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ABSTRACT

India has primarily been an agriculture societgresince civilization activities are found in reded history.
Mahatma Gandhi said more than six decades agdntiiat lives in villages which still hold true asdwhirds of the total
population of the nation is still dependent on agture. Economist from very early times have retsed land as an
important factor of production. The present papeisao study the impact of land grants on agragiemnomy of northern
India during early medieval period. The presentlgtis based mainly on primary source of informatidrich is mostly in
form of epigraphic evidences. Along with it secandsource of information is also used to suppldntiea study. It is
clear from the study that land grants have playeerg vital role in the socio economic history @frtihern India during the

concerned period. They have been assigned a leinrbistorical transformation of ancient to thedieval period.
KEYWORDS: Land Grants, Agrarian Economy, Northern India, fkedieval Period (c.A.D. 700-1200)

INTRODUCTION

Land is ever regarded a main source of wealtlafoagricultural country like India. Land grants atgposed to
be the legal document, providing the first hanainfation of historical economy. There are diverigsvg of the historians
about the allotment, allocation, possession andanpf land grants on the life of people. Howeteere is a consensus of
opinion among scholars on the point that assignméméand on a large scale was the common practicten period.
Inscriptions, mostly engraved on copper-platesifilirmecessary details regarding the gift of lard lednd grants are to be
treated as indicators of changing socio-economicpaiitical processes from 600 A.D onwards thattte¢he formulation
of Indian feudalism according to many of the Maristorians: R. S. Sharma suggests that the origin and develnpaf
political feudalism is to be sought in the land rgsamade to brahamanas from the first century Anwards® Their
number becomes considerable in Northern IndiaénGhpta period and goes on increasing afterwarBst, land grants
to non-brahmanas or non-religious grantees bedinfosm the tenth centuryLand grants have played a very vital role in
the socio-economic history of early medieval namhiedia and have been assigned a key role inriialdransformation
from ancient to the medieval period. Land grantgégerating a landed aristocracy are supposedviliiraught about the

fragmentation of political power and subjectiongdelation of the artisans €tc.

Thus in the present paper a humble attempt is nmagieidy the impact of land grants on the econonlyetter to

Ranbir Chakravartizxploring Early India Up to ¢ A.D. 130, 315.

R. S. Sharmdndian Feudalism2nd ed., p.214.

bid.

Pushpa Prasadanskrit Inscriptions of Delhi Sultanatatroduction, p. xxiv.

Om Prakash refutes the above ideas of the schafaite explaining the nature of land grantg&ar(y Indian Land
Grants and State Econopn#llahabad, 1988, p. 1).

OO WN P

Impact Factor(JCC): 1.1947- This article can be dowloaded from www.bestjournals.in




36 Syeda Sadaf

say the agrarian economy of northern India durivegthe selected period.
OBJECTIVES

The present paper is meant to fulfill the certspecific objective. To study the nature, role amgpact of land

grants on agrarian economy of northern India dueiady medieval period.
METHODOLOGY

Historical and analytical method is used in thespnt study. The entire study is mainly based ongpy sources.
Among primary sources literary as well as inscopél evidences have been utilised. Secondary datdso used to

supplement the information gleaned from the prinsyrces.
DISCUSSIONS

If one looks back to medieval history of Europewi# find that they had a different mechanism o&wgting land
which was connected to the service rendered. They the term ‘benefit’ to describe the land gramtelieu of services
rendered in particular vassal services. The gralanal in lieu of services was indeed, centrali®e feudalism in Western
Europe® The king was regarded as the owner of all kindsuwed much of which was led to barons on tenanthiaf who
in turn agreed to perform certain services to nstkae payments and supplieNow let us examine the position in India
on the issue of feudal formation. The main traitfemndal formation appear in India in between thdhsand twelfth
century which was the time for the growth of Eurapdeudalism as well.Unlike Europe did not have systematically
classified class system through which feudal pcastiwere carried in relation to land grants. Kignificant to note that
the small scale peasant plots were not tied tdaitge scale land owner’s plots legally and econaityic Feudal lords in
early medieval period did not directly interestrttslves in organizing the cultivation of large sthes of land.In short it
may be said that surplus in kind through supeigfts in land and sometimes forced labour werecttief means applied

by the feudal lords during the period.

