list of taxes to be
levied in [uture : (1) susarpadanda (profession tax on goldsmiths), (2)
ahi-danda, (3) vartma-dapda (transit duties), (4) ean@pani (occasional
olfering of money or presents), (5) vifaye-vanddpang, (6) lrpodoka (tax for
grazing and watering cattle), (7) Fasan-Brdhika (levy.of an additicnal share
of the produce from the tenants engaged in cultivating rent-free lands),
(8) vargbalivarda, (9) arthdruvd, (10) pratyartharuvd, (11) padatifiera, (12)
adaltd (13) 3turd-vaddi, etc. While the names of the above taxes exhibit, in
many cases, the influence of Oriya, the Siddheswar inscription mentions
the following levies under their Oriva names : (1) ohoru (the same as
dandedsi-ohora of another record, meaning the tax for the maintenance of
watchmen), (2) paukd (the same as Oriyl pawseri, & levy on the money
realised by the creditors from the debtors ; cf. pratyerthiriva), (3) paika
(the sameas Oriya paikdli and Sanskrit padgtijiva or pad@tijiopa), (4) bheta
(thesameasvandEpand), (5) vodd (the same as Oriya vad @1, cccasional offer-
ing of uncooked [vod) and (6) parideorfand (probably, a supervision tax, the
nature of which is uncertain though it may refer to the partition of land
or property), Along wilth irnedeka and khapdapdla (the same as bhandaf3-
l1ya), sometimes a levy called mupds-mola is mentioned in Orissan records,
and this reminds us of Marathi mundabandi meaning a collective rate of
rent for land partitioned among cultivators.®

We have discussed above a number of privileges which were often
granted or sold to landlords and tenants by the State. They indirectly
point to the State’s exactions [rom the subjects and indicate the great
pressure of taxes and ubligations on the ordinary temants, Besides the
taxes referred to in the privileges discussed by us, many more are noticed
in the epigraphic records of different parts of India.?

1. Cf. Sivcar, Indisn Epigraphy, pp. 111, 401,
2, Many of them are discussed in my Indian Epigraphizal Glossary.
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INDEX

a-bhala-cehilra-priveiya, 69,

a-bhata-praveia, 70.

a-bhata-pravesya, 67-68.

Abkifranasakuntala, 22,

abliyantara-riddly, inteynal income,
72-73.

Acangdavarman, king, 57.

@-candraditya-kaliya, 69.

a-cir-Gsana-carm-Agdra, 69.

a-carm-gngaraka, reedom from the
obligation of supplying hide-seats
and charcoal, 68.

a-cdta-bhata-pravesa, 73-74.

a-cata-bhate prioveiya, T1-72.

a-calfa-bhatia<pravesa, 76.

acen, coin, 34,

gdanalevy, 72,

adaltd, 78,

gdatld, 79.

adiya, imposts, 24, 75.

adbliir-dattash tribhir-bhuktarh, ete., 4.

adhikarap-doadhgrand, official
investigation, 55.

Aditya-bhattiraka, 43.

a-droha-pravytta, not
against the State, 9,

a-dugdha-dadhi-grahapa, 67,

dgamin, future income, 77,

agrahiara, rent-free holding in po-
ssession of Brahmanas,

27-29, 57, G3, 70-71.

a-harilaka-Faka pugpa-grahana, G7.

ahi-danda, tax for the maintenance
of snake-charmers, 78-79,

a-kiranya-didnya-prapaya pradeya, GB.

rebellious

ditareya Brifunana, 2.

Ajikulapataka, village, 19.

Ajmer, 23,

Ajig, carrier of order, GO,

Ajfapti, AjEpH, carrier of order, 60.

a-karada, GB.

a-kara-dayin, 69,

a-kara-vdt-oltara, 52,

a-kara-vigti-kaufjalya, 67.

a-khatvd-cullaka-oaindsike, GB.

a-kificit-kara, fully lree from taxes, T4.

a-kificit-pragritya, 73,76-77.

aksapa-mivi, permanent endow-
ment, 40.

aksaya-nivi=dharma, custom relating
to permanent endowments, 23.

aksinin, actual income, 77.

a-kira~cullake-vingii-khatva- Samo-
dea, 67,

Alald, goldsmith of Kivalelo-hatta,
51,

a-lavana-guda-ksobha, 67.

a-lavapa-khgiaka, 66,

a-lavana-klinna-krepi-khanaka, 69.

a-lekhani-pravesatays, 27.

Alina copper-plate inseription, 16.

lipaka, income from bees, 29, 53.

aliyaka, same as @lipaka, 53.

Altekar, 34, 52,

amara, tenure, 32-33,

Amarakeia, 13,

Amara-ni yake, commander of one
thousand foot soldiers, 32.

andcchedya, uncurtailable, 74,

Ananta, king of Kashmir, 34,
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Anantii of Vattakedvara-hatta, 51.

Anastu plates of Stliditya 111, 29,72,

an-avamariya, freedom from tou-
bles, 66,

Andhra, 76.

andhra danda, 76.

