
fields watered by occasionally flowing bill streams or torrents.1 
Tradition points to the tribal land having been originally divided 
out by the chief (tu m a n d d r) of the tribe.2 ‘ Each member has 
held his lands ever since in complete independence.’ It is inter
esting to notice the indications of ideas of right in land, as 
enshrined in certain common local terms. Thus land held on 
the tribal-shares is called p a t-c ir ; and a share acquired by gift 
among a number who have combined to provide irrigation for 
new land is called dak,, in the country of wells, a plot acquired 
in virtue of sinking the well is called sil — brick— i.e. title 
derived from the structure/' So we have the rather ominous 
tenure of ghasab, or land obtained by forcible seizure ; and there 
are some others.

S ection III.— Clan-Villages and ‘Cultivating 
Kkaterniiies in U pper India

The tribal-settlements just described care quite unique in 
their peculiarities. Nothing exactly like them is found else
where in India. Nevertheless, we can see that certain features 
of the tribal organisation—the separate areas of clan sand sec
tions, the desire for equality, and the general tendency to adopt 
a distribution of shares p e r  capita, at least after certain main
divisions based on the original ancestral descent are passed...
these features reappear in all tribal and clan settlements 
as far as the land is concerned, though with local variations.
The distinction also between the close-kindred and the wide, 
or more extended, kindred, as regards the groups forming 
villages or forming the clan-population of larger areas, is an 
equally universal feature of the tribal-stage. We have therefore 
to include within a general class of ‘ tribal- or clan-villages’ a 
great many more besides those specialised as the ‘ frontier clan- 
villages.' But we shall expect to find the best instances of such 
villages among the tribes of Upper India, in the plains of the 
Punjab, in the North-West Provinces, and in Oudh. As a 
matter of fact, we are able to gather a number of examples from the

Fryer s S, H, p. 77, and see note , at p. 202, ant'-, regarding dngnr 
cultivation.

1 Among Biliichis, Tumdn is the tribe.
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“less familiar tribes, Ghakar. Awan., and tin1 like, in the Panjab 
and again, as connected with Don-monarchical Aryan clans, and 
■with Jata and Gnjars, both in the Panjab and beyond it. In  the 
first place we frequently come upon groups of villages (and some
times large areas which have only recently broken up into vil
lages) distinguished by bearing the designation of twppd, ‘ildqa,
&c., and we usually find them to be held by groups of families of 
one clan. But though some of these groups are not more than, 
say, two to five hundred years old, and others date back as far as 
that re-distribution of Aryan settlements of which we have 
spoken, 1 many are still old enough to'make it doubtful what was 
the original method of their formation. On the Panjab frontier 
we had no doubt about the settlement representing a clan already 
formed as such. In the cases which we are now to consider, 
some may doubtless be recognised as coining under the same 
bead. But in the majority of cases it is evident, or at least is 
probable, that though now there is a clan occupying a contiguous 
area, the origin was in a small family-—perhaps no more than 
one or two brothers with their sons and some followers, who, 
finding a wide area of land at their disposal, managed to retain 
possession of the whole, and have now filled it with the multi
plied families of their descendants, in such numbers, and retain
ing such a. general connection, as to form a clan.

In these cases it is very likely that the areas covered by the- 
holdings were only called ‘ildqa, tappet, &c., at a later period, 
and possibly for the first time by the Mughal Revenue-officers. I 
do not think it possible to separate the two cases completely; 
and an Incomplete attempt to separate them would be worse 
than frankly taking them together as they come, and leaving 
the reader to see which origin he thinks most probable in each 
instance. This difficulty is regrettable, because there may very 
probably be some difference between the manner in which a clan
readymade, so to speak...-having its branches and kindred already
complete—will occupy and allot a conquered territory, and that- 
in which the gradually growing houses and kindreds will spread 
over it. But in both cases there is one thing that separates 
such settlements from purely individual foundations, at least in 
the greater number of instances. They always exhibit some- 

1 Page 121, ante.
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traces of clan union throughout the area, and rarely or never 
follow the pattidSin principle of sharing: many of them 
also exhibit a peculiarity in the mode of allotting the land 
equally, and of valuing the several holdings for the equal dis
tribution of burdens and charges. In these cases we have no 
evidence of any custom of redistributing or periodically exchang
ing the holdings; indeed, in the case of a clan graduallv growing 
up on the spot, it would not be likely. We have a small 
settlement at first, and, as each new family grows up, the 
additional land requisite fro its support is allotted, or perhaps 
is simply taken up out of the general area without any formal 
process whatever, and without reference to fractional rights,' 
only to numbers and actual requirements, The whole area 
gradually becomes covered by the household holdings, within 
the original main divisions. Naturally, then, the later formed 
holdings would not be exchanged with the older.

There is, indeed, one other case in which villages may 
appear to constitute a clan-settlement, when really there is 
nothing of clan-sentiment in the tenure. I t  is when a Rajput, 
or similar rulership, has gone to pieces, and the members of 
the defeated family and its relatives have managed to cling 
to a sufficient number of holdings, all pretty close together 
locally; and so now, having multiplied into village groups, 
they may suggest a clan origin. Should such an origin be 
true in any case, however, where the bhaiachara tenure, in the 
true sense, is also observed, there will certainly be very little 
harm done if it is included as virtually a clan-settlement. But 
where in such cases the several villages are composed of families 
holding on the ancestral fraction, or paMidarl tenure, then they 
will most properly be excluded from the present section.

To summarise these remarks briefly: in all the cases in
cluded in this section we shall notice (1 ) not only the con
tiguity of a number of villages, all of one clan, and covering a 
considerable area, while in some cases the clan-area is not 
really divided into villages at a l l ; but (2) we shall find the 
same desire for equality, so that the customary method of sharing 
gives to each household whatever land is necessary for its actual 
numbers; only it  takes care that each holding shall contain 
a similar proportion of the good, had, and indifferent soils, and
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that a plan of equal sharing of burdens, in proportion to the 
holding, shall be followed. 'It is to  groups of this character 
that the Settlement Officers of the North-W est Provinces more 
especially apply the term ‘old cultivating fraternities.’ The 
* collective ’ ownership appears here also to consist in a sense of 
general union arising from the natural bond of kindred, leading 
to tbe acceptance of a joint responsibility for the Revenue- 

■ charge, in a sense of general clan- or family-right to the whole 
area, and to any undivided waste within it, and, most of all, in 
a feeling that every member has an equal right to share and 
share alike. The whole group of holdings is never, as far as 
my observation extends, held 1 in common,’ at any rate after the 
families have expanded beyond those first grades of descent which 
have fixed the major and secondary divisions of the whole area.

The actual forms in which the allotment of the land is made 
are the f o l lo w in g -

(1) The whole area is divided a t once into separate single 
holdings. Major and minor groups of relations may exist, but 
are not indicated by di visions of the area.

(2) The whole area is divided into large blocks (sons of 
founder), and these into secondary and tertiary divisions (grand
sons and great-grandsons). The later divisions often cannot be 
compact, by reason of tbe holdings being made up of plots dis
tributed over the different soil areas. After the last separately 
designated division, all the later and existing families appear to 
take per capita according to what they want, as long as any 
land remains available.

(3) Tbe whole area was retained undivided; a central or 
parent village represents the cultivation of the original family.
All round, new hamlets have been added on, which gradually 
‘ ripen ’ into separate villages till the whole area is taken up.

In  Nos. 1 and 2 ‘ villages ’ gradually separate, but under 
accidental circumstances, and often under the influence of modern 
survey and revenue arrangements.

( 1 ) Illustrations from the Pcwyjdb Districts
W e proceed to pass in  review the various districts which give 

examples of this tenure, commencing with the Panjab and pro
ceeding eastwards.

' G°ivX



THE. INDIAN. VILLAGE COMMUNITY p i j
X ^ ?  A / \  ."'.I1 • ;;. A it ..'.A A.) V A', '

The first occurs in the J ihlam: district, along the banks of the 
river of that name. In one part are tribes of Ghakar, A wan, 
and Jhanjua ; the latter are Rajputs, and probably established 
a sort of territorial rule, and their villages are the usual 
result of the decadence of that dominion; the further mention of 
them is therefore reserved to a later section. The Ghakar seem 
to have despised agriculture, and their settlements show the vil
lage residence of the tribesmen, and separate settlements of 
•other cultivating castes, forming hamlets (dhole, cak, &c.) 
in the neighbourhood. There are several clans or branches, 
each with its own name, and the chief seats or mother-villages 
•of each clan are generally called uum di. Of these there are 
now six generally recognised in the district,.1

In the Chakwal Tahsll of this district we have five ‘ildqa of 
three tribes of doubtful origin-—the Mail*, Kasai', and Kalult.
The first named possess two tracts, Ifavel 1 and Badshahani, in 
the centre; the Kasar have two in the north, Bubyal and 
Chaupeda, and the remaining one is the Kahiitani. Their 
tradition is that their forefathers came from Kashmir, or rather 
from Jamu, with the Emperor Babar, and that they received 
this, at the time uninhabited, country in grant.

Still more remarkable is the case of the small tribes of Lilia, 
Phn/pra, and Jalap, believed to be allied to the Jat stock. They 
inhabit each ‘a well-defined area in the plains below the Salt 
Range, and none of them is ever found outside its own ’bounda
ries.’ The territory of Lilia is described in the first Report 
(1864)2 as forming one single ‘village,’ now broken up into 
four separate parts; and it appears that the whole area of 
22,000 acres has been populated by a clan growing out of the 
household of a single ancestral settler.3

1 Jihlam S. B. 1883, p. 28.
- Quoted in Tapper, Gust. Law, ii. 29.
3 Unfortunately in neither of the excellent Jihlam S, B. is any 

detail about Lilia to be found. No notice is taken of what the shares 
in land are, or how they were allotted. More information is also 
needed about the other great areas mentioned in the text—e.g. Lawn is an 
A vim settlement, with four or five rival caudhari, or chiefs. Itism arkod 
by strong factions among the co-sharing clansmen, who certainly have all 
of them separate holdings. That this is a ‘ bona-fide single estate hold by 
one joint and undivided body ’ is simply incredible. Probably it merely



Lli© Aw an locations are even more in point. This tribe, 
consisting of peasant proprietors, is always reckoned as suck, and 
not among the sahu, o r 1 gentry.’ They occupy the whole of the 
Tallagang Taksil, being distributed over large clan-areas. Lavra 
contains 135 square m iles; Thoha-Mahrnm-Khan, 86  square 
miles j and Kandowal, in  the dry part, or that, of Find-Dacian- 
Khan, has 27 square miles. In Lawa there is one chief residence 
site (tibddT) containing 5,000 inhabitants; but there are several 
‘hamlets’ also. This large village-site, as well as the great 
area maintained as a 4 single estate,’ is attributed to 4 the homo
geneous farming population with a large share of democratic 
equality.’ In  fact, however, the 4 estate.’ is to some extent the 
result of physical conditions, for the land is dependent upon 
the rainfall, and the tables show that in the whole Tuhsll only 
only about 2,600 acres of land are protected by wells. The 
country is 4 upland, of broad, gentle undulations,’ with light 
sandy soil on the crests and loam in the hollows. Under such 
conditions, the area of .each holding is necessarily large, and is 
naturally uniform in advantages'. The land ploughed up for 
spring crops is kept separate from that used for the khttrif, or 
autumn crop ; and the latter also can only be worked part at a 
time, because the. rest is exhausted (budhij, and must lie fallow.1 

Each 1 ploughland ’ is, therefore, allowed to consist of nineteen 
acres', and the large combined area of separate individual 
household shares, each of so many ‘ ploughs,’ is better suited to 
the sentiment of the people and the conditions of agriculture 
than a number of separate villages of the average size. The 
Awans must have been for a long time in occupation, since in the 
days of Abu-1-Fazl one of the mahals, or official divisions of the 
Sindh Sugar Doab Sirkar, was called the 4 Mahal Awctnun. ’ 2 I t  
is certainly a clan-settlement; but the evidence leaves it doubt-

means that the area was not divided into villages, and that, though the 
individual family holdings are enjoyed in severalty, the whole body did 
not object to be regarded, from the revenue administrative point of view, 
as a single jointly responsible estate, owing to the general clan feeling 
which disposes the whole to unite against outsiders, however keen may 
be tho fends within.

1 Jihlam  S. B. Compare pp. 52, 90, and 106.
* Ayin-i-Aklari, ii. 823 (Jarrett’s Trans.).
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ful whether it was occupied by a clan already formed, or whether 
the present numbers ha ye resulted from gradual growth out of 
an original small group.

Li the next district of GcjjrI t we have a Rajput dominion 
of a Raja and chiefs of the Chib clan and a surviving group of 
village-estates. These do not belong to the present section.
But the district at large shows signs of genuine tribal locations ; 
one portion of it being known aa the Jatatar and another as 
Gujar.1

In  the course of time there has been some admixture of Aw&n 
and other villages, but the general features of the tribally 
occupied tracts are still discernible.