Land can be classified into different categoriashsas cultivable, cultivated, barren, fallow, hiddw, hilly,
marshy, land fit for becoming house site and lalaimed from river beds et According to D. C. Sircar, taking into
consideration the rulers point of view the landacfountry could be divided into the following cateigs : (i) state land,
(ii) land under the occupation of tenants, who phiel king’s dues according to agreed rates, @iijdl in more or less
uninhabited and uncultivated areas, over whichetfiectiveness of state control varied under différeircumstances.
Each of these could be further subdivided intoedéht types?Assignment of land to the donees was made notmntpe
king, but also by the members of the royal familglsas princes, queens, king’s mother, officersighi ranks, ministers,

samantas, mahasamantets.

6G. C. Chauhargconomic History of Early Medieval Northern India 67.

71bid.

8R. S. Sharmdndian Feudalism2™ ed., p.223.

°Ibid., pp.223-24.

10D. C. Sircar,Landlordism and Tenancy in Ancient and Medievalidnds Revealed by Epigraphical Recqrds
Lucknow, 1969, p.03.

111bid.

12G. C. Chauhan writes that according to Sircarstage land could be divided into five categor{&onomic History of
Early Medieval Northern Indigp. 66).
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Ownership and Possession of Land

There is a sharp division of opinion among schotarg¢he complicated question of the ownership eicagural
land in India. In an agricultural country like ladpossession of land was highly prized by the mespimetimes resulting
in land dispute$® The various theories on the subject may be brodilided into three distinct categories which
emphasize, the claim of (i) the community,(ii) thimg, or (iii) the peasant, as the owner of thel.¥oiThe main
controversy is between state ownership and indalicawnership. Communal ownership was thought of-existing
phenomenon after Mauryan peribdds communal ownership is supposed to be a primipiractice when state power had
not yet evolved. The existence of corporate owriprappears to have continued to a certain extesn @v later period®
Ashrafpur copper plate grant from east Bengal, bafuh seventh and eighth century records the gratenal at least to
three parties’ But the growth of individual occupancy rights entl among the donees at the cost of the communal
agrarian rights was a significant development & period™® Almost all the scholars working on the socio-eqoim
history of early medieval India have dealt with theme of ownership of land either in detail ot usurvey of the matter.
Thus it seems needless to reproduces evidenceshHisiorical sources about the ownership of landtahht be deduced
from the sources that there are evidences in stppdoth royal ownership and individual ownershipom Vedic period
down to 1200 A.D the power vested in the handgaiEsIn the Vedic period the power was in the Bawittribal groups
so various tribes ultimately formed the body colfitrg and distributing the lands. Later with theogth of the empire the
emperor became the absolute owner. All kings, eitidependent or subordinate were regarded asvtheroof the soit?
Though, the king was theoretically the lord of laret his position in respect of ownership of landsvdecreased due to
the presence of land lords who were regarded apriheary lords of the lan#. In some of the land grants the king
appears to have transferred the right of punistiiegpffenders to donees. It is also clear thakihg in the capacity of not
only of a sovereign power but also the owner ofl#mal, has the right to transfer the tenant aloith the transfer of the
land to the done&. Private ownership existed side by side, but kieqn) the symbol of state acted arbitrary as stated

above.