Andhra Uradesh, 57-58.

aiga, part, 51.

aniyete, irregular, 75,

Anjaneri plates, 47,

anpa, 44,

anlafikara-vigtita, vight to internal
revenue and free labour, 70,

anyasy-adya, ‘to be lived upon by
another', 2,

anyasya bali-krt, ‘wributary to an-
other’, 2,

fpan-3fivika, tax from shop-keepers,
70.

a-frarampar@-balivarda, freedom
from supplying bullocks to
king's officer, 66-68.

a-parampard-halivarda-grakana, 67,

a-parampar 3-go-balivarda, 69,

a-paripanihaniya, free [rom abstruc-
\ions, 75.

a-paripanthya, T4,

a-paiu-medhya, free from supplying
animals for sacrifice, 69,

aprada, 26,

afradg-diarma, 26.

aprada-kselra,same as apradd blgmi,
land to be enjoyed and not be
alienaled, 26.

a-praveiya, freedom from the entey
of royal agents, 66,

a-pugha-kgira-grahaniya, 68.

a-pugpaksira-sandoha, 69.

aputra, confiscation of property of
one who dies without leaving an
heir, 72,

Aranto, tenant, 20,

aranya, woods, 20,
a-rigira-samuinayika, veedom from
administrative control, 66-68.
ardhe-bhoga-bhi ga-samanzvita, enjoy-
ing half of bhoga and bhaga, 72.

@rdhita, temporary tenants receiv-
ing half share of produce, 3.

Arir@jamadana-sankara, title ol
Laksmanasena, 54,

ariharuyd, levy on the amounts lent
by money-lenders, 78-79.

arana, plant, 75.

dframa, 54.

Adramaka, village, 43,

Assam plate of Vallabhargja, 47.

atha-bha giye, Asfa-blidgika, 13.

agta-bhoga, eight ways ol enjoyment,
77,

asta-bloga-lejah-svimya, 77,

agtabhoga- tejal-suBmya-danda-Sulka-
yukla, 78.

a-fgra-k@stha-grahana, 67.

attapati-bhiga, share of the lord of
markets, 63.

turd-saddi, ‘pellet for the sick’, 78-
79.

a-vaha, freedom from supplying
horses, 68,

avakara, mounds, 50.

a-vara-siddhika, freedom from sup-
plying free labour, 68.

aert, administrative unit, 19.

gvgtaka, providing accommoda-
tion, 30,

gvdfe, income resulting from storm,
52,

avdl-dya, income resulting from
storms, 16,

iya, income or revenue, 16.

aya-sthana, 78,

Bilaputradeva, Sailendra king of
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Indonesia and Malayasia, 40.
bali, offering to a deity or king,
land-tax, 13-17, 43-65.

Balijhati plates of Uddyotakesar-
in, 78,

baltvarda, bullock, 69,

bandha-danda, fine in liew of impri-
sonment, 78,

Bina (Vipa) dynasty, 28.

Banerjee, A. C., 37,

Bangaon plate, 12,

Banskhera plate of Harsavardha-
na Siliditya, 71,

Barkandaz, 56, 69, 72-73.

Barrackpur plate of Vijayasena, 18,

Basim plates of Vakataka Vindhya-
Sakil 11, 17, 52, 68-69,

Bay ol Bengal, 35.

Belabe plate of Bhojavarman, 49.

Bengal, 18, 26; Eastern, 18.

bhzga, share of the produce, 13-17,
28, 61-62, 66, 71-72,

bhgga-bhoga-hiragya, 17.

bhaga-blopga-kara, 71,73, 75,

bhdga-bhoga-kara-hirapy-gdi-
pralydya, 15,

bhd gabhopakarahirapy-adi-pralydya-
samela, 73.

bligga-bhoga-kara-hiragy-goat-3di-
pratyiya, 15,

bha ga~bhoga-kara-prataya, 15.

bhz gadheya, 13.

Blagadugha, ‘the distributor of
shares’, collector and distributor
af taxes in kind, 14.

Bhagavat (Vispu), 43,

Bhagavat Tathdgata-ratna
(Buddha), 31.

bliakta, 41.

Bliandzgarika, store-keeper, 24.

Bhandarkar, 61.

bigrikg, female porter, 30,

Bhaskardciirya, author of the Lilg-
palfy, 19,

Bhata, 56, (69, 74.

Bhatta-Vasudeva, 27,

Bhatia-Visqu, 27,

Bhattacharya, 5.

Bhaturiya inscription of Rajyapila,
58,

bheta, 79,

Bhima, Caulukya king of Gujarat,
10,

hiravana, vira-pana, 78.

bloga, periodical offerings, 16,28,
61,66, 71-72, 77 )

bhoga-bhdaga, dues payable Dy
tenants, 15-16.

Bhogadakti, Sendraka ruler, 30,

Bhoja, king, 27.

Blirtaka, servants receiving pay, 32.

bhuki, 44,

bligmer-ad hipatir-hi sal, lord of the
soil, 2.