4 The Jats and Gujars are subdivided into a great number 
of families each called by its own name, which is generally that 
of some ancestor who became in his time so powerful, or other
wise noted, as to leave his name to his posterity. I t  would not 
appear, however, that any new divisions have been separated off 
from the main stock for the last one hundred or one hundred and 
twenty years. . . . Most of the clans number but few families, 
sometimes owning but a single village. But to this there are 
some notable exceptions among the Jats. The Varaich, Ttinvr, 
and Bonded, clans are very strong and hold a superior status.’ 2

In  the neighbouring districts there is a still greater admix
ture of villages; but clan-groups may still be discerned as 
colonies, of Bcijwd Ja ts in Sialkot, of Awcm clansmen in 
others. In  Gujranwala there is a group of eighty-one villages 
of the GatUl (Rajput) clan,3 all in this instance proceeding 
from, the foundation of one original adventurer who had emi
grated from, his home further E as t; and there is a large group 
(106 villages) of the Bhatti tribe, around PmdiJJiattidn as a 
centre.

Leaving, however, this part of the country, and coming to

1 In  my L. S. B. I. ii. 670, there is a map showing the Gujar area 
coloured pink  and the Ja t green; I take it the district name Gnjrat is 
really ‘ Gujar-iitar,’ like the term Jatatar.

- The Gazetteer (2nd edition) of Gujrat, p. 60, &e., gives a very good 
idea of the number of clans and their pretensions to descent from all sorts 
of grandeeB.

8 There is a more detailed account in L . S. B. I. ii. 672.



the region between the Bias and Sutlej rivers, we find in the 
J alandhar district many Jat tribes divided into (jot, or clans, and 
al,or minor-clans. ‘.But,’ writes the Settlement Officer, 1 ‘ large 
tracts of country each occupied by villages of one got are not. 
found here, as they are in other parts of the country. The 
nearest approach, to such a state of things is met with in the 
Philaur Tahs'il, where there is a cluster of Sihota  villages about 
Kuleta  ('Barapind) itself a very large estate belonging almost 
entirely to this clan.2 The Rajputs, of whom the Qhorewdha 
clan is the most numerous (nearly 9,000), are found in the 
tracts nearer the hills ; their villages are only partially aggre
gated. Here we have the tradition of a growth from a very 
small origin. Two brothers came from Rajputana on a 
pilgrimage to a sacred place in the lower hills (Jim-dlamiikhi).
Meeting with the .Pathan king Slmhdbu-d-dm (Jhorl. they 
presented him with a fine horse, and in return the monarch 
gave them a grant of as much land ‘ as each could ride round 
in a day.’ Each brother selected one side of the river Sutlej ; 
one threw his spear (seld) where the village of Selkidna now is, 
and the other his bracelet (lamgan) at Kcmganwdl, to mark the 
limit reached. The family gradually expanded,3 and the 
branches and sections were indicated by the terms chat, makdn, 
and muhl, which I  have met with nowhere else.1 Mr. Purser 
points out the impossibility of the dates and other details of the 
tradition ; but its general circumstances, and the origin of the 
landlordship in a royal grant (growing into a set of villages jointly 
owned by groups of the clan), are very probable. There are other 
Rajput clans of the same kind. Passing over certain groups of 
Awiin and Gujar, I will only mention that a tribe of Aram  (or 

, lit tin) make up about one-seventh of the agricultural population ; 
they are divided into fifteen got. They have many scattered

1 Purser’s 8 . B . 1888, p. 73 ff.
‘‘ The Sihota Jats are 2,302 in number. Several elans are consider- 

ably more numerous, but they are found in scattered villages.
3 One brother returned to Udaipur, leaving the other in lordship of 

the whole estate. Mr. Purser suggests that the chat, of which there were 
nine, marked the shares or lordships of the leading men, and the makiin 
were inferior territories.

4 At least as regards the series of terms. The Chibs in Gnjriit call 
their clans min, or muhl.

r
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villages, but in some parts there are also connected groups;’ 
Their tradition is that they were Once Hindu Rajputs, descend
ants of Rai Jaj, ruler of Sirsa, in the South-eastern Panjab, and 
that they became Moslems about the close of the twelfth century; 
the name is said to he derived from the title ‘ Rai. ’ borne by 
their ancestor, Another numerous tribe, the Sainl (14,000), also 
trace their origin to a few ancestors who came from their home 
in Mathura (North-West Provinces) in defence of the Hindus 
against the first Moslem invasions, and they multiplied in their 
new home. As regards the district generally, Mr. Purser 
remarks that the existing village bodies are not able to trace 
their descent very far; only 855 villages out of 1,324 are 
remembered to have been founded for twelve or more genera
tions.2

Crossing the Sutlej river, it will be sufficient to take three 
typical districts—Ludiana, Rohtak, and Kamal, Excellent 
reports of each exist, and the writers have gone fully into the 
tribal question.

In  the L udiana S. Report, after some interesting remarks 
on the alteration of the Jat type caused by difference of mode 
of life, occupation, and location, Mr. Gordon Walker a writes:
* To the east of the district, and especially in the Samrala Tahsil, 
the multitude of got (gentes) among the Hindu Jats is a very 
remarkable feature. Not only do adjoining villages belong to 
different got, but inside each village will generally be found two 
or three sections (pa tti)  of distinct origin.’ This is accounted for 
by the manner in which the country was colonised. In the 
history of each village it will he seen that the founders came 
in comparatively recent times from different parts of the country 
and belonged to different got; they united merely for conveni
ence, the vague tie of belonging to the sam e general tribe being 
sufficient. In the south and west of the district, on the other 
hand, we do find that the Jats in some instances settled in 
larger homogeneous bodies. The reason for this apparently is 
that in the eastern parts the imperial authority was always 
strong enough to protect its subjects, who settled down in small 
village groups as they came; while in the west it was less felt,

1 S . B. p. 82. * ib id .  p. 85.
3 S. B. L u d ia n a , 1884, pp. 45 ff, 79 ■seq.



and people of one tribe had to collect in.large contiguous villages 
for protection. For example, the Gharewdl Jats had a group of 
fifty-'villages near the town of Ludiana. 1 The Gil Jats have a 
group of forty villages in the d agraon Tahsll. They com
menced as a small body, some 200  or 300 years ago, coming on 
an uninhabited space (the Jangal Hldqa). Among the smaller 
clans, the Bhandher own ten or eleven villages in the 
Malaiidh •ihlqa, all grown out of the descendants of one settler, 
who left his home because he was regarded with disfavour by 
the family, owing to his being the offspring of a mixed marriage.
There are- some old Rajput villages; and they mostly keep up 
at least'the form of the ‘ ancestral ’ shares as descendants of one 
founder,2 The J'at and the other villages spoken of all show 
the sense of clan organisation; there is aggregation for social 
comfort and for defence; but there is no pretension to descent 
from some common ancestor or the maintenance of ancestral 
shares. The object is for all the families to have their equal share; 
and the land is divided out in hal, or ‘ plough-lands,’ a number 
being assigned to each family in proportion to its strength.
The size of the hal varies with the character of the soil, -being, 
as usual, the area estimated to be ploughed by one pair of 
oxen.3 Nor are the holdings in one block, but (as usual in the 
genuine bhaidchurci or clan-fraternity method) ‘ the original 
distribution is generally most elaborate, the whole area having 
been divided into blocks according to quality, and each sharer 
getting his portion in each block—i.e. the number of hal for 
each family consisted of specimens of each kind of soil, good, 
had, and middling. These shares are observed in the division 
of any culturable waste, and in apportioning the m-alba, or joint 
expenses, of the village community.4 They are not now made

1 This got affords an instance of what has been stated about Jats 
(p. 99, ante); their tradition is that the founder was a Rajput prince—Raja 
RiMi, who lost caste by marrying a Jat woman. But from 'this ‘royal ’ 
descent the got is still regarded as superior among the sahu, or gentry.
The Oil are' similarly descended.

3 This will usually be found to be the case where the founder had 
some pretensions to territorial rank or nobility.

3 S. Ji. p. 8Q. -
1 See p. 25. The fund to meet these common expenses is made up of 

certain rents and profits from the waste area, from abrafi, - a  sort of-house*
T 2
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use of in paying the land-revenue, which, is met by an appro
priate acreage rate on the area actually possessed by each.

The E oiitak district deserves mention, as it is in this part of 
the country that successive Settlement Officers, from Mr. (after
wards Lord) Lawrence in  1844 to Mr. Fanshawe in 1879. have 
noticed the perfect preservation of the ‘ village communities ’— i.e. 
in the co-sharing or jo in t form. There are 511 ‘ estates’ in 
this small district, and they are also compact geographical 
maum. They owe their compactness to the fact that they are 
the result of the gradual fission of groups of close-kindreds as, 
one by one, they branched off from au original centre. Each 
starts a fresh hamlet, which ripens into a village, and is really 
held by a compact body of kinsmen. We have, in fact, the con
verse of what the frontier tribal-territories exhibit. Here we 
have the case of a clan expanding on the spot from a small 
centre, and so building up groups of close-kindred, whose hold
ings are defined one by one as they are taken up and naturally 
form villages; there we have the clan already existing and 
dividing the land among the whole body, village groups being 
little thought of. Out of the 511. villages, Jats, forming 12 
chief and 137 minor clans, own 366. Some Afghan settlers, 
Brahman grantees, and others, hold villages ; and the Ahir have 
26 villages.1 ‘ The most noticeable point,’ says Mr. Fanshawe,2 

‘ is the grouping of the villages of each tribe or subdivision of a 
tribe in one spot. This is due in most cases to the surrounding 
villages having been separated off and founded from a central 
mother-village. . . .’ Hindu Rajputs are found in the south
east of the Jhajjar Tahsll and the centre of the Rohtak Tahsll; 
the Ahir are round Kosli, and so on. The Jats show the same 
features: the Malik got is settled round Ahalana, Khanpur- 
Kalan, and Bhaifiswal-kalan, and so on. Village groups so 
Constituted must have taken time to grow up, and we are not 
surprised to learn that they are of older foundation than usual. Ja t

tax ou non proprietors, artisans, &c., and dharat, a fee on weighing grain, 
sold in the village, and from anything else that comes in from a common 
source of profit.

1 See p. 109, note. The Ahir figure considerably across the JamniL, in 
the North-West Provinces.
- J S. B . part ii. p. 18, § 17.



villages were established before Sultan Mahmud’s invasion early ■ 
in the eleventh century. Here also the Jats profess Rajput 
origin, and to have come from the south. 1 The Report gives in 
detail the history of several such village centres. The Dafa/ti 
•fat, for example, have their villages along the north-eastern 
border of the Sampla Tfthsll, Their ancestor is Manik RSi, a 
Rajput Qwuhan clan who lost caste by marrying a Dkcmkar 
Ja t woman. His son was Bahia, corrupted into the clan name 
Dahyd; Bahia settled in Barona twenty-seven generations ago, 
and from his one original village all the others have branched 
off. I  might repeat the same sort of story almost indefinitely 
for each of the other centres. The process of growth is that, as ;
the family increases, the new households clear additional land 
out of the general area, and the hamlets are at first considered 
only parts of the mother-village, till at last they grow big enough, 
to have entirely separate establishments; and thus a whole 
tappa of villages is acknowledged.2 3 As to the original consti
tution of the entire, area, it does not seem to have been divided 
into any primary sections according to the divisions of the original

1 It is, in fact, in this district that the tradition occurs which has mis
led some writers. The Malik Jats say they are Rajputs, and come, not 
from Ghazni, in Western Afghanistan (which is sometimes quoted as a 
proof of the western origin), hut from ‘ Carh-Gajni,’ somewhere on the 
Dakhati frontier. I  may suggest merely that, as the proper name of these 
Jats is ‘ Ghatwiil,’ they may have derived the clan name from being 
originally Rajputs holding some frontier hilly territory {ghat) in the 
region of the Malii or Aravali hills, or some neighbouring locality in the 
Vindhyan country.