The purpose behind issuing the land grants aparh fthose of spiritual or religious nature, are w©tgar
everywhere. Firstly, the king might have sincemdgired to bring uncultivable land under cultivatisecondly, he could
exercise his power into far flung areas where rayathority was little feff. In spite of all these suppositions the fact

remains unaltered that the land was mostly graimtékose areas where circulation of coins was eithi@imal or absent,

13  S.M. DeviEconomic Condition of Ancient Indip. 45.

14  V.A. Smith and following him J.N. Samaddar exgsel the view that the soil was the property ofkihg. Others
who support this theory are B. Brelover, Shamsastigpkins and Buhler. Maine is the chief propoundgethe
view that agricultural land was owned and cultidatey men grouped in village communities. The theofy
individual ownership has been advocated among sthgrBaden-Powell, K.P. Jayaswal and P.N. Banefjee.
Lallanji Gopal, ‘Ownership of Agricultural Land isincient India’ B. P. Sahu (ed)and System and Rural Society
in Early India, p. 95and fn. 1, 2, 3, 4,5, 6, 7, 8,9, 10 ahd.

15 S. M. Devi, op. cit., p.48.

16 Ibid.
17 R. S. Sharmandian Feudalism2nd. ed., pp.11, 43.
18 Ibid., p.95.

19 D. C. Sircarlndian Epigraphyp. 351.

20 D.C. SircarLandlordism and Tenancp. 1.
21  S. M. Devi, op. cit., p.71.

22  G.C. Chauhan, op. cit., pp. 66-78.
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though it cannot be said in all cases that thelaetand grants were made on account of the alesefcoinagée? It might

be due to the king’s aspiration to bring more amaderand under cultivation through donéés.
Impact of Land Grants on State Economy

Regarding the impact of land grants on state ecgnand on the people as well it may be suggestedtliea
practice of grants of land left both positive arebative effects on early Indian state and socielse the question of
ownership of land, scholars have diverse opinidrwitithe impact of land grants on state and sacfetyroup of scholars
is of the view that land grants were not a drainstate econoniy while the other group considers that the widesprea
donation of land generated a class of landed ar&sty and ultimately state suffered not only theslof revenue but also
its control over donated larffl The epigraphic sources of early India indicataificant changes in the relations of donor
and donees and consequently its impact on the &ta@iptional evidences bring to light that lagréints of northern India
were donated to brahmanas, monks, religious asagediducational institutions such\alsaras templesmathasand also
to servants and officers of state as tax free damdiy the kings and private individuals, suborténeulers and state
officials in lieu of cash salard/.It is evident from the testimony éfarshacharitaand Hsuan Tsang that during the seventh
century the state officers were mostly paid in fasfrland grants, and most probably the practicetinaad during the
whole of early medieval peridd.D.C. Sircar wrote that landlordism of ancient amedieval India should not be confused
with feudalism?’Although, he accepts the donee’s right to unpaidla but rejects the obligation of being feudaletyyy
asserting that nobody was tied to the 3bih fact he considers feudalism a misnomer in Indiantex'Om Prakash
argues that early Indian land grants were not andra state economy; in fact religious grants wels® converted into

sources of revenue through some kind of concessienaimposed on therf.

A large number of land grants depict various exémngtand different sources of state income werresfeared to
the doneed® Om Prakash refers only partially privileged gramit ignores fully exempted estates or land-gréhts.
Recently Prof. Chakravarti suggests that the thginsiudy of the epigraphic evidences has led Stacaonclude that the
granting of revenue transfer need not to be inttegr as detrimental to the economic interestsekiihg, since the person
or the vassal or the administrative officer requgsfor such a concession was to pay to the ragasury a lump sum

amount beforehant.Analyzing from this point of view the disastrousneequences of land grants become douftful.

23  Ibid., p.68.

24 Ibid., p.69.

25  Om Prakash mentions a special tax fixed on taadts, variously termed a&sodaka nikara, aruvang agrahara-
pradeyamsa, pifadanaetc. Early Indian Land Grants and State EcongrAilahabad 1988, p. 2).

26  G. C. Chauhan mentions several new terms itighef taxes which might be imposed in future. ¢letes Lallaniji
Gopal that the overlords did not make any seridfesteo stop the exactions of the feudal chiefs.C. Chauhan,
op. cit., p. 78).