Bhumbhusa-padraka, locality, 25,

Uhiimicchidra, land unfit for cultiva-
tion, 3.

bigimechidrai- a a-fificdi-keragralyam,
5,

bisimicchidra-nygye, maxim of waste
land, 5, 25, 72-73.

bhitmicchidre-pidhana-nyasa,  ‘the
maxim of covering up bi@Emischid-
ra, 5, T4.

bliamiccidrapidhana-nyaya, 5.

blgimicchidravidhgna, ereation of
bhiimice hidra, 5.

bl@ta, changes due to earthquakes
etc., 70-72.

bliwta-bhavis yad-vartamana-ni ffes-
@diya-sahita, 75.

bhfita-pgta-pratyd ya, 52.

bhfita-vgda, 52,

blit-opatta-pratyiya, 52,
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Bhiitivarnan, king of Kamariipa, 55.

Bose, AN, 38,

Betaka, agriculturist householder, 25.

brakmad@ya, 29,

brakmadeya, 6, 23, 29, 53, 57, 70,
72-73,

brakmanavifnfali teoure, 29, 72,

Brhanngradiya Purdina; 4

Brown, 70,

Mi:}ﬂ. 39.

Calukyas of Badami, 59,

Candavarman, wrong name of
Acandavarman, 57.

Candella grants, 47,

Candriipida, Karkota king, 3.

Cappilirdja, 28,

cara, 69,

eartty 43,

Cita (Barkandaz), 24, 56, 74-75.

catuh-sim-gvacchinna, 78,

calurd ghdta-visuddha, 75,

eaturake, administrative unit, 19,27,

cafvara, road crossing, 50,

caurg, 56.

cauroddharana, right to deal with
recovered stolen goods, 56.

Chammak plates of Vakitaka
Pravarasena IT, 68,

Charters of—Assam rulers, 50,
Bhafijas, 58; Bhauma.Karas, 26,
46, 50, 73; Candellas, 21, 49;
Candrakings,18,76; Caulukyas of
Gujarat,73 ;Gahaglavila kings,50,
75; Garigas, 50, 58; Gautamiput-
ra Satakarni, 54, 66; Gayadatuii-
ga, 57; Guhila dynasty,71 ;Orissa
kings,78; Pala kings,42; Pallavas,
58; Paramdzras, 8, 50; Prabhai-

janavarman, 57-58; Sarabhapura
kings, 15;54tavihanas, 58; §iliha-
ra Apardjita,73;Somavarhiis, 58;

subordinates, 7; Vakatakas, 69;
Varman dynasty, 1B;Vijayanaga-
ra kings, 77; Vispusena, 30,

Chatra, G9. )

chidra, piercing, furrowing, a hole
or gap, 5.

China, 35.

Cola dynasty, 40,

Communism, 37.

gora, H6.

cora-danda, fines fromor  punish-
ment of thieves and robbers, 56.

cotila, 74, 78,

Croake, 36.

cullaka, 67,

chirpi, coin, 34, 53-54.

Damara, 37, 63,
dipa, custom duties, 77.

Jdanda, 70, 77.

danda-da3-3 parGdha, same as dai-
3 paridha, dai-1pacra, 56.

danda-doga, 72.

dandedsi-ohora, TS,

Dantika, person, 25,

dapaka, donor of a grant, 8.

Darad, 37.

darsana, 71.

dait kulan-tu bhuitjiia, ete., 4.

Daulatabad (Devagiri), 45,

Daulatpura plate, 27,

Decean, 35, 52,

Delhi, 45,

defa, thousand villages, 6.

Dieulahasti, village, 20,

Devadisa, 45,

Devadish, 45.

devadiya, 29, 72-73.

devadeya, 29, 53, 57, -2,

deva- dvifa-datlf, rent-frec holdings
of gods and Brihmanas, 29.

devakula-puskariny-Bdikamn kdrayited, 42,
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Devotparananiyala, 64.

deya, offered or paid in cash, 15,66.

dldnya, graing, 16-17,22 72,

dlignya-hirany-3dina, 16.

dhanya-hirany-ddeya, 19.

dliznya-gadbhd gah papye-dafabhigam
ate,, 2.

dharapa, silver coin, 19, 34,

Dharmadastra, 2.

Dhrova, fixed; contraction of
Dirusddhikaranika, 22.

Dhruvddhibarapike, superintendent
of the office of the fixed share, 22.

Dieyvasthinidhikaranika, 22-23,

Didddpila, officer, 34.

dingra, coin, 84,

dingri-misaka, coin, 40,

dinndra, cowrie-shell, 34,

dirn3ra-khiri, money in terms of
crops, 34.

Dombhi-grama, village, 23,

Dombi, person, 24.

dramma, silver coin, 19, 34.

drohaka, trcason, 56,

Dubi plates of Bhaskaravarman of
Kamariipa, 55.

Dugdhaghéta, 37.

‘f fite, same as ditaka, 8, 60,
Witaka, executor of a grant, 8, 60-61.
fyiila, gambling, 70.

ele ca kA3 pand apadiditog ctc,, 26,

Fallow land, its reclamation, 4, 11,
Feudalism, 32-33, 36.

Fines, 2, 6.

Fleet, 10,

Gadre, 16, 70, 72,

gadydna, coin, 34, T4,

Ganga dynasty, Eastern, 36, 47.
Ganga, river, 53.

Garra plates of Candella Trailo-
kyavarman, 31.

fart-ogara, pitsand barren spots, 42,

Gautamiputra Satakarni, 5.

Ghiagharakati-pataka, locality, 27.