3 Mr. Fanghawe quotes some remarks of the late Sir G. Campbell in *
the G olden  C lub lisu iy s , where the author repeats the formula, at that 
time unquestioned, about the tribe or the village body holding the lend 
‘ in common ’ first of all. Mr. Fanshawe remarks that Rohtak exemplifies 
this. I venture to think that it directly contradicts anything of the kind.
In eases like the Rohtak villages where we have a elan-expansion, the 
Original founder is able to maintain a general hold over a large area, the 
greater part of which he does not cultivate till it is wanted ; his claim is 
only manifested by the fact that if he has many cattle, he grazes them over 
it. Then, as each family grows up, there is land available which it takes 
up, perhaps by tacit consent; this goes on till the whole area is filled up.
There is no kind of * common holding ’ whatever, but only a sense of unity 
of origin, and the solidarity of clan interests Which bind the various 
daughter-villages together.
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family; and there could, of coarse, have been no anticipatory 
division of the area into ‘ villages.’ W hen each village- 
group has in time developed, it will have sections within itself 
resulting from the fact that what was at. first a ‘ close-kindred ’ 
has now expanded into a ‘ wider-kindred’ composed of several 
close-kindreds all derived from the same head ; and thus are 
formed pawl and timid subdivisions, as. they are here called.
The individual holdings are hoi or 1 plough-lands ’ ; and here, 
as so often observed, while the first or earlier degrees of 
descent from the founder naturally allowed the then few 
and simple share-portions to follow the ancestral gradation, as 
the numbers grew, the subsequent allotment within the main sec
tions, was per capita— everyone was provided for, alike, according 
to his requirements. For this reason, as some families increased, 
and others diminished in number, the holdings of land iveie 
occasionally readjusted.1 As usual, at the Revenue Settlement 
the individual shares were treated as so many de facto hold
ings, and were assessed at the proper acreage ra te ; but inside 
the villages, the primary divisions of pxinil and thiild were 
demarcated as blocks, and the eldest member of the eldest 
house in each panel was recognised as its official headman.
The pancayat consists of the heads of pawl with the th dlCulun$, or 
beads of tire eldest households in the subdivisions. The pancayat 
still controls all matters of interest to the body—the cultivation 
of undivided common lands, the realisation of grazing-fees and 
house-rates,2 the building of a village rest-house for guests, 
supervising the village watch, cleansing the common lank ox 
pond, and settling any question of granting a rent-free plot to 
some pious person. I have not found any allusion in the Rohtak

1 See S. B. p. 27. ‘ The local annals tell of half a dozen changes 
made at intervals in the shares on which each estate was held.’ Mr. 
Fanshawe thinks this may point to the existence of a general redis. 
tnbution; but this is not likely, for such .a general periodic exchange is 
natural only where a clan already formed settles on land and each member 
is jealous of anyone getting a better lot than himself. There is no raison 
d'etre for such a plan in the case of holdings added on, family by family, 
so to apeak, to an original central village.

- rphe house-rates or hearth-fees (here called ku d l-ko in b u )  are paid as 
usual by non-proprietors, artisans, &e., as an acknowledgment to the pro
prietors for their permission to reside.
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Report to the feature, common iu ‘ fraternities,’ of making the 
holdings consist of specimen bits of each kind of soil, Here, 
perhaps, the land is too uniform to need such a device.

In  the Karnal district, bordering on the Jamna river, we fre
quently observe the same feature of a family expanding into a 
clan ; the group of clan-villages begins, first, with the establish
ment of a central village (iklka), and then by the gradual accre
tion of hamlets (ma.jrci, or garhl, as they are hero called), which 
in time become independent. But Mr. Ibbetson has noted a 
number of interesting details. W e are near the country where 
the earliest Aryans began to settle (in Aryavaria) ; and we find 
many Rajput owners; but the causes already mentioned prevent 
our tracing back the existing groups to any such primitive 
settlement. There is also a local curious caste or tribe of Tagil 
which I must pass over. The areas occupied by the clans are called 
tappfi; or ihamhd, and the Imperial revenue officer’s made use of 
these divisions for official purposes. 1 The villages are all held 
by groups of real blood relations, being the areas added one by 
one, as each new little group of households grew up and started 
additional cultivation on an adjoining site. The village names 
often bear the addition khurd, or kaldn, not meaning ‘ small ’ 
or 1 great,’ as the Persian words imply, but ‘ younger ’ and 
‘ elder.’ The clan connection between the villages in the tnppd 
is kept up by the custom that ‘ when a headman dies all the 
villages in the ta/ppd assemble to instal liis heir, and the turban 
of the parent village is first tied on his head.’ On ceremonial 
occasions—funerals, &c. (meljor)—  the Brahmans of the parent 
village are fed first and receive double fees.2 Though the mdjra, 
or offshoot villages, are generally groups of the same descent, 
it should be added that sometimes relations of the wife’s family 
(and therefore of another clan) are admitted to a share, and may

1 fir. 'B. § 185; the ‘Amile, or Land Revenue Officers, made use 
of the heads of kindreds and families, whom they called (Jaudhart, for 
collecting the revenue.

2 § 181. Mr. Ibbetson mentions the ease of a village which desired 
to change its tappu— not to belong to the group which was ita natural 
sphere—because there were so many Brahmans in it whom the village 
had to feed 1 Of course it was hold that a village might ignore or forget 
its origin, but could not change it.



possibly form oneof the separate mcijrcr, but the fiction of a common 
descent is maintained, and the person taking a share of another’s 
land is said to be ihuln bhdi (land-brother). The fact is, that 
the theory of family property is kept up because the whole is 
really (in spite of occasional gifts and admissions) one large 
family in its various groups of kindred ; and, being all settled 
together, circumstances combine to maintain the memory of the 
fact. The interior divisions of the villages are here called 
pannd (the word meaning ‘ lot ’-—-punrui mdrnu=to  cast lots).
The subdivisions are tkuld ; and the features of these divisions 
and of the pancayat, are just like those descri bed in Kohtak.1 
As usual, the first main divisions of the villages follow the an
cestral grades—when the descent was in its first stages. Thus 
the pannd will probably mark the ‘ lots ’ of the original sons of 
the leader of the newly founded extension, and the tkuld, the 
original grandsons; after that, as the numbers increase within 
the groups all are provided for per capita. We have here also the 
careful attention to soil varieties that marks the real bhaidchdnl 
tenure. ‘ The land,’ writes Mr. Ibbetson. 4 was carefully divided 
according to quality, so that each should have his fair share; ’ 
and ‘the same rule was observed when a new cultivator was 
admitted to cultivate. The long dividing lines at right angles 
to the contours of the country which mark off the valuable rice 
land into minute plots,2 * and the inferior sandy soil into long

1 Under the empire the heads of pannd and (halt; acquired consider
able authority, because the ‘Andl worked through them entirely; the
whole village was assessed at one sum, and these heads had to ap
portion the burden (8. B. § 233). It is worth while noticing that 
here the heads exempted themselves from duties of village watch and 
ward (thiik-kar) ; and each has if menial (camdr) as a personal attendant, 
the camdr getting a free midday meal in return, hut nothing else. The 
village caviars, as a body, are made to give a day’s free labour in each 
headman’8 field, but are fed in return.

- Special modes of division of valuable, but at the same time somewhat 
precarious, land on the banks of rivers and streams are sometimes 
observed; the plan being usually to divide into long and very narrow 
strips running at right angles to the stream: and those are usually re- 
nllotted every year. By this means everyone gets an equal share of the 
danger of diluvion and the advantage of the successive degrees of moisture 
further from the river. Two instances, with a diagram, will be found in 
L. S. B. I. ii. 142, 640. Captain Dunlop-Smith has recently called my
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narrow strips including a portion, of each degree of quality, and 
the scattered nature of each man’s holding, still show how care
fully this was done.’ 1

(2) Illustrations from the North-West Provinces
When we cross the river Janma from the Punjab into the 

North-W est Provinces we still find some of the districts supply
ing instances of 1 clan-settlements.’ In  some cases, there are 
aggregates of estates mostly of one clan which are merely the 
remnants of long-destroyed chiefships or petty kingdoms ex
hibiting no clan union ; but what our official reports call ‘ old 
cultivating fraternities’ are real clan-groups of the kind we 
are considering at present: they have the true hhaidchard form 
of allotting the land. Sometimes they are Ja t settlements; 
sometimes they are Rajputs of clans which took to cultivating 
or at least to land-owning, and had no Raja and no pretensions 
to territorial rule. The North-West Provinces districts are 
much more thickly populated than the Panjab,and they have been 
subject to such vicissitudes of war and changes of rale that 
it would not be surprising if such ‘ fraternities ’ had become broken 
up and intermixed, beyond recognition, with other cultivat
ing village-communities. The usurpation or conquest of indi
vidual chiefs, the success of the revenue farmer and the auction 
purchaser, too, have altered the ‘ proprietary community ’ of so 
many villages that we rather wonder to find any examples of the 
clan ‘ildqci and the tappd. Yet we do find them in pa rts ; mostly,
I believe, as examples of the expansion of a small group into a 
clan. The most typical instances occur in the Mathura (Muttra) 
district, bordering on the South-eastern Pan jab and theKajputana

attention to the same custom in the Shtlkot district north-east of Tahsil 
lifiya, where it is called rastl huf, or ba.ufi—i.c. division by ropes (these 
being used in marking out the long strips), varying from 23 to 800 kadam 
( -  5| feet) long and 1 to 10 kadam broad [6autd (H. l, or in the feminine 
diminutive form bautl, means a slice, a piece]. This custom obtains 
among the Jat villages where they have a desire for good management 
and equal rights ; while in other similar estates where it is not followed 
the owners are Rajputs, ‘ whose local customs have always been in favour 
of the more powerful members of the different tribes.’ (S. It., Sialkot,
1895, § 183.)

1 K a rn a l S . I t. § 240, p. 90.

( i C ^ / , 7  THE TRIBE AND THE VILLAGE 281 | ^ L



States. In  the famous cities of Mathura and Bindraban wo 
have the centres of the Krishna cu lt; and although Ja t settlers 
occupied much land, we are not surprised to find that through
out the district Brahman grantees figure largely among the 
proprietary communities holding village estates.1

The district is naturally divided, by the river, into a Cis- 
Jamna and a Traus-Jamna portion. In the former, the villages 
are of a distinct type. Though often large, they are essentially 
unit estates, the result of grant, purchase, or other acquisition 
by a single owner whose descendants are now the co-shg.ring 
proprietary bodies, arid they are held on ancestral shares, In 
the Trans-Jamnu, on the other hand, we meet with ‘villages’ of 
the kind under our present consideration. As a matter of feet, in 
those clan-areas, the ‘ villages ’ are quite an afterthought, and are 
i ndeed the result of modern conditions or of accidental circum
stances.

The taypil Raya and tarppd Aira-Khera2 3 offer as characteristic 
examples as could be desired. The Ja t shareholders of the 
Pagahm clan are all (really or by association) the descendants 
of one family who originated the estate on its existing area? ‘ As 
the descendants increased and the cultivation round the old site 
grew, so new colonies of shareholders planted themselves in 
hamlets near their fields, separating off their cultivation, but still 
retaining their share in the ancestral kherd.’ Aira-Khera is a 
p.ippd covering nearly 18,000 acres, and it is now divided into 
22 villages. Raya has 12,000 acres, now divided into 24 villages,

1 Whiteway’ -, 8 . I t .  1879, p. 25 If. This Report is specially deserving
of the notice o f students of village-forms, as is also the A e im g a rh  S . B .  
by Mr. J. E. Beid. Mr. 'Whiteway notices also that, Brahmans constantly 
accompanied the bodies of Jat settlers as their priests, and that they 
got a share, or perhaps a whole village, given them (<S. I t .  p. 81).

3 We shall often meet with this term Ttherii; it means the parent vil
lage or original location when the clan was yet a family.

3 And the same is true of the settlements of Nokwar and Narwiir Jat-a 
(S. I t .  p. 83). The origin was with two brothers—A, settled in Noh; B in 
Narwiir. A gave his Noh village to Brahmans, and founded two more 
for his own family, B founded Barauth in Narwiir; and now there is a 
group of offshoots all round, belonging to the descendants. There are 
various groups of Jats, some of only three or four villages; but one, in 
Taluga 8onk, contains as many as twenty-one villages.
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Aira-Khera was started by one man with four sons about 
200 years ago. In  the lifetime of the ancestor the area was 
divided into four large compact blocks locally called turf, one 
for each son j a fifth area was added for the Kasha of Sonfii, 
some kind of dependency, the exact history of which I  do not 
know. The cultivation went on within each of the four tarf 
according to an understood division of the soil, so that each 
holding was made up of a number of strips and fields, some in 
each variety of soil. Gradually each ta rf was subdivided into 
a number—-four or five in all—of secondary groups, each having 
its own cluster of residences and called thok.1 These have be
come the ‘ villages ’ of the official records; but the lands of the 
thok being taken, part in each different soil-area, are scattered 
over the whole turf. Then again the * village’ groups (or thok) 
are internally subdivided into nagld. ‘W ithin each ta/rf,’ says 
the Report, ‘ t he land of each of the four or five villages con
tained in it are intermingled in a singular fashion* and the ■nagla 
in these villages in a similar manner. The essential principle 
being that each cak [standard measure of holding] should 
contain the same relative quantity of good, had, and indifferent 
soil, the properties are of necessity constantly intermingled. In 
some turfs almost every alternate field belongs to a different one of 
the four or five thole contained in it.’ In other iarfs long strips 
of land for the cultivating possession of the different thok were 
formed, and these areas were again subdivided, on the same 
principle, among the different nagla. ‘ And yet,’ concludes Mr,
White way, ‘with ail this apparent intricacy I  have hardly 
met with a disputed field, and not one case which was not easily 
and readily disposed of by the pawico/yat, which, like other 
bfiai&ehdra institutions, exists here in great perfection. ’ 2

As the tarf were compact blocks arranged to suit the wants 
and prospects of each main branch at the time when the 
numbers were few, it was not likely that each would contain 

- exactly the same proportion of each class of soil, or that each
**'

1 It will be observed that not only do names of divisions vary locally, 
but sometimes in different places the same words imply a different grade 
of division—e.g, thole, which often means a smaller division of a jxttli, 
here means the first division within the ta r f.