27  G.C. Chauhan, op. cit., p. 75.

28  23K. K. Gopal, ‘Assignment to Officers and Roy@hsmen in Early Medieval India c. A.D 700-12008.P.Sahu
(ed.), op. cit., p. 118.

29 D.C. Sircar,Landlordism and Tenancy in Ancient and Medievalidnds Revealedy Epigraphical Records
Lucknow, 1969, pp. 33.

30 Ibid., p.48.

31 Ibid.

32  Om Prakash, op. cit., pp. 282.

33  G.C. Chauhan, op. cit., p. 76-77

34  Ibid., see also end note 77 on page no. 82.

35 Ranbir ChakravartiExploring Early India from A.D. 600 to A.D. 1300. 321. He wrote that the numerous
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R. S. Sharma emphasises fragmentation of polipcaber and synthesis and restricting of polity, etciand
economy on feudal line¥While discussing the impact of land grants as gpoitant means of bringing virgin soil under
cultivation not only in Central India, Orissa, aadstern Bengal but also in southern India landtgremhis view provided
the administrative mechanism for maintaining lawl ander in the donated areas, in which all suchgrewvere delegated
to the donees. The same practice also led to thknmnisation and acculturation of the tribal peopl® acquired
knowledge of script, calendar, art, literature andew way of higher lifé°Ranbir Chakravarti, concludes that land grants
did not led to the dismemberment of polity and ¢énegperor exercised his superiority over his subateist® No decline in
the economy can thus be related to the issue dfdaantsi°The Marxist historians, according to him have besicized
for their inability to distinguish landlordism artdnancy in ancient India from feudali$iSircar strongly upheld this
position and contested the formulation of Indiand@ polity and economi. Sircar states that Indian landlordism is
sometimes confused with European feudalf3firue it is that land grants issued on such a lagde led to a distinct
class of landholders who would not normally cultevéhe land themselves. A seventh century insoriptiom Bengal
suggests a complex land system of at least theeg-tithe owner, the enjoyer and the tiller ofsbié* The emergence of
landed intermediaries is diagnosed as typical sympaf the Indian feudal economy while their roléhardly considered
beneficial to the economic and political interestte ruler; their growing strength seriously imgoghed the peasaftt.
Lallanji Gopal observed that over lords had noiosesly tried to stop exaction of feudal chief. A tcentral authority had
declined considerably and had to depend on thedesént by the feudal chiefs, it could not affardnterfere with their
high handed exploitatioff.

CONCLUSIONS

From the above discussion it is quite apparentttimwidespread practice of issuing land grardsniet only to
the loss of revenue to the state to some extenalsatloosened its strict control over donated /@ one hand land
grants contributed to agrarian growth and on theeohand shaped the social configuration in thentgside?® The
practice of granting land could also be seen as®if for the shrinkage of the urbansector whiculted in conversion of
the tax area into rent ar&% one has to mention the most important and bersfiole of land grant, it would undoubtedly
be agrarian expansion. It may not eventually beiedethat the increase of land grants in the eaiiydie ages were

actually instrumental in clearing hitherto uncuite and unsettled areas into sedentary agraridensents?®

instances okarashasangsespecially from early medieval Orissa, suggestkimg’s retaining his right to collect
levies even from granted areas.(ibid.)

36 Ibid.

37 R.S.Sharm&arly Medieval Indian Societyp.06-07.

38 R.S.Sharmdndian Feudalismpp.222-23.

39  Ranbir Chakravarti, op. cit, p.322.

40  |bid.

41  |bid.

42  Ibid., p. 322.

43  D. C. Sircar, op. cit., p. 48.

44  Ranbir Chakravarti, op. cit., p. 316.

45  Ibid., p. 318.

46  Lallanji Gopal Economic Life of Northern Indig. 253.

47  G.C. Chauhan, op. cit., p. 78.

48 R. S. SharmdJrban Decay in Indiap.175.

49  Ibid., p. 185.

50 Ranbir Chakravarti, op. cit., p. 314.
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