Ghosh, BK., 4.

Ghoshal, 14,

£9, cow, B9,

go-ganda-rameta, 79,

gokira, cattle tax, 75-76.

goknla, cowhouse, 49.

Golaogi-hatta, 51.

Gomunda, district, 24.

Govardhana (Nasik), disteict, 6.

Graimakayastha (Patvari), 64,

grgma-nivgsin, 60,

Grimika, headman of a village, 23.

grhakrtya, office of domestic
affairs, 63,

guda, sugar, 51.

gudika, dealer in sugar, 51,

Guild, meycantile and oeeupa-
tional, 35, 40, 47.

gulma, shrubs, 20.

Gupta dynasty, 33.

hala, 4+4.

Halayudha, 19-20.

Hallam, 3.

Harsa, king of Kashmir, 43, 64.

hasti-dapda, 78.

hatta-ghatta, market place and land-
ing station, 49,

Highlanders, 36,

Hili-Balurghatregion, 12,

Himalayan region, 49.

Hirahadagalli plates of Pallava
Sivaskandavarman, G7.

hirapya, revenue payable in cash,
16-17,61, 71-72, 75,

Hinen-tsang, 41.
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indhinna, 44,
India in Chinese accounts, 38, 43,
Indo-British court, 12,

Indu, potter of Painapadi-haita, 51.

Ingeriptions  of—Emly Kadam-
Lias, 70; Gupta age, 26; MElhara
Prabhafijanavarman, 57; Kika-
tiya Ganapati, 62.

irato-kkgniklai, ‘blood present', 1.

fralta-manya (rakta-manya), 31.

Irish, 36.

Jigir, 34, 41-42, 44, 54,

Jaimini, 1.

Jjala, lishing rights in waters, 77.

Jalakara, water tax, 75-78.

Jolgmyta, 77,

Jala-sthala, dryland and waters, 49,

Jala-laru-trpa - kagtha-pagana - nidhi-
nikgepa, 12,

Jan Yun-Hua, 38.

Jitaka 2; Gapdatindu, 3; Malgpin-
gala, 3; stovies 3; Telapaita, 3,
Jayajihada, place in Ura-caturaka,

27,

Jayanagara-grima, 31.
Jayapida, 3¢.

Jaynagar image inscription, 40.
Jayyaka, 37.

Jfemaka, food, 30,

Jethwai plates, 61.

Jhdta-vitapa,  ‘yarious
shrubsg®, 21,

Joly, 4.

Junagadh inscription, 14.

kinds of

Kadukullinga, person, 24.
Kakhadr, village, 5¢.

Kalana, arccanut plantation, 19,
Kalafijn, coin, 84,

Kalaga, king, 37.

Kalegaon plates of Yadava Mahi-

deva, 77.

Kalhana, 3, 64.

Kilidasa, faithakira, 51,

Kamandaka, 54.

Kamaull plate of Vaidyadeya, 5.

Kimya, tenant, 20,

Kanas plate of Lokavigraha, 26.

Kandarpasankara, 54

Kandarpafankaradrama, 5.

Kane, |, 12,

Kinyakubja, 11.

kanika, T1.

Kannagla, 28, 76,

kapardaka-purgna,  slver
counted in cowrie-shells, 34,

kara, taxes in general, 13-16,58, 61,
67, 70.

Karana, 42,

karada, 3, 53.

kara-pratyi ya, ‘income in the shape
of kara’, 15.

kara-farana, 57,

kava-vit-oliara, 52.

kara-vigti-prapayakriyi, 13,

Karmaparinima, 14,

karpa-trodaniks, mutilation of ears,
30,

kar-otkara, major and minor taxes,
66,

kirszpapa (kihan), silver coin, 19,
23, 34.

kiruka, 77,

karukan- Filpinai-c-aiva, etc., 14,

kFru=kara, tax on artisans, 66.

Eashmir, 34, 64.

kagtha, fuel, 21, 67.

\agtha-tyn-odak-opeta, 73.

Kathiawar, 22,

Kautiliya Arthaiistra, 2-3, 5, 6, 13,
23, 41,69,

Kelgam plates of Kumzra Some-
dvara, 78.

ol
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Kondupatna plates, 51,

Keso-fresthin of Jayanagara-hatta,
3

khanaka, digeing, 51, 69.

khandapala, 79.

khani, mines, 50.

khari, 41,

khismahal, 41,

khilaka, digging, 51.

Khitavadimaya, person, 24.

khatog, 70,

khajjana, land reclaimed from river
beds, 3.

kheta - ghatla-naditara - sthangdi-
gulmaka, outposts in villages,
passes and ferry stations, 50,

khila-gla, fallow and coltivated
land, 49.

Khoh copper-plate grant of Sarva-
nitha, 42, 43,

King—owner of land, 2; receipis
from tenants, 15; right to create
rent-free holding, 7; right toeject
subjects from landed property,
3; share of the subjects’ religi-
ous merit, 7 ; share of grains, 21.

Kings of Vijayanagara, 32,

Kirito, tenant, 19,

flinna, GB-69.

klinna-kreni, moistsubstance, 51,69,

kipta, 62, 69.

kipta-kara, 62, 69,

kipte-sulka, 62, 69.