2 8 . I t . pp. 89, 40.



would be equal in a rea ; but it was possible to have a standard 
area of a certain value, so that each division might be valued to 
bear an equal proportion of revenue and other burdens or 
charges. And for this standard valuation they adopted a cak, 
which contained about 300 of the ka^d  or locally used blghd, or 
area measures of the different soils, 1 each such artificial lot as 
nearly equal in character and value as possible. The proportion 
of each tarf was as follows

B. b. b.
1. T arf Incbraj ............................................ 47 0 19
2. „ R u p i i l ................................... . 94 13 16
S. „  B h a r e r a ..............................................69 13 18
4. „  Sikam ..............................................72 15 6
5. Kasha. Soniii , . . . . . 39 7 19

Total . . . sT fT 'il 182

The main divisions, as usual, followed the natural ancestral 
grades as far as the four sons (turf) and the thole, presumably 
shares of sons’ sons, i.e. grandsons of the ancestor, and the nagtd 
(great-grandsons) ; because at the time, the members being thus 
limited, it was quite natural to follow the divisions of the first 
or original close-ki ndred. But afterwards, as numbers increased, 
the holdings were allotted per capita according to the actual 
requirements of each household as it grew up ; 3 but each could

1 The normal b ig h d  is said to be pakkii — ripe or perfect; the local 
measure (usually smaller) is said to be kaccd  ~ crude or imperfect. The bighd  
is divided into twenty biuwa, and that into twenty h isw iln s i (B. b. b. above).

2 If we express the matter in fractions, it would come to this—that 
Incbraj represents about one and a half tenths, Bupal three tenths, 
Bharera. two tenths, Sikam two and a half tenths, and Bonai one tenth.
I do not know what the actual kaccd  or local blghu  is ; but suppose the 
entire area (arbitrarily) to be 45,000 kaccd  blglul, and the (imaginary) assess
ment to be Its. 15,000; each C a k  o f 800 kaccd b ig h d  would represent 
Us. 100 of revenue charge, and of this Sontii would be responsible for 
about Us. 10, Itupill about Rs. 80, and so on ; or, in total, Bonai would pay 
Rs. 1,500, Itupill Rs. 4,500, and so on.

3 Oue of the reasons which in a clan-group of this sort tended to keep 
attention so much to the whole clan and so little to the actual family 
right, was the practice (8 , B . pp. 82, 83) not only o f kardo, or widow 
marriage, but also of allowing the children of any woman taken into the 
house (d h a ra ica ) to have an inheritance. This was extended in some 
cases to the children of a widow by a former husband ( la in m r d ).

H I  <§L
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' Bear its proportionate share of the burdens. 4 On the same 
•principle,’ says Mr. W hitfway,/ a similar partition subsequently 
took place between— i.e. within — each tarf or quarter. The 
paneayat of each tarf adopted a eak of whatever number of 
actual Imcea bigluls was heist adapted to their circumstances, 
always taking care that the relative value of each oak was the ; 
same, and subdivided the whole tarf into the four or five 
villages (or (hole) in each, which again subdivided themselves 
as population increased into naghi or patti, on exactly the same 
principle.’ 1

We cannot expect to find such clan-settlements equally well 
represented in all the various districts; the Rohilkhand country, 
for example, suffered too much from the Eohiila rule to have . 
preserved such traces; but we find them here and there.

Some of the best examples occur towards the eastern end 
of the province. Thus, in A llahabad, although most of the 
villages originated with single owners, there are one or two 
large clan-areas, e.g. ia'pwrgama Atharban, the Bise.n. of whom 
we shall hear again, had a large community ; and there are 
some Muhammadan clans in Karari and Ohail.2 3 4

In the Bundelkhand districts there are several good instances 
of clan-settlements. In  the HamirpuR district there is a great 
tract called Kheraila-khas, covering 28£ square miles, nearly 
all culturable and divided up into major group-areas and 
family lots. Here we have the thole also, which usually became 
the administrative village, and it is subdivided into patti?
Here also was the custom of the valuation by cak, or standard 
lots. Similar ‘villages’ are the Patara area of 9,394 acres 
divided into twelve hehri, here the major-division or ‘ village ’ ; 
and so in pargana Ja’lalpu r-lvheraila is a group of eleven ‘ villages ’ 
with an average area of 8,294 acres, and one of thirty-four 
with an average of 5,111 acres. These were originally behn of 
still, larger clan-areas. In the B anda district, where the 
hhejbarar, or custom of periodically adjusting the burdens to 
the actual relative value of the holdings, was once prevalent,4

1 See Appendix to  th is  section.
3 S. B . Torter, 1.878, § 22 ff.
3 North-West Provinces Gazetteer, i. 179.
4 The hhejbarar custom—which is not directly a question of tenure,
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I  find mention of a great clan area, at Khaptiha-Kalan (Piiiia.nl 
pargana), of fifteen square miles held by some 8,700 co-sharers 
who still occupy one large central residence. And there are 
other instances of areas in which the more usual plan is observed 
of a parent-village with offshoot hamlets, which ultimately 
become separate villages, although their lands might he a t first 
much scattered about. 1

In  the extreme East, the Ballia district shows examples 
where ‘ each clan has its well-defined location . . . which the 
forefathers conquered from the aborigines or reclaimed from the 
waste.’ The Senghar (Rajput) clan owned nearly the whole of 
the Lakhneewar patrgam, and held it as a ‘ single estate ’ down 
to the time of the Permanent Settlement.2 There are now 13! 
villages, but some groups hold lands scattered through every 
one of this number.

Of the GtHazipuk district I  have already said something when 
describing the population. Mr. Oldham remarks that in 
Akbar’s time the nineteen mahdl,, or parganas, were all clan- 
estates of Brahmans, Rajputs, &c.3 They were not all compact 
estates, for the country was j angle, and it appears that the clan- 
groups selected the most easily cleared portions first, and 
gradually, as their numbers expanded, the whole pargana would 
be filled up, and one ‘ estate ’ become conterminous with the 
next. But very often it would happen that before one clan had 
covered a large and continuous area, another clan would occupy 
a portion of the same area; in that case the different areas 
formed separate tappd, and. a pargana might contain several 
such. The founders of these clan-settlements frequently came 
as adventurers in small numbers. Thus Mr. Oldham gives a 
tradition, for which there is some confirmatory evidence, that 
certain three Gdndel brothers came as servants to a Bhar Raja,

though connected chiefly with the ‘democratic’ equal-holding or 
bhamchdra. method—is described in L. S. B. I. ii. 143.

1 See S. JR. Biindd. 1881, p. 30. Mr. Cadell has explained how the 
tenures of this district were upset by early maladministration.

3 See “Wilton Oldham, Memoir o f Ghtmjmr District, p. 52.
1 See the list in Ayin-i-Akbari (Jarrett), ii. 90, 162, Lakimesar 

at that time had,hut 2,883 bighas cultivated.
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fend that they conspired and slew him and founded an estate of 
their own.1 In  some of these cases there may have been the 
assumption of some kind of rulership, bub not always, for Mr. 
Oldham expressly mentions that in many instances the ‘ land- 
holding fraternities 5 had no Raja, or territorial chief; and he 
speaks ol till upas containing * scores of villages, and some of 
them paying 25,000 rupees of annual revenue, held by hundreds, 
and in some cases thousands, of co-sharers. ' 2

In the Jaunpur district, clans have grown up often from 
small beginnings.3 The Rajputs shew lUglmbansi (15,000), 
Dric/bansi and Bais (of each 13,000) and Ocindel (7,000). The 
1' ighubahsi was something like a territorial chiefehip, as the 
report speaks of their holding a bealisl or territory of forty-two 
villages; but they began with a village at Tilochan-Mahadeo,
*and spread over the pcirgana from that place.’ But as the clan 
recognised no primogeniture, the division of the territory went 
bn as fast as the elan grew. The Bais colony came from Ondh 
and had been established for 700 years.

(3) Illustrations from Oudh
Among the twelve districts which form this province are to 

be found various instances of clan-areas with their groups of 
villages; and it is of no consequence, as far as this phenomenon 
is concerned, whether the villages have or have not since fallen 
under the power of a Taluqdar landlord. As might be expected, 
the clans are mostly Rajput, and some few are Muhammadans 
who came with the Mughal or earlier invasions.

Evidently, the earliest clan-settlements of all must have 
been of Bhar, Alur, or other non-Aryans; but of such a state of 
things we have now no definite trace. Even the earlier Aryan 
kingdoms have all passed away ; and such Rajput settlements as 
now appear are only in a few cases so old as even probably to

1 Memoir, p. 48. The case is very curious, as 600 years after the 
alleged murder, a descendant of the Bhar Raja came forward to claim 
back part of the land which he understood was likely to be confiscated 
after the mutiny, owing to the proprietors (Candela) having harboured 
rebels.

a Memoir, p. 41.
3 North-West Provindes Gazetteer, iv. 85.
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go back to any very early location. We are here concerned with 
those villages which the writer of the Gazetteer calls ‘ democratic, 
where the superior clansmen, though they may have established 
themselves as lords of the soil, had no monarchical organisation , 
and did not establish anything resembling a kingdom. But it 
will be understood that in Otulh we have examples both of clans 
connected with monarchical States, and of ‘ democratic clans ’ ; 
and when the rulership of the former has long been broken up, 
and the descendants have settled as peasant proprietors in 
villages (either independent, or under Taluqdfir landlords), it  is 
not always possible to discriminate exactly as regards the origin.
I t  appears, however, tha t the distribution of the non-monarchical 
clans with which we are directly concerned is, to some extent, 
traceable geographically.. Thus I  find the districts of Hardoi, 
Sltapur, and Unfto, grouped together1 as districts where some of 
the earliest settlements are found, and without any Rajas of their 
own. In  Eastern Oudh, on the other hand, where war had to be 
waged against the Bhar chiefs, as well as afterwards with the 
Moslem forces of the neighbouring kingdom of Jaunpur, the 
Rajput clans seem more readily to have adopted the monarchical 
system, as better capable of organising attack and defence.2

The first extensive clan-colony that claims attention was 
that of the Bail-war Rajputs ,3 which once extended for sixty 
miles along both banks of the Ghagra river, in the districts of 
Barabankx, Sltapur, Bahraich. and KherL '4 Some traces of this 
still remain. In  the Rultanpub district is a considerable 
panjana called Aldemau./’ ‘ As far back as can he traced ’ it was 
divided into ten tappd. Eight different clansmen are tradition
ally said to have acquired a footing, under the Bhar chiefs, in 
these territories; in one place, a long-established group of b mini 
cultivators was found by the adventurers. The Gazetteer traces

n1 And I  may add the Partabgarh and Lucknow districts. See Oudh 
Gazetteer, iii. 582.

3 Ibid. ii. 222.
3 These are said to derive their name from a place in the Kashmir 

Valley from which they are traditionally said to have emigrated.
* Gazetteer, i. 257.
5 Ibid. i. 24. I t  was formerly/ included in Faizabad. The name of 

the place is derived from a Bhar chief called Aide.
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the history of the clans which grew up and filled these (cuppas.
One, Satarwar, 1  will mention, because of a feature frequently 
observed. One of the grandsons of the ‘ founder ’ became a 
convert to Islam, and two sections resulted, one for the Hindu 
sons bom to him before conversion, the other for those of the 
Moslem wife. These were distinguished as tarf; one contains 
sixteen, the other nine villages. Another group seems to have 
been later occupied by some of the RajkumSr clan, claiming 
descent from Baja Prithwl (a.i>. 1193) of Delhi. One of the 
descendants (Bariyar Singh) had four sons, and these formed 
the heads of as many minor clans who established themselves in 
various places. One came to this pargana and ousted or absorbed 
a number of smaller family locations, ' partly by purchase, partly 
by force,’ 1

In the GondI  district (already alluded to as affording an 
instance of a Raja unconnected with any clan monarchy) there 
is a good example of the clan settlement, the Gorclha-Bisen,
‘ which alone exemplified the pure democratic form, each mem
ber of the family (gens) being equal in position, and receiving 
an equal portion in the inheritance of the elan.’® This is one 
of the older clans ‘ who have no recollection of a departure from 
some distant home in the West,’ and ‘ they are unable to con
nect their countless houses by any intelligible pedigree.’ They 
established a number of villages belonging to the different 
closer kindreds, and they obtained the full right over the area by 
grant of the local Baja.3

In the neighbourhood, viz. in Kheri and Rai-Bareli, we have 
instances of the spread of descendants of a local Baja, and there
fore these districts do not afford illustrations under the present 
head. But in the H arpoI district we have another case in 
point. To this day, the district is remarkable for its small 
.independent proprietors and the absence of Rajas or chiefs.4 ‘ I t  
almost seems,’ says the writer of the Gazetteer account, ‘ as if,

1 Oudh Gazetteer, i. 30.
2 Ibid. i. 510, and see Gondii 8. B. § 33, p. 15 and § 88, p. 51.
3 See p. 300, post.
4 Gazetteer, ii. 40 ff. The remarks made on the causes of the absence 

of Rajas and of the aristocratic spirit in this district are interesting.
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owing to the climate, a bolder, and more independent spirit 
animated the inhabitants of Unao, Hardol, Lucknow, and 
Southern Kheri, than in Eastern and Northern'Otidh.' There 
were a number of separate clans settled, and owing to this and 
other causes powerful Rajas did not obtain dominions, ‘ But,’ 
proceeds the writer, ‘ though these things account for large 
principalities never having flourished in Hardol (South-western 
Oudh), they do not account for large dans like the Nikambh, 
Camfm-yaur, Sakarwdr, and I'm) weir, never having elected a Raja.
They show that even when a clan had mastered a compact estate 
the Raja was regarded as an ornamental appendage, which might 
or might not be added.’ I t  appears, indeed, that none of these 
clans have any tradition of their having come in force under any 
leader ; and the writer adds: ‘ What took place was as follows: a 
single individual, or three brothers at most, settle in the country 
and prosper; they commence in all cases by dividing the pro
perty equally among all the sons, shewing that the idea of a 
Raj, one and indivisible, had not entered their minds; they 
succeed by some process of natural selection or freak of fortune, 
other families give place to them, they multiply, and continue 
subdividing their property. If it happens that any call is made 
on the military prowess of the family (now become a clan), if 
they have constantly to fight for their property, it  is not; unlikely 
that their natural leader, the head of the elder branch, may be 
either nominated a Raja by his clan, or he granted the title by 
superior authority.’ The whole passage is interesting, but is too 
long to quote. I t  illustrates well how the monarchical organisa
tion grows out of circumstances. But ft will not be supposed 
that among the clans which have not adopted it there is no 
sense of the old patriarchal authority. ‘ There are clans in 
Hardol who have their untitled chiefs, to whom in all times of 
turmoil their obedience is absolute.’