Kolafiea (Krodafica), 11-12,

Kotalipada Pargana of Faridpur
Dis-tﬁﬂt‘ 534

kraya-cirikd, same as kraya-5gcona, 24,

kraya-5asana, 24.

knla, land measure, 6, 23, 44,

Kula-paiifi, genealogical accounts,
12, .

kulaputraka, nobleman, 24.

Kulastambha, Sulki king, 57.

kumgra-gadygna same as kumdra-
kaccana, 76,

kumigra-gadyinaka, 75,

Kumaraniga, person, 43,

fum@rtighaesa, ines for abducting an
unmardied girl, 29, 72,

knfijula, sour gruel, 67,

Kpadarfaka, water-diviner, 70.

kiira, G7.

Kurud plates of Narencra, 55,

kutaka, 73,

Futumbin, agricoltorist householder,
235.

Lakkanacandra Damara, 37,

Lalitiditya Muktipida, king of
Kashmir, 37, 62-63,

Land, elassifieation, 3; confseation,
3-4; hereditary possession, 4
ownership, 1 ; tenant’s ownership,
9,

Landlords, their privileges, 27-28,

{atd, creepers, 20,

Livhanda-catoraka, 20.

lavana, salt pits; 49,

Lekhapaddhati, 10, 12,

loh-gely-gkara, 50,

loha-carma-har- pana, 70,

Liders, 39,

Lumbini-griama, 13,

mada, coin, 34,

Madanpada plate of Vidvariipasena,
33, 55.

nigdaln, 71,

madiizika, 21,

Madhukimamava,Gaiigaking, 50,

Madhuksiraka, 19,

madlyya-mandaps, 51.

Madras Museum plates of Naven-
dradhavala, 24,



( 88 )

makgkarana, 52.

Mahiraja-Sarvanitha, 42, 45.

Mahfsamanta-Alcard, 24.

Mahisamanta-Karethi, 2¢.

mahaitara, member of village
couneil, 25, 42,

Mahattara, 25.

Makablgrata, 11,

Mahalingam, T.V., 81,

malid yajfia, 25.

Maito, tenant, 19,

Maitreya, 5.

Majumdar, A.K., 10, 12, 37.

Majumdar, N.G., 5, 8, 18, 56, 76,

Majumdar, R.C,, 34, 38,

Maliya plates of Maitraka Dhara-
sena 11, 25,

malla-kara, 76.

Malla, people, 76,

Mallasarul plate, 22.

Malwa, 35.

Manahali plate of Madanapala, 20,
73.

mafica, platform for collecting tolls,
52,

mandala, district, 24.

mandira-prikira, temples and
ramparts, 50,

Mangraon inscription, 24,

Mankuni-Sankheda plate, 70.

Manu, 6, 14, 22, 44.

Manu, son of Vivagvat, 2,

Manasmrti, 2, 2223, 41, 44.

Maravijayottuigavarman, Sailen-
dra king, 40,

marganika, tramsit duties, 78,

Maula, hereditary servants, 32, 34,

maulika, main tax or perquisites of
hercditary officers, 77.

Maurya dynasty, 13.

Mayidavolu plates of Pallava
Sivaskandavarman, 66.

Megasthenes, 2, 13,21, 38, 42.
meya, ‘to be measured’, 15, 66.
Misra, 5.

Mitgksarg, 12, 57.
Momier-Williams, ¢,

Motupalli inscription, 69,
mrtyaka-vriti, death-grant, 31.
Muohammad bin Tughlug Shah,45.
mukhadharaka, masked actors, 70.
mukha-mandapa, 51.

Muktavastu, 11.

mupdabands, Mardthi word, 79,
mupda-mola, 79,

Nagabhata, king, 27.

Nagapattanam, 40,

nagara, 30, 47.

nagara-sime ra jakam khetark, ete,, 6.

Nagari plates of Anatgalbhima I1I,
al,

Nagarjunikonda inscription, 40,

nihala, outcastes, 70,

Nahapina, Saka Satrap, 23,

Naihati plate of Ballilasena, 16.

Nalanda, 40,

Nalanda plate of Devapila, 40.

Nandders, guild, 35,

Nanana plate, 45,

nanga, 30,

ngpita, barber, 70.

Narandapa-grima, 54,

Narasiiha I1, Eastern Ganga king,
46, 50.

Narendra, king, 54.

Nasik hills, 54,

Nasik inscription, 23,

Nasik-Poona region, 5, 25.

napa-nidhdna, 52,

nava-nidhgna-sahite, 52.

nava-nidkgna-samela, 73.

Navasaiigraha, administrative unit,
19,
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Nesarika grant of Rastrakita
Gaovinda III, 58,

nidhgna, deposits or accumulations
on soil, 29, 52, 76-77.

Nidhanpur plates of Bhaskara-
varman of Kamariipa, 55.

nidhi, treasure trave, 52, 75-77,

nidhi-niksepa, 52.

nidhi-nikgepa-pagan-aram-adi, etc,,
78.

nigama-sabld, meeting of the muni-
cipal council, 58.

niksepa, 52, 57-77,

nirgama-pravesa, exit and entrance,
50.

Nirmand plate of Samudrasena, 45.

niska, coin, 34.

nipartana, 5.

niyata, 73.

nyaya, 5.

odana, 70,
ohoru, 79,
Oprissa, 57-58,

padati-jiva, 78-79,

padati-figya, 19.

Padati-Sapamarka, 54.

paddvaria, 25,

Pahuniyojana, 12.

Pgik, 54, 56, 67, 69, 72-73, 76,78,

PpEikE, same as Oriya paikali, 79.

Paithan plates of Rastrakipa
Govinda I11, 71.

pala, 24 57,

Pila dynasty of Bengal and Bihar,
18, 40, 58, 73 ; inscriptions of, 21.

pallikz, 72.

pana, coin, 34,

fana, &4,

pafica-mahgdoga, (Anes for) five sins,
29.

panicatat, right to fifty per cent of
revenue, 28.

Pandita-Halayudha, 19-20,27.

panga, T0-T1,

pannasa, panndsa, same as pafcaFal,
28-29,

piara, ferrying of rivers, 69,

Paradesn, guild, 35,

Paramabhat{grakapada, 55,

paridarfand, supervision tax, 79,

parifidra, exemption, 66, 68.

farthria-pang-otkota, 70.

parikrta-sarvapida, 73, 76.

parikara, 62, T2,

parikh-gya, 78,

panikgak-3ya, 78.

paripdland, taking care of property, 4.

$3sana, quarrying rights in the hills,
77.

Jpatakara, 51,

Pataka, 31,

patel, village headman, 16.

Patna-Gaya region, 40,

pattakira, professional tax from
silk-weavers, 70,

patjoli, deed of purchase, 19-20,

patvary, accountant clerk, 16,

Pauka, 79,

pauseri, 79,

Phandradvipa, 27.

Pinjari, 53.

Pifjokasthi, village, 53-54.

Pifijjothiya-grama, 54.

Pinthanaga, tenant, 20,

Pormukharima, officer, 28,

pradhdna-nidhin-aikadosa 72

prajd, subject, 46, 51.

prakrti, subject, 46.

prapaya, 17,

prapaya-kriys, beneyolence, emer-
gency impost, 14, !

praviddha-catuhsim-aoacehinna, 78.
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fratihara, tax for maintaining gate-
keepers, 70.

pratitara, compensation, 63.

pratigiddha-ca{-Gdi-pravesa, 75.

prativisin, 60,

fratyarthdrued, 78,

fratygya, same as pralyiya, 25-26.

pralyiya, income, revenue, 13, 16-
17, 25-26, 71.

pravanikara, levy on merchants,
7576,

prEvBraficara, tax for the mainten-
andce of spies, 70,

Pravarasena I1I, Vakitaka king, 9.

pravisa-dhana, soldiers’ allowance,
3.

praveFita, 71,

pukkoli, land reclaimed from river-
bed, 3,

Pulumavi, Sitavihana king, 15.

purdna, coin, 19-20, 27, 34, 53-5¢.

Plirana-graima, 51,

Purushottampuri plates of Rama-
candra, 10.

Pirvamiimansasitra, 1.

foroa - pradatta - devadaya- brahma-
daya-varja, 73,

Piroa-pradatia-devad@ya-bralmadiye-
varjila, 53.

Puskara, 23.

Jutra-panir-3dy-anvay-ofiabhoga, 74.

Pulra-pantr-Gnugamaka, 69,

pugi, 71,

raja-bhgvya-kara-pratyiya, 15.

rija-hita, 20,

rijokiya-pratyaya, dues payable to
the king, 54.

Rij3, title of Nigapila, 10,

Rajapangita, title of Mahefvara, 27,

raja-sambhoga, king's Khds Mahal,
20, 53,

rijakam ksetram, 41.

Rajardja [, Cola king, 40.

Rajasthan, 36.

Rzjatarangins, 33, 34-5, 37, 41. 62.

Rajput, 37,

Ramacandra, Yadava king, 10.

Ramardjye, 64.

Ramganj plate of I$varaghosa, 18,
21,49.

Ragirakiita dynasty, 34.

rati, 30,

Raina-traya, Buddhist trinity, 31, 53,

ratnatraya-rs ja-Sambhoga-varjita, 78,

Raychaudhuri, 2, 13,

Rent-free holding, creation of, 9;
canfiscation of, 9-11.

Rgveda, 1.

rocika, levy, 74.

Rsabhadatta, Saka governor, 6, 23.

radhabldradhi, 64,

Rudrabhiiti, Brahmana, 25.

Rudradhara-bhattiriki, queen, 40,

Rudrapila, officer, 34.

Rummindei inseription, 13-15, 21.

tiipaka, silver coin, 19, 30, 34.

rEfva, silver coin, 30,

Sabara, 1.

ra-bhitapBta-pralydya, same as sa-
bhEtopatia-pratyiya, sa-bhwlavd-
fa-praiydya, 1.

sa-cauroddharanika, 73.

Sad&gama, 44,

se-danda-daigparddha, 72-73,

sa-das-3 pacgra, 73.

ta-das-Aparddha, 71,73-74.