On the whole, both in Oudh, and the North-West Provinces, 
the instances of clan£ ilaqa, (or taluqa) and tappa, which have been 
formed by the expansion of families from small beginnin<js,. are. the 
most frequent; although we have a certain, number of cases in 
which a clan has settled, when already formed. In the former 
case, it will be recollected that if the families have pretensions 
to nobility, it is quite likely that they will adopt a system of

(f l  <SL
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ancestral shares, as do the individual village estates when 
originating in  one more or less ‘ aristocratic 5 founder. In  the 
typical clan-settlements (whether of existing clans, or by subse
quent expansion), the equal sharing (bhaidchdra.i) method is the 
more characteristic.

A PPEN D IX

I n connection with the bhaidehdrd method of dividing land, I can
not forbear alluding to a curious custom which is noted in the 
Basti S. B. (1891), §§ 93, 94 ; and Mr. Hooper informs me th a t it is 
found also i n the Plltbhtt district and perhaps elsewhere (near the tordi 
country at the foot of the hills). I t  illustrates how this sort of ;; :
division is applied in practice, and also how a voluntary association 
may have the appearance of a clan-group. 1 allude to the halbandi 
custom, where the whole village is let out by the small non-agri- 
cultural proprietary body to tenants who form among themselves a 
united subordinate village body, and I  suppose have a pancayat, to 
make the allotments But the tenants are numerous, and even more 
ignorant and jealous of one another than the proprietors. They all 
cultivate separately and take separate receipts, and are often of 
different statics, some being occupancy tenants, others tenants-at- 
will. In  the old report of th irty  years ago, Mr. Hooper tells me, 
these were considered as partnerships cultivating in common ; but 
if the scheme described was then also in force, I  clo not see 
where the feature of 1 common holding ’ can come in, unless it is 
meant only to imply that the body have adopted this method of 
securing equal returns. Except that any man may have an 
extra plot (ukhrd) or cultivate some of the proprietor’s home 
farm as ukhrd—i.e. outside the tenant partnership—the entire 
lands are treated as forming so many ‘ploughs’ (of from six to eight 
acres each). Thus, if the total rental is Its. 800 and the ploughs 
are counted as 32, each plough will be answerable for Rs. 25. A 
man holds one plough or more or less, according to the cattle he 
possesses. But then the areas actually held must be made as equal 
in value as possible. For this purpose four ploughs will he grouped 
into a thole; and with 32 ploughs there will be eight thok ; which 
practically means that there will be eight series o f fields arranged 
all as alike as possible. Every separate quality of the village soil, 
the wheat land in the south, the more sandy lands in the north,

17 2 '

T ljS  ' cci-^X \ / V v ‘C



the  lands which are near a well or tank, the patch of potato or 
tobacco land near the village site, the flooded w inter -crop land, the 
high and dry land beyond, and the best part between the two, &c,, 
all are dealt with. ‘ I  have seen,’ adds Mr. H ooper,1 a little pond 
divided into patia  beeause i t  sometimes dried up and grew w inter 
crops (jarham).’ Each will be made into eight lots, and every thok 
will have its patia, or share, made up of one of each i and these have 
again to  be divided between the four ploughs of the  thok ; and as 
the four m aybe held, say, A 1 plough, ,B f, 0  If ,  jD 1, E f,  it is no 
wonder that the individual fields are sometimes as small as one-fifth 
of an acre.

|(S )f <SLTHE INDIAN VILLAGE COMMUNITY
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CHAPTER VII

JOINT-VILLAGES ARISING 'FROM FOUNDATION BY 
INDIVIDUALS

The last chapter will, I  hope, have made it plain that the clan 
or tribal stage of society has produced a very large proportion 
of the village-groups in India. But the tribal stage of society 
passes away, and yet the joint family and its customs of inheri
tance remain. Individual enterprises, the rise to local power 
of individual families, the establishment of Royal Courts, with 
the grants, assignments, and ultimately the revenue-farms, which 
they give rise to--these are the causes of the establishment of 
individual lordships over village, as well as larger, estates; and 
are equally the causes of the foundation of new villages in unin
habited country. We are not surprised, therefore, to find that 
so many joint-villages in the North-West Provinces and Oudli, 
and 1o some extent in the Punjab also, are established, not on 
any tribal basis, but as the joint-estates of bodies descended 
from the one founder. Nor is the essential character lost hv 
the fact that, in some cases, later additions have been made to the 
groups; or that, in other cases, two, three, or more separate 
families settled together, and are still remembered in the sections 
of the village which bear their name.

Under the. head of ‘ individual’ foundation I  have also included 
some cases where the bond of union is not descent from one 
ancestor, but where the body originated in a voluntary associa
tion of independent colonists, or in the cohesion of groups for 
mutual defence; and the several groups have established major 
and minor divisions in the village to account for their several inter
ests, accepting a joint liability for burdens imposed on the whole.

I t  is not, of course, possible to draw a hard and fast lino
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between the * tribal ’ foundations and the ‘ individual,’ -merely 
on the ground of some special mode of sharing or form of constitu
tion, I t  is quite possible that village bodies really of individual 
foundation may have adopted the hhcnacMrd method of equalised 
holdings usually observed in clan-settlements; and the latter 
may sometimes adopt the method of ancestral shares, which 
more commonly indicates descent from a single founder. A 
number of villages may appear locally in a large circuit, all of 
the same caste or clan, and yet there may be nothing ‘ tribal ’ 
about their settlement; the constitution of the villages is 
clearly based on individual founders’ pedigrees and family joint 
ownership, not on tribal union. Still, in spite of difficulties of 
Classification, I think .the examples cited in the last chapter 
will have justified their separation.

In the class of cases now to be examined it will be observed 
that in a special sense the rilltnje is an essential and a distinct 
area; it is the limited group of lands in which the grant, or the 
conquest, or the usurpation, of the individual founder took 
effect. Or at least the ‘ village ’ is the result of a partition of a 
larger domain among the descendants of one founder or over-lord.
Such villages, in the large majority of cases, are, or once were, 
held on the ‘ legal ’ or ancestral shares following from the place 
of each descendant in the ‘ genealogical tree.’ The individual 
founder in general is remembered as having pretensions to some 
title or some position of superiority, and his descendants are 
proud of their ‘ inheritance ’ from him, and more or less jealous 
of each other : they desire to maintain their rank, even though 
they are but peasants. I do not mean to assert that all villages 
of the Rajput and other dominant racesarising out of individual 
foundations are always held on this principle ; but the majority 
are so ; and the ]Kdtiddn rule will be found characteristic of land
holders of superior pretensions—Muhammadan grantee-families, 
Aryan Rajputs, and any other families of superior origin, what
ever their real history. But there are cases where Villages 
resulting from a purely individual foundation have adopted the 
plan of equalised holdings or some other special form of holding 
by ‘ ploughs ’ or other measures of land-allotment.

One other preliminary point deserves to be set down here. 
Villages of individual foundation are of ail dates; some may be
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so recent that the single owner is alive; or the foundation dates 
back one or two generations, so that grandsons or great-grandsons 
of the acquiring owner may still be alive; in others a larger 
body of descendants and co-heirs may be holding the village 
still undivided, but sharing profits and burdens in the ancestral 
fractions proper to the several members of the agnatic group— 
w&risdn-yak-jadl, as the phrase is. The older villages, again, 
will long have been divided, at least as far as the main sub
divisions which represent the grades of their first descent in the 
family group.1 Hence it is conceivable that we may find instances 
of villages held by the single owner, by the undivided body, or by 
the body parti Honed. This gives rise to the threefold division 
used in the official classification, which I  will afterwards explain.
I t  makes not the least difference, from the tenure point o f view, 
which condition exists, or what degree of division or indivision 
subsists, as long as the principle of sharing is the same. While 
there is one owner he lias of course the whole—he is sole 
4 sharer ’ : where there are many, it is per se immaterial whether 
the actual fields are divided for the 8 ana, 2  ana, or H  ana 
shares, or whatever they are, or whether the profits and burdens 
only are shared on the same rule, the lands being left undivided.
Nor does it make any difference as to the tenure whether the 
partition has extended to the whole of the land or has left some 
part still undivided; as long as no new principle is introduced.

If  we now proceed to set down, for convenience of further 
examination, the heads under which we can group some of the 
known origins of villages depending on individual  foundation, 
it  will at once appear what a large number are connected with 
the existence, and also the decadence, of the Aryan monarchy, 
and with subsequent kingdoms and chiefships established on the 
same model. But this is not the only head. Let us at once 
adopt the following lis t:

(1) Villages arising in consequence of grants by the State ; 
the descendants of the grantee forming the joint community.
These are (a) sometimes ancient, and represent religious, family, 
or official grants and assignments by way of maintenance, pen
sion, or reward under old Hindu States, or later of the Mughal

1 See p. 288, ante.
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Empire, and (?-) of more recent times arising out of the Revenue 
farming of single villages.

(2) Villages which on the disruption of an old State, aided 
by family partitioning in some cases, remained in the hands of 
members and descendants of the once ruling houses; these, 
owing to their defeat or dispersion, descended to the grade of 
peasant-proprietors, and as such have clung to individual villages 
or portions of territory; they may from the first have had a 
closer connection with the land by residence and direct manage 
ment, and have gradually become the actual soil-owners; they 
are now recognised in the persons of their co-sharing descendants, 
as village, proprietary bodies.

(3) A number of villages scattered all over the country owe 
their foundation to single adventurers, scions of families who 
found no room at home and wandered away to seek new homes 
elsewhere ; these not being connected with the establishment of 
any territorial Rajaship or other formal rule.

(4) Villages formed by voluntarily associated groups of 
colonists and others, mostly of no very ancient date.

I t remains only to illustrate, by actual cases in the various 
districts, these several heads of origin.

S ec tio n  I . — V il l a g e s  co n n ected  w it h  t h e  E sta b lish m e n t  
o f  L ocal K ing d o m s  ok C htk fsh ips

(a) Arising out of State Grants.—We have already examined 
the origin of the Hindu State,1 both when it is formed on the 
basis of clan-organisation— i.e. with a Raja for the central 
territory and a hhaidd or series of kindred chiefs holding 
outlying territories and observing what we may call 1 feudal ’ 
relations to the Raja—and also when it is an individual rnlership 
acquired by conquest or voluntary submission, and unconnected 
with any clan-organisation. The villages now to be spoken of 
may be said to be the more or less direct product of the Hindu 
Raj (or any other State established on the same model) in the 
days ot its prosperity, or in the course of its normal existence 
and administrative action.

1 A nte , p. 192 ff.
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Two points which have already been dwelt upon have to be 
borne in m ind: (I) that the old Hindu Rajas made no claim to 
be actual owners of the soil of their dominions. (2) It is 
equally certain that in cases of local conquest, and in after 
times—especially when the great Deputies of the Mughal Empire 
set themselves up as independent sovereigns—the Rajas, Nawfibs 
and other rulers ultimately claimed to be actual owners of every 
acre in their dominions.

I t follows that all grants under the earlier regime, where 
they purported to convey villages already existing, were intended 
to transfer only the royal rights; it was not supposed that exist
ing landholders would be ejected or otherwise made to suffer. At 
the same time, there was certainly no thought of legal principles 
or of defining the grantee’s position ; such a precaution would 
have been wholly impossible to the ideas of the time. The 
change of the grantee’s descendants into proprietary communi
ties was a matter of growth and gradual usurpation. Where, how
ever, the grant was to colonise uninhabited land, the proprietory 
title was virtually conceded-, as there was no antecedent private 
right to interfere. Succeeding generations would have the 
double customary title resulting from their inheritance of a 
grant, and of their representing the first establisher of cultiva
tion.