Sadbhiz-ca pariplitam, taken care
of by good tenants, 4.

sa-dfdnya-hiranya-deye, 71-72.

s-Belha-irdhva, 75.

s@dhya, land to be brought under

cultivation, 77.

s-dgama-nirgama-praveta, 74.
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ta-gart-ogara, 49, 73, 75-76, 78,

fa-guvdka-narikela, 76,

Sahdya, assistant, 47,

sa-hirpya-bhiga-bhoga, 73.

sahya-das-aparadha, 58, 76.

sa-jala~sthala. 73, 75-76, 78.

sa-fhatavitapa, 73, 76.

Saka, people 5, 58; governor, G,

Saka-Satavihana age, t1, 43,

sa-karu-kargaka-vanig-vistanya, 47,

sa-kigtha-ten-gdika, 72,

sa-khapdapdliya, 79,

sa-kheta-ghatia-nafitaras thin-gdi-
gulmaka, 73.

sa-khila-ndla, 76.

sa-khifa-potEeya, 74,

sa-kipt-opakipta, G3.

sa-kf,qr-apak@taka, 69,

sa-fpla-printa, 6O,

Saktindga, 43.

sa-lavana, 49,

sa~loha-lavan-akara, 75,

Samagiri, 30.

sg-mafica-mahadkarana, 68,

Samante-nivgsin, G0,

1Bh-hi=samvatsarika-hiranya, 53.

sa-madiiika - cilavana-va{ika - vilapa-
trpa-yiti-gocara-paryants, 75,

samghiya, 59.

samasta-rgjokiyanam a-hastapraksepa-
niya, 72.

sa-matsya-kacchapa, 78-T9,

sa-matsy-ghara, 75.

sgmra madhimha, 73.

sBmra-madiEvan-Bkirpa, 79.

s-amra-panasa, 76.

samupigata, 59-60,

samupasthita, 60,

sancifa, 77.

sa-nidhi, 6B-69, 78-79.

sa-midhi-nidhana, 52,

Sankaravarman, king of Kashmir,

)

45, 63.
Sankhaksra, worker in conch shells,
51,
Sapamarka, Paik, 54.
sa-parp-akara, 75.
sa-pratihira, 78,
rarv-gdEya-somela, 73,
sa~parikara, same as s-oparikara, 71.
Sarvanitha, 42, 43,
sarva-pida-varjita, 74.
sarva-vgdhd-vivarjite, 78,
sarva-vighi-parik@ra-parilrta, 69,
sarp-oparikar-gdana-sahita, 78.
sarv-pipatti-yukta, 72.
Sgsana, same as r@jo-fgsang, 19, 27,
29, 57,
Sasan-ardhika, 79.

Sagthadhikrta superintendent of

one-sixth share, 22,

sa-sthavara-faigama, 75.

Sastra, 2.

Sarvatakosa, 62.

sg-tala, 73,

sa-taniuvi ya-gokuta-foundit- 3di-pra-
kylika, 73.

Satavahana dynasty, 5-6, 67; ins-
criptions of, 51.

saftra, 43,

Sauvasi, tenant, 19,

sa-vanaspaly-udak--3silgra—kullska-
paniya-samelay 74,

sa-vifap-granya, 79.

sa-vpksa-mala-kula, 72.

Sedd, person, 24.

Selyapura, 37,

Semra plates ol Candella Paramar-
din, 24, 75,

Sena dynasty, 19, 54, 76; 21; their
age, |8; their records, 49.

Fenora, same as Fibarg, 71,

Shamasastry, 2, 6, 23,41.

Sharma, R. 5., 38, 43.
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stbara, same as Tebara, faivara, Seri,
70, 71.

siddha, income from land under
cultivation, 77.

Siddheswar inscription of Garnga
Marasimha IV, 70-79.

Silibhafija, ruler, 24.

simgnlargata-vasin, 30,

Sin, atoned by paymet of taxes, 2,

Fira-sphogana, striking on the head,
30.

Sircar, 4, 8, 17, 19, 21, 25, 29, 31,
40, 52, 57-58, 61, 79,

sisw, 21, 78,

susi—madhike-tala-prablyti—nana-
orkga-sameta, 78.

Sivapadraka, locality, 25.

Skandaniga, 43,

Skandhaka, 64.

s-oddeFa, 73,

s-odrafiga, Tls

Senapa, persan, 24

s-opanidhi, 68-69, 78-79.

s-ordho-adhak, 75.

s-olpadyamana-vigtika, 71.

Sravasti, 11; Brahmanas of, 12,

Sresthin, banker, 30, 36, 46-47.

Frotra, 77,

State land, 3-4, 6, 9, 20, 86, 47, 54,
.

Stein, 24, 34, 37, 41,

sil@vara-janigama, 24,

Subramaniam, T.N,, 15,30-31, 77.

sulka, tolls, 14, 16, 77.

Sulka-bldga - bhoga - kara-hiran ygdi
pratyaya, 15.

Sungal plate of king Vidagdha, 49,
T4,

suparna, coin, 34,

suvarnadanda, 79,

Subhdsitarainakoga of Vidyakara, 44.