, Under the later regime all grants of land, as such, were 
proprietory grants. If such was not intended there would he 
express assignment of the land-revenue income only. 1 But 
even then, as such grants were often allowed to become 
hereditary, and as religious grants were never revocable, the

1 In the palmy days of the Empire, a strict classification of grants was 
adopted : (1) where both the land and the revenue were conveyed {milk, 
altamgha, &c.), and (2) where the revenue only was assigned (suyurglial, 
iaglr, &c.) The earlier Hindu States had no such systematic terms, but a 
similar distinction was practically known. In cases of conquest, land- 
grants were made without the least thought of the existing possessors.
E.g., when the Rajas of Kuxnaon made grants, it was understood (probably 
thought a most humane concession !) that the grantee was not to take 
actual personal possession of more than one-third of the land. On that, 
he was at liberty apparently to eject the old cultivators or come to terms 
with them as he pleased. On the rest they must be left in possession, but 
became ‘ tenants.’
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opportunities for the grantee, and especially of hie later de
scendants, to become the - Virtual landowners were numerous 
and effective.

The causes or occasions of such grants are various ; religion 
is perhaps the commonest. Every Hindu dung: distinguished 
himself by his liberality to Brahmans and by his gifts for the 
support of temples and shrines. Moslem kings rewarded 
Sayyads, Qazis, Shekhs and holy persons, and endowed mosques 
and tombs. The number of these grants is so great, and their 
existence so notorious, that no special notice of them is needed. 
They mark every phase of government, of whatever period, 
whether Hindu or Muhammadan.

The secular grants, however, require more specific notice. 
When we look back to the early Hindu kingdoms such as the 
Laws of Manu picture to us, or such as are well known by
tradition-..<?.;/. in Northern Oudh—we must remember that the
villages, largely if not wholly occupied by ‘ aborigines ’ or at 
least mixed races including the humbler classes of Aryan 
connection, were in the raiyatvmri form, each under its ‘ Patel,’ or 
headman,1 who had his dignity enhanced by the State allowance 
of some his plough-lands as free from land-revenue charges.
The Raja’s grain share is peaceably collected,2 3 as well as the 
dues of the artisans and other village servants. And there is 
no tendency for the village tenure to be altered. But the 
Raja will certainly have cadets of his family who have a claim 
to maii.\tenanee, and courtiers and other persons whom he will 
desire to reward or to provide for. Some of them will be given 
grants in the virgin waste; but very often the grant is made of 
the king’s rights in an existing village ; and this would include 
the right to bring part of the ample waste in the vicinity

1 Patel is the Central India (Marathi) title, but it is of old Hindi 
origin; copperplate grants, of the early centuries of our era at any rate,
speak of the Putalika.

3 It may be remembered that not only do all early traditions and 
literary allusions represent the well-established early kingdoms as favour
able to the agriculturist interest, but it must have been so, because the 
existence of the States were so dependent on agriculture and on the 
revenue. And all Rftjas who were not mere marauders and desirous to 

make hay while the sun shone ’ would soon find it to their interest to 
protect their cultivating villages.
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into cultivation for the grantee’s benefit. Here is the begin
ning of the process by which a grantee becomes * landlord ’ 
of the whole village and gradually turns the old * soil-clearers ’ 
into his tenants. And when the days of wars and invasions 
begin, the chances of usurpers are multiplied ; as the Baja’s 
needs increase, his grants also increase and he even makes 
them for a consideration ; government becomes more and more 
lax, and the growth of local grantee Inndlordship progresses 
apace.1 But even apart from the effects of'actual bad govern
ment' and an empty treasury (when it is so much easier to give 
a land grant than to make payment in money), the circumstances 
of an Oriental monarchy must have always tended to the multi
plication of grants. To say nothing of relations and cadets of 
the family, all of whom expected support, there must at all 
times have been a great number of officials and attendants, 
every one of whom considered it his right to live by the Court 
in one way or another.2 In the CfOHDi district of Oudh, Mr,
Benefit has clearly traced the history of the early local Rajas 
and their grants; this account is important, as all traditional 
and other evidence from literary sources proves that in its main 
features it represents what occurred, in every Raja’s kingdom in 
the country. First it shows clearly that the original villages in 
the early states were raiycdwari. They were simply aggregates 
< of the people settled within the village boundaries and drawing 
their subsistence from agriculture.’ 3 ‘ I believe,’ continues

1 It is interesting to compare the accounts of the growth of over-lord 
and manorial claims over once free villages in England, as stated in 
Pollock’s Land Laws (The ' Citizen Series '), p. 82 it.

8 I  have recently seen the account of a copperplate grant, believed to 
belong to the ninth century of our era, communicated to the Asiatic Society 
of Bengal by Mr. V. C. Batavyal (Journal for 1894, part i. vol. lxiii. No. 1).
Here even at that early date we find what a vast number of officials there 
were ; the Baja’s country was divided into mandala, and again into vicaya ; 
and the grant addresses ‘ all in authority assembled in the four villages ’ 
to which the grant relates, as Rajas, followers and relatives of Bajas, 
ministers (liajii-miitya), commanders of troops, revenue officials, revenue 
collectors, purveyors, magistrates, police or executioners, officers of public 
works, of customs (i.e. transit duties), writers, and several others. It is 
not meant, of course, that all these would be found in the villages granted, 
but. we see what a number of officials there were.

3 Gornhl S. R. pp. 44, 45.
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Mr. Benett, ‘ that the similarity of sound between the words 
community and communism, tire first meaning nothing more 
than a number of people living under similar conditions and 
capable of a joint representation, while the second describes a 
peculiar form of property, lias led in the case of the Hindu 
villages to serious misconception. ’With regard to the cultiva
tion of his fields and the disposition of the produce (after the 
customary shares were taken), each tenant holder was entirely 
independent of the rest.’ But within these villages two forms 
of grant occasionally appeared— the right of the Urtiyu, or 
receiver of a birt,1 and tha t of the ‘ village eamindar.’ The 
former was originally a person who held a grant that merely 
assigned part of the royal grain-share for the subsistence or 
profit of the grantee. The biriiyu. may have had opportunities 
for aggression, but his grant gave him nothing but the revenue 
share. But in the other case the Baja granted his entire rights 
(which, as I  have said, came afterwards to be collectively de
scribed as ‘the m m indari’) ; the grantee could then appropriate 
the greater part of the waste for his own profit. He took all 
the tolls and dues, and the cultivators became responsible 
to him for the grain-share that formerly went to the State 
granary. Sometimes such rights were merely usurped, when 
the BajS was weak; and in other cases the Raja sold them 
sub rosa ; but tha t was in bad times, and when he was out 
of possession, or in  an unstable position. These grants of 
the entire management are very old. Mr. Benett says that 
they may be found in the oldest cultivated tracts along the 
(Jhagrii river, and they are held by (Jhutrl families, Bisen, JBais, 
«&c., who were probably anterior to the Kalharte Raja. In  what 
is now the Mahadeva pargana, a Kalhans Raja had granted 
birt rights, but one of the grantees, having done important 
service, asked for and obtained the full mrntriddri grant for his 
own and his family villages. In  each, accordingly, there grew up 
a proprietary community of the descendants; the village had become 
a joint or landlord village. In  after times all villages alike may 
have fallen under the power of Taluqdar chiefs, who are now

1 Birt is the Hindi or Prakrit form of the Sanskrit vrttl ( = subsistence, 
maintenance). Pious gifts to Brahmans were often called eankdlp.
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recognised as superior landlords. 1 But that does not make any 
difference as regards the original position. Exactly the same 
thing might happen in the case of a grant of full right in a 
waste tra c t; the grantee would found a village with the aid of 
his own tenants and followers, and in a few generations we 
should have a joint body of co-sharers, forming a pcMlddri village.

It would not be interesting to collect a great number of 
cases of origin by grant, which must necessarily be very much 
alike. I  will only recall a few instances which are specially note
worthy. In the E ta district, North-West Provinces,2 mention 
is made of a number of villages owned by the descendants of five 
brothers, Kacliwdha Rajputs. They had gained the favour of the 
Emperor Akbar, and one morning as they were riding with the 
Imperial party, each brother received a grant of a village. So 
again in the B allia district there are numerous estates derived 
from grants made to the revenue officers (Qaniimjo.) of the empire, 
and to Q/Ms, or Moslem judges, in towns.3 So also there is an. 
account of the estates derived from a grant to the two brothers 
Birshah and Surshah. To similar grants may be ascribed the 
■wholesale growth of the Sayyad villages (milk) of M ukadabad,4 
where indeed, in some cases, the grantees left the older possessors 
with some sort of status as owner, but also in others assumed 
the entire proprietory right themselves. I  give these few in
stances merely to make my meaning definite ; but in fact the 
royal grant has been incidentally illustrated or mentioned 
several times already ; as it may equally be the origin of large 
clan-settlements as of individual families. And the essential 
point is that, whatever the precise nature of the grant, it leads 
to full proprietorship, and to the descendants forming a joint 
or co-sharing community of proprietors.

(h) Revenue Farmers and Purchasers.—More indirectly con
nected with State administration come the latter instances of 
village proprietary bodies grown up by descent from a perscn

x Village holders where the mmindCtri grant was held complete over 
the whole village would, at Settlement, become ‘ sub-proprietors ’ with a 
fixed payment, according to the provisions of a special law in Oudk.

3 North-West Provinces Gazetteer, iv. 42.
3 Ballia 8. It. § 84. (Report on the Preparation of a Record of 

Rights.) 1 M-urddabad S. It. pp. 25, 26."
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allowed to farm the revenues, or to stand security for the amount 
due by the existing village body. 1 The formation of village com
munities out of the descendants of such persons, or by the heirs of 
purchasers at sales for default in the village revenue payment, in 
the latter c.ase indicating an origin not yet a hundred years old, 
would hardly need to be mentioned in the general history of 
Indian villages, except for the fact that such villages may exhibit 
all the features of a really ancient patiidarl body; and in any case 
they form a very considerable addition, which goes to swell the 
total number of those ‘joint-villages’ which are held to be so wide
spread and important a class as to warrant a belief that they were 
the universal form of village once prevalent, and a form to be 
theoretically referred to. archaic institutions and primeval ideas 
of communal-property. I t  is well to remind ourselves how 
easily the principle .of joint-irilwritanco will produce a ‘joint- 
village,’ which may be held ‘ in common.’ Very village which, 
as a whole, falls into the hands of a grantee, a farmer or a 
purchaser, will in time become a co-shared village estate.

The undoubtedly raii/ahmrl villages of the Central Provinces 
for which the-proprietary title was in I860 conceded to pdtek, 
malc/Mars, find the like, will have the same ending ; the sons 
and grandsons of the ‘ proprietor ’ will (or may) hold ‘ in com
m on’ after the death of the first grantee, and as sharers multiply 
there will probably bo a minute subdivision. If  there is not, it 
will only be because the villages were granted to the ! proprie
tors ’ under such limitations as to the right of the existing land
holders, that it may be impossible for the descendants of the 
rmhjiadr grantee of this nineteenth century to get possession^ 
personally, of much land, and therefore they will have to divide 
the rents instead.

I t  is certainly the case that a respectable percentage of the 
entire group of the ‘ communal ’ villages of the N.-W. Provinces 
are villages held by the descendants of revenue-farmers under 
British rule. No grant of proprietory right was of course ever 
made to such persons; but having tendered for the Settlement 
year after year, having bought up lands, having ousted default
ing holders and taken their shares, having cultivated the waste;

1 By this time a cash payment had been substituted for the old con
tribution in kind.
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and done many other things to establish a virtually proprietary 
character, they have ended by having a sort of prescriptive title 
to the whole estate. Village bodies so originating are not found 
(or only locally) in the Panjab, because by far the greater part 
of that province was not acquired, or at least bought under 
regular Revenue Settlement, till after the old vicious system of 
revenue-farms and immediate sale for default had been com
pletely changed. The same remark applies to Oudh, except so 
far as estates may have originated in the farming arrangements 
of the Oudh Government before annexation; but, as far as I  
know, that Government did not employ farmers for single 
villages, nor sell villages individually for default.

As I  have already given some statistics on this matter in my 
‘ Land Systems of British India,’ 1 I  will only cite one or two 
prominent instances. In  the B areli district the writer in the 
Gazetteer goes rather to an extreme when he says that ‘ wha tever 
proprietary tenures exist at all are zarnlndSn ’ (i.e. have fallen 
into the hands of single proprietors and their heirs). "We 
have seen evidences of other tenures here ; but still, such have 
been the subsequent changes, that out of 3,326 village areas 
2,611 became the property of single owners. Converting the 
numbers into percentages, we have 74*6 zamiruldrl, and 25-4 co
shared villages of other kinds. The smaller percentage represents 
the older estates—e.cj. of the Rajputs who would have ancestrally 
or otherwise divided villages; and we see also by the caste, that 
Out of 23,122 proprietors recorded, 8,623 are still Rajput or 
Th&kur, more than half of these being in the one pargma of 
Faridpur, while the rest are Brahmans, Kayaths, Kurmis. and 
Muhammadans. The districts P xlIbhit, B cdaon, and Shah- 
JAHANFUR, having suffered from the Rohilla troubles, saw many 
of their village tenures destroyed, and the subsequent sole pro
prietory right was acquired by local headmen, by managers, and 
revenue-farmers. But in other places it was not the destruction 
of the old tenures by enemies that caused the change. I t  was

1 Vol. ii. 116 ff, 122, &ro., w h e re  a lso  som e accoun t is  given o f th e  
efforts m ade  to reverse  frau d u len t sales in  connection  w ith  defau lts in 
revenue  p ay m en t.

* North-West Provinces Gazetteer, v. 615. See Bareli S. It, (18741,
p. 22.



the ignorance of the nature of the village-bodies that marked the 
first days of British rule ; when, as Holt Mackenzie said, ‘ the 
interest of the persons made responsible for the revenue is so 
naturally conceived to be that of absolute and exclusive pro
perty.’ The sole proprietory right thus passed into the hands of 
one of the older co-sharers, or of some person who became re
sponsible for the revenue in the days when it was considered 
necessary that only one such person should be recognised.

In F atihfur  the history would prepare us to expect a large 
majority of villages held on the ancestral share principle ; but 
out of 2,145 village estates, we find that 1,555 have passed into 
the hands of ‘ sole proprietors ’ of the farmer or auction-purchaser 
class.1

I will only add that proprietors of this class were not by any 
means always chargeable with usurpation; for in many cases 
they took charge of villages and became responsible for them 
when there was really no one else to do so ; former troubles 
had so depressed such cultivators as remained, that they were 
neither willing nor able to take responsibility as proprietors.

S ection  II.— V illage  E states arising from  the D isr u p
tion or D ecadence of K ingdoms and C hiefships

This head is perhaps the most largely illustrated of any, 
depending as it does on the existence at some former time of a 
local State, or chiefship, which has now disappeared, hut has 
left its relics in the shape of villages and lands held by members 
of the once ruling families. In  the Panjab we do not find so 
many instances of the class, because Rajput or Aryan rulersbips 
that have left any such mark were quite local, and are chiefly 
found in the more northern districts near the Salt Range. A 
few traces of Caurasi groups2 and similar marks of a local rule 
may, however, he found in some other districts. But, as 
might be expected, they are very numerous in the North-West 
Provinces and Oudli,3 which were once covered by a network of

J F a tih p u r  S . JR. (1878), pp. 9, 15.
2 See p. 198, an te , where this term is explained.
3 I t may be truly said of the whole body of joint-villages in the North
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such kingdoms and lordships. It may be advisable to add that 
when villages appear as the vestiges of some territorial rulership 
it is not necessary that there should ever have been a formally 
constituted ‘ Raj,’ or regular territorial kingdom; but there was 
always either such a kingdom or at least some kind of local 
chiefship, or usurped over-lordship, easily distinguishable from 
the mere establishment of a cultivating family expanding into a 
large fraternity.

And there is one. other matter which perhaps, had better 
be dealt with at once. The rule of primogeniture has a great 
effect in preventing the disruption of estates; audits absence, of 
course, directly facilitates it. I t  is somewhat remarkable that 
in the ‘ Laws of Mann ’ the right of the eldest is not connected 
with the royal title, or with succession to a chiefship. The 
eldest son is supposed to succeed to any family estate ij he is 
particularly eminent, capable, or virtuous, and the rest are not 
so. The vagueness of such a rule is enough to have ensured its 
not being a practical one. The ‘ Laws’ indicate a desire to place 
the eldest son (generally) in the position of the head of the 
family ; and even when he does not succeed alone, he is given a 
larger share. 1 There is also mention of a special share for the 
youngest as well. But for our purposes it is enough to say that 
in general the rule of the eldest has practically been maintained 
only among the royal and noble houses, of whatever race, in 
India—in such higher families, in fact, as possessed some kind 
of title or dignity to succeed to, spoken of as the gaddl ( —royal 
cushion or throne). But it is not possible to specify any particular 
degree in  the social scale at which the custom ceases. I have 
known legal disputes in India as to. whether property ought

West Provinces (putting aside those -which are in reality artificial, as in 
Kum&on, Jhiinsi, &c.) that they are derived—

(i.) From descendants of the revenue farmers and managers;
(ii.) From old ‘cultivatingfraternifci.es ’ with a certain tribal connection ;

(iii.) Prom relies of chiefahips and local territorial oyer-lordships, and 
the grants connected with them.

1 Sometimes spoken of as jathaiisl. Mr. H. 1 . Seobohm has collected 
the quotations from Mann at $>, 97 ff of his Tribal Structure o f Society 
■in Greece ; see also Sir H .S . Maine, Early Institutions, p. 197. As 1o 
the honour shown to the oldest, cf. M&nu, ii, 225 with iv. 180, 184, and 
ix. 104.-; 19, &e.

X



or ought not to be deemed subject to a rule of primogeniture as 
a question of family custom. And in the case of some estates, 
e.g. those of Taluqdars in Oudh and in Bombay, special rules 
have been adopted and legally enacted on the subject. In 
former times the custom was very various; and there are cases, 
on record in which even families having the title of Raja 
have divided the estate. In such cases, the tendency to split 
up the whole estate into a number of mere villages held by 
the co-sharing descendants of the divided branches is obvious. 
Even where an estate is theoretically preserved from dismember
ment, i t  sometimes becomes so burdened with what are nomi
nally maintenances and rent-charges, but practically are divided 
portions held by charitable grantees or by widows and cadets, 
that the estate as a whole is hardly able to pay its way. In  the 
Ahmadabad district of Bombay (Gujarat), there are a number of 
relics of local ckiefships, now called * Taluqdari ’ estates, which 
survived the formal resumptions and deductions of the Muham
madan conquest and the more open exactions of the Marathas; 
the rule of primogeniture commonly prevails, but the chief is 
expected to share his rents, usually by whole villages or shares 
in villages, with every kind of relative 1 and family dependent.

And if  voluntary,customary, partition causes a considerable 
estate to be dismembered into a number of joint-villages, still 
more does involuntary disruption, when the head of an old 
kingdom is defeated and slain, and members of the family man
age to cling to a few villages here and there, relics of the terri
tory they once ruled in independence. In  such cases it is a 
question of circumstances, and of the degree to which dismem
berment and decay have gone, whether the old territorial ruler- 
ship still remains in the form of a considerable landlordship, or 
is marked by mere scattered villages or groups of villages. In 
many instances it is well known that the old territorial Baja, or 
other titular chief, submitted to the Mughal commander, and 
accepted a sanad or patent, agreeing to pass on a considerable

1 Similar troubles have affected the chiefs estates in Ajmer as well as 
in North Bombay, and special legislative measures have had to be passed 
for their relief. See some good remarks in Mr. A. Bogers’s paper on 
Bombay Tenures in Transactions of the B a st Indian Association for 
February 1882, xiv. 10.
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share of Iris local revenue to the imperial treasury, or at least 
to hold his State as a tributary. Then he was favoured, or at 
least left alone, by the imperial Deputy, who knew only too well 
that he must keep the provinces quiet, and that defeated chiefs, 
if not conciliated, would be always ready, on the slightest oppor
tunity, to give serious trouble. Thus we have, banded down to the 
days of British rule, all the varieties of Bengal Zamlndar, Oudh 
'I'ahtqdar, and similar estates such as have arisen under other 
conquests in the Central Provinces, or in Northern Bombay; and 
we have also the Jwnml of Malabar and Mitluvargdcir of KSnara 
on the west coast, and Palegar in the south, as well as others 
whose existing landlord Claims are derived in various ways from 
an earlier ruling or territorial position. With these ‘ landlord ’ 
estates this book is not- concerned; but it is impossible to avoid 
mentioning the subject, because in the case of so many commu
nities descended from a once noble family or a ruling chief, the 
difference between the patMdarl village and the greater land
lord estate is one of rank and degree rather than of kind ; and 
the unity of the larger estate needs always to be supported by 
the primogeniture rule, or it tends to disintegrate. The immediate 
point, however, is that where the rulership was really broken 
up by misfortune and defeat, as it  so often was, and the members 
of the family managed to cling to some separate fragments of 
the estate, they were brought close to the land, so to speak, in. 
a manner that was never possible with a dignified chief living 
; b his court or fortress at a distance. Thus driven to residence, 
and to taking part in the direct management, each family be
came virtual landlord of this or that village or grou p of v illages 
— smaller or larger according to circumstances—and the multi
plying heirs have formed the ‘ village community.’ After a 
certain number of generations, such villages will, be ripe for 
inclusion under some theory as representing ‘ archaic communal* 
ownership.’

I t  is curious to notice how completely, in the course of a few 
generations, the descendant of the former Raja, or Rao, is assimi
lated to the pieasant grade, even if he is still able to keep his 
hands from the defilement of the plough. But though to alien 
eyes he is a mere peasant-proprietor, or village co-sharer, in 
liis own eyes and also in those of his neighbours, his high

x 2
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caste and descent are still his own; and that makes' all .-the 
difference. The popular saying of the Bast! d istrict1 shows 
how the idea of rank has come to be associated with the number 
of : ploughs ’ (i.e. plough lands) -

Das hal led lido, iith hal m  Mann 
Car hal ltd bard kisdna

‘ Ten. ploughs are the holding for a Riio [superior chief], eigh t 
fo ra  Rant ; four are the holding of a considerable tenant-farmer,
&e.’ 'l

(1) Illustrations from- the I ’anjdb
In the J ihlam district I have already alluded to the. (Raj

put) Janjhua villages. These are interesting because of the 
speculation—which, I fear, is quite baseless—that they represent 
some relics of primitive Aryan chiefships. However, there is 
every appearance that there was here a load rulershvp founded 
by conquest or adventure, and that the present co-sharing 
Janjhua villages are the relics of it .3 A particularly good 
instance occurs in the neighbouring district of Gujrat. Here 
the Chib Rajputs formed a local kingdom (still spoken of as the 
Chibhal), of which the main features can be traced, as it lasted 
down to the Sikh times, and indeed seems to have been over
thrown by Maharaja, Ranjlt Singh .4 Whether there was one

1 North-West Provinces Gazetteer, ‘Account of the Bast! District,’
Vi, 686.

As a single instance of how pride of descent may cling to a purely 
peasant class, J may mention the elan of ManhSi in the Uujrut district, 
Panjiib. They are really probably connected far off with some old Rajput 
stock by a mixed marriage—they say with Bum-Chandra of Ajudhiyti, 
.which is much like being connected with ‘ Noah. &c.! The Jamval Raj
puts are their ‘relatives,’ and they came to the Punjab at a remote date. 
They have long been completely agriculturist, but still they call all the 
eldest sons 1 S | |  ’ and the younger ‘ Mldii,' and use the 1 Jai ’ or Rajput 
salutation (Gujriit Gazetteer, p. 65).

3 There is in the S. B. (Thomson’s), § 61, &c., a very interesting 
account of Janjluiu rale and its gradual overthrow. It is too long to quote, 
and does not admit of being condensed.

4 The older 8 . if. (Hector Mackenzie's), which gives full details, is no 
longer accessible, but it is quoted in the Gujrat Gazetteer (2nd edition), 
p. 64, “What is specially interesting is that this clan professes to be of 
great antiquity and superiority, and has a curious custom of recognising



Raja or principal cMet over the whole does not clearly appear; 
hut it is probable* since there is still an existing 4 head of' the 
clan ’ named Raja Sultan Khan, who has a considerable jwjir (or 
revenue-free grant) from Government. The account given by 
Hector Mackenzie shows four major-territories, called mandl. each 
containing twenty-two villages (i.e, a qaubisi) and six. minor 
divisions known as clhert, containing twelve villages each. The 
chief of the wiawti bore the title of B u i ; the heads of the ilherl 
were Thakknr (=zThaforr). 4 The families in which the titles were 
formerly hereditary are known, but they retain none of their 
influence beyond their own villages,’ As the clansmen would 
not cultivate the estate themselves, the best lands became 
occupied by others during the owners’ absence in the petty wars 
of the period; ‘and when the Chibs finally took to agriculture 
they were unable to dispossess these squatters,’

(2) The North-West Provinces
In these provinces, the instances of villages as relics of 

former kingdoms or chiefships are so numerous th a t I  must 
make a limited selection taken from the characteristically differ
ent parts of the country. I  have already remarked that the 
Rohilkband districts have suffered ranch, by various wars and 
invasions, and finally by the harsh rule of the Rohilla chiefs in 
the last century. When the districts came under the British 
Revenue-Settlement it was found that a large number of villages 
were virtually without owners, and the Revenue agreement was 
necessarily made with comparatively new men, who restored the 
cultivation and became owners. Nevertheless, th e , traces are 
abundant of former Iiajput chiefships—sometimes constituting 
what may be called kingdoms, at other times being merely local 
over-lordships. I t  is worthy of notice that in these parts the 
Rajput elans are commonly called not Rajput but Thahtr,

sons of the clan by cutting off a lock of their hair, left for the purpose, al 
the ancestor's tomb. (Compare H, E, Seebohm’s Tribal Greece, p. 125.)
They claim descent from the Katoch Rajas of Kungra—a claim which is 
possibly confirmed by their calling their seven clan-divisions mm, or 
nuilft. This term I cannot trace anywhere but in the Jalandhar Dou.lv 
to which anciently the early Kangra Ihljas’ dominion extended. See 
p, 278, ante.
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winch word means ‘ B aron’ or ‘ Chief/ and indicates that they 
were originally established as over-lords. I t  has been remarked 
that this over-lordship was freely accepted, and not infrequently 
invited, by local cultivating bodies; and it was doubtless a real 
protection in many instances.

I t  seems to have been a common procedure, that whenever a 
elii.efship was established at a given centre, members of the 
family would go forth and take the direct control of smaller 
estates in the surrounding co untry. ‘ Among the Thakurs, succes
sive branches continually left the family residence arid settled in. 
their allotments of country .’ 1 This must have facilitated the 
ultimate dissolution of the territorial estate into small portions, 
often consisting of a single village.

In this country (S hahjahanpur District) the Katherim  clan 
obtained such power that the name ‘ Kather ’ was formerly given 
to it. The clan long resisted the Moslem arms, and was only 
suppressed in the days of the Mughal Empire ; but many 
villages held by Kathertya still remain .4 In  one j/argana (Gola) 
of the Pawain Tahsil the clan had been so weakened by the 
departure of cadet members of their houses to other settlements, 
that when their chief was slain in battle, his widow, who was of 
course of another clan—in this case a Gaur, sent for her kins
men to help. The Gaur leader came with his followers, but 
soon ousted all the remaining Kaiheriyd. A. Gaur Raja long 
retained liis rule over the Pawain tract, but bis family did not 
expand, so that we have a local landlord estate of some size, 
and not a number of separate villages. In  another pa/rgana, on 
the contrary, the Raja of Khotar disappeared, as far as terri
torial rule was concerned, but left a number of families of 
village proprietors, all of whom are ‘ Scotch cousins of the Raja’s .’ 3 

Prom the adjoining district of Bareli several examples might, 
be given. One is that of the Janghara,, a branch of the Timtvdr 
(or Turndr) clan, who seem to have been dispersed in the troubles 
which preceded the downfall of the Hindu monarchy ot D elhi; 
some went to Budaon, others to Shahjahanpur. I  notice that 
this kindred was divided, owing to a very common cause, into 
two ; the Bhur, who are descendants of a regular marriage of

* SM hjahmqwr 8 . It. (1874), § 20, p. 60.
8 Ibid. p. 107. 8 S .  B . § 10, eh. v.
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the ancestor, and the Tarai group, descendants of a second (and 
perhaps inferior) marriage. When the Gauhdn, with their 
famous Raja Prithwl Chand, defeated the Timor, fire brothers 
of the dispersion led separate parties; the youngest crossed 
the Ganges to Bulandshahr; another, called Hemraj, had three 
sons; one of these settled on the high land east of the Ram- 
ganga river, and from him the Bhir-Ja/nijharas are descended.
Since this settlement some fourteen generations are asserted to 
have passed, and the chiefships thus formed are now found to 
survive in some 3,150 co-sharing descendants in many villages.

I t is, however, in the Doab districts that we have some of 
the best examples of the results of a decadence of territorial 
ruler ship—how it leaves behind it proprietary village-estates.
The country near Kanauj, as I have before remarked, was always 
a strong centre of successive Hindu rulers. The Cawnpore 
district (in this vicinity) shows many traces of their rule, and Mr. 
Wright, in his Settlement Report, has given an account of the 
matter which is worth reading in  e x te n so .' He was fortunately 
able to procure a Vansdvall or genealogical record of the Oandel 
clan; and, making allowance for much exaggeration and for 
legendary additions, it has still an evident foundation of fact.
It seems that the Gaharwdr sovereign of Kanauj had been 
weakened, and ultimately driven out of his kingdom, by the 
early Moslem invasions ; whereon a Qilndel chief, Sahhajit, was 
advised to take possession of the vacant State. For eight 
generations a single son succeeded to the dominion. At length 
came a group of three sons, who formed three main branches of 
the family; the eldest took the title of Raja, the second of 
Bilwai, the third of Hilo. The diead of the first branch was 
removed to a new location in the Bithur parganq,, under circum
stances which I  need not detail; the second became extinct; 
the third, or Supabi, branch before long again divided; the 
Rawatpur section retained forty-eight villages, apparently a 
bedUtri,* and from this a cav.hlsl was afterwards partitioned.1 * 3 I

1 S . n .  (1878), eh. ii. p. 18.
3 A n te , p. 198. The groups ca vrd si, bedUsl, &c., rarely keep to the 

exact number.
3 One branch, having been leniently treated by the emperor (for their 

ehiefskip was no longer independent) in the matter of some arrears of
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cannot, follow the estate through its whole history, but partitions 
again and again occurred, till the entire territory was split tip 
into quite a number of separate shares, and these, as usual, after
wards constituted a series of joint-village properties. In  such 
cases some members of the leading houses may have a larger 
estate than the rest, holding together a certain number of vil
lages as over-lords, and retaining a title of honour. In that case 
each will be the landlord or ‘ Zaiulndar ’ of the group.1 In  the 
same way I might cite the case of one of the Qahanvdr clan, who 
was expelled, as I  have above noticed, from Kananj, and obtained 
a new local chiefship in the south of pargana Bilhanr. In  
another case, a Oanmrgaur chief named Pathardeo had seven 
sons. The father was murdered by a turbulent aboriginal tribe 
called Meo; in revenge, the sons attacked and defeated them, 
and thus obtained a number of local dominions. But here, 
again, partition split up the estates ; and after various fortunes 
and many revenue sales at the beginning of the century, as well 
as subsequent losses during the mutiny, only a limited number 
of separate village-estates now remain.2

I  can only allude to one more case, a gens of comparatively 
late origin, called Guulam, whose chief was first established at 
Argal, in the Fatihpur district.3 The family divided into groups 
with titles, B a ja  for the eldest, lid o , B and , and Bclwat for the 
others. So great were their territories, at one time, that they 
were in a position to make large grants of villages to chiefs of 
another clan—the Candel, to Brahmans, and to some A ih y a -  
G aatam , who pleased the Argal Baja by teaching him the game

land-revenue, paid him the compliment of ever after wearing their coats 
opening on the loft side liko Mussulmans.

1 The policy of the early Settlements in the North-West Provinces 
was to encourage the village bodies, and to get rid of over-lord proprietors 
if  possible—in some cases compromising their half-grown claim to land- 
ordBhip by granting a ‘ Taluqdari allowance,’ which was a  sort of rent 
charge on the estate, ultimately fixed at about 10 per cent, on the Govern
m ent revenue. This policy formed the subject of considerable controversy 
at the tjrne. (See L .  8 . B ,  1. ii. 157 ff.)

* The whole account is worth reading (C awnpore 8 . if, eh. ii. §§ 25-35),
3 See Beames' E ll io t 's  G lossary, vol. i. (s.v. ‘ Gsustain ' Thi s clan is 

still numerous in GMzipnr, and in some parts of Fatihpnr and Cawnpore.



of chess.1 * * In  all these cases the history was as usual: soldiers 
of fortune acquire territories: their chiefs build forts and 
rule from those centres; in time they become possessors of 
many villages, both old and new ; and ultimately, in later 
generations, appear sometimes with their principal member 
retaining a landlord estate over a number of villages, but the 
rest holding single villages, of which their descendants form the 
co-sharing communities. To complete the history of the 
(lavlam of A rgal, reference must be made to the Settlement 
Report. 4 The clan espoused the losing side of the Pathan 
Moslems, ultimately-defeated by ilurnayun and Akbar when the 
Mughal Empire was approaching its zenith. So they lost their 
possessions. The Argal Raja, though much respected by all 
the Thakurs (Rajputs), is now only the ' petty ‘ Zamlndar’ of 
two villages. But in  Tappfi Jas some of them continued to 
hold a caur&'i; and many having become Muhammadans, they 
have still retained a considerable number of villages. I  will 
only add that in the ‘A zamgaRH district the O a u ta m  chiefs were 
once so powerful as to rule nearly the whole, except the Muhiil 
portion. This was largely, however, due to the rise of the 
chief Abhimaa-sen, who, in the seventeenth century, became a 
Muhammadan, entered the service of the Emperor Akbar, and 
grew rich ; so he purchased extensive estates about Daulatabad.
‘ His descendants, and those of his brothers, systematically 
plundered their neighbours, wresting their estates from them 
one by one,’ till, at the beginning of the eighteenth century, the 
whole district was held by them as above stated. I t  is interest
ing  to trace from the Settlement Report of Mr. J . K. Reid,

1 Another large grant was the origin of the Rais possessions across
the Ganges in Ouclh. Bhao, a B a is  chief, rescued the Argal Raja’s queen 
When, on a pilgrimage, she was attacked by the Mussulmans. Llmo 
received a suitable bride as his reward, and was told he could have the 
lordship over as many villages as his bride could nam e in one breath.
This remarkably well-winded lady, so it is said, pronounced the names of 
1,440 villages!

'•= F a tih  p u r  S . R .  (1878), p. 9. I  have already noted how in this 
district revenue-formers afterwards gained possession of so many vil
lages (a n te , p. 804),
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what has been the outcome of all this success.' F irst, let mo 
mention the reporter’s observation 1 * that the population is now 
poor and dense, but the facilities for agriculture are considerable, 
and there has been a remarkable immunity from war and 
marauders. Many alien grants have been made, and many 
villages are held by descendants of the grantees. But in the 
greater part high caste proprietors are in possession; these are, 
in fact, remnants of the old ruling chiefs’ houses ; and therefore 
it is not surprising to  find that the pteHidm, or 1 aristocratic ’ 
system of village holding by ancestral shares, is in theory 
everywhere prevalent. The whole of the land has been exces
sively subdivided. The Government Review of the ‘ Report/ 
notices tha t there are 5,532 villages ( m a u z a ) ,  varying in size, 
from Utile blocks of lj- to 5,500 acres in ex ten t; the average 
being 248 acres. The groups of land held under one united 
title, (malull) are 3,44(1. As to the nature of the partition, the 
principal feature to be noted is that the families are divided into 
pott'i, which seem to represent a sort of minor clan or wide- 
kindred of the same house; each palti is called by the  name of 
the ances tral head. Thesepafri consequently represent the division 
only as far as the first or main branches of the original family ; 3 

for w ithin the paitl, the  component families and households often 
continue to hold undivided, the land being either rented to 
tenants (parjas land), or being held by individual co-sharers aS 
tenants of the body. In  the majority of cases division began 
long ago, probably in the time when the heads of branches 
(patti), or (heir immediate successors, were alive; most of the 
cultivated lands and th e . profitable waste were then divided; 
but some still remained common to the whole 'major-group: 
Gradually thepattis were divided into smaller family subdivisions, 
and then into minute holdings. W here there is complete division 
it has been carried to great lengths ; on an average, there are 
nine fields to two acres .4 The division is often made Tchet-bat

1 S . I t .  (1877), The Report describes the fourteen -p arganas  not perm a.
nently settled, which now alone form the d is tric t: this is the  sixth settle
m ent.

’ I b id .  sec. ix. p. 87, § 807. * I b id .  G o v e rn m e n t R e v ie w , § 2.
4 S . R .  § 809. And there are sixty-five tables given in  the appendix 

to the Report of different kinds of fractions (starting from the rupee  as
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(as the phrase is)—Le. the number of geographical villages that 
belong to one large group of families and households are not 
allotted compactly one, or half a one, to each patti (or whatever 
it is), but each pattl will have its lands scattered through a 
number of mmmas.' When the estate is divided into ancestral 
fractions it is said to be khimtiliti ( =  pattidan), even though the 
shares held are not exactly correct to the scale. Hut it  has 
often happened that the land proved so various in value that 
the fraction of the revenue and other burdens, which in theory 
ought to be identical with the land-fraction, became impossible, 
and the sharers converted their system into what is called 
hlfjJulddm ; 2 that means that each sharer was allowed to hold 
what lie bad, or to adjust his holding to what he could manage, 
but a really proportionate division of the land-revenue-charge was 
made to suit the holding. This defacto possession is sometimes 
recorded in acres, but sometimes it is noted in terms of the actual 
fraction of the whole that it  represents. Doubtless, in time, it will 
be believed that this was the real ‘ancestral’ fraction. ‘For,’ 
says the reporter,3 ‘ they never forget the descent from a common 
ancestor; and there is a sentiment against adoption ’ (%.e. the 
more or less artificial extension of the direct descent-tab!o),‘ It 
seems, further, that although the incidence of the revenue has 
been adjusted by the InghldCm arrangement, the profits of waste 
and other like dues {salr), and possibly the share m the waste 
land, m ay still be regulated by the ancestral fractions ; and so 
two scales come into use—pattidari mill and pattidan smr,

representing unity) used in the various divisions. (Op. also Cavmporc 
S. B . §107.) The following