SeadeFi, guild, 35,

svaki ya- pi lya-sva, 54.
soa-sTmd-paryania, 72, 5.
sva-sima-1rna-goyulli-gocara-paryan-
la, 74.
sua-ima-trpayili-gocara-paryanta, up
to the bovder including grassland
and pasture Jand, 49, 73,
fua-sim-avacchimna, 75,

Tadedvara, village, 24,

tala, surface of the ground, 21, 49,

talabhedyd, wasteland, 50,

talla, pond, 50,

Tamasi, river, 43.

Tamilian people, 76.

tamra, 19.

tamra-patia, 29,

tamrg-3dsana, a copper-plate char-
ter, 19, 29.

fanlracd ya, weavers, 70,

tapah-sad-bhd ga, 22,

faru, 77.

tax, in lieu of protection, 1.

tejalksvimya, complete control, 27,
77.

Tenancy Acts, 65.

Tenant, 1.

Thakura Bahuld, 24,

Thikura KEonvi, 24.

Thiakura Umba, 24.

tigula-danda, 76.

Timariots of Turkey, 36.

Tod, 36-37.

Torograma, 57.

Trees, state monopoly of, 20 jowner-
ship of, 18,

tribhog-Bbhyaniara-siddhi, 28,

Trilocanapala, Léta chief, 29.

Triratna, 53.

trnayiti-gocara-paryanta, 76.

tynodaka, 57, 79.

tulya-meya, 17.



(9 )

Turugka, 31.
turugha-dapda, 75,

Uccakalpa kings, 61.

Uechoka, tenant, 19,

uddna, land measure, 19-20, 27,
71,

udbalika, 15.

Udbhata, person, 34.

uddeia, space above ground, 49.

uddh@ra, 62.

udgraniha, 62,

udhid, Mardthi word, 62,

udhd d-jamabands, 62,

udirapdgss, 31.

udradga, tax on permancnt tenants,
61-62, 70, 72.

ukkoda, 70,

umbagam, 15,

umbatika, rent-free land granted for
service, 14,

umbatikkai, 15,

umbara-bheda, 30.

uieha-karabhar-adi-vivarfita, 70.

upagata, 60,

upa-kipia, G2,

upakgiti, 71,

Upamitibhavaprapaticakathd of Sid-
dharsi, 44,

tpanidhi, deposits on the soil, 52,
76-77.

upari, temporary tenant, 62.

uparikara, 61-62, 72.

U. P, 11-12; Brihmapas of, 12,

Ura, 27,

wroarg, 1.

utkota, 70.

tlranna, wechanna, 20,

Vaijayantikoga, 5.
vaindsika, 67,

Vaisya, agriculturist householder, 2.

vaiip-Ggrahdra, rent-free holding
under merchants, 30.

Vaivasvata Manu, the first king,
13.

Vajra-grama, village, 25.

vana, jungles, 21.

Vana (Bana), 28.

Vanamilin, oilman of Aruldla-
pura, 51,

Vanaméilin, cilman of Jhajhalla-
pura, 51,

Vand3pand, occasional offering of
money or presents, 79.

Vanganiir, district, 28.

Vaiigiya Sahitya Parisad plate of
Vigvaripasena, 8, 18-20,23, 27,
42,

vira, 20.

vara-balivarda, 78-79,

varaha, coin, 34,

Vasisthiputra Advibhiiti, Brih-
mana, 23,

Varanasi, 51,

vardhaki, carpenter, 25.

vgrtamana-bhaviy yat, 59.

varima-danda, 79.

vdsa, 70,

odrhe, house-site, 3, 19,

Viasudeva, 27,

vita, cyclone, 70, 72.

vd ta-blinta, H2.

vat-gdeya, 52,

va, 5l.

Vatsardja, Pratihfira king, 27.

Veda, 6, 11,

velana, 41,

Vigrahapila I11, Pila king, 12.

Vijayaditya, Early Calukyaking, 28.

Vijayanagara empire, 31,

vijaya-vand 3 pans, 78-79.

Vikidinna, member of the village
council, 28,
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Vikramaiditya I, Calukya king, 28,

vikraya, 77,

Vilavatti grant of Pallava Sithha-
varman, 69.

vimSopaka, coin, 34.

vingsin, b7,

vinimaya, 77.

nira-pana, 78.

Virasena, person, 25.

msa, coin, 34.

Vimnu, 27.

Visnunandin, person, 43.

Fignusmyti, 6, 22,

vigid, unpaid labour, 14, 41-2, 64,
67,70.

vitapa, branch, 20.

vivdha, 70.
Voda, 79.
Vogel, 74.
urkia, tree, 20,
vrksa-mald-kula, 73.
artita,
AT

vrks-Brim-odblieda-prasravana, 49,
Vyésa, 11,
Vyavahdramayiikha, 1,

Watters, 6, 22, 41,
West-Kakhadyi, village, 54.
Wilson, 32, 62, 70,

Yajravalkyasmrii, 12,
yamalakambalin, 75-76.
yalkakaladhyasin, 60,
yathikila-bhivin, 60,
yathakEma-jyeyak, ‘1o be oppressed
at will', 2.
yathgsambadhyamBnaka, 59-60.
yathdval-pri pair-bali-sulka-bhdgail,
etc., 13,
Yudhisthira, 11,

Zamindars, 36,
Zamindari system, 38,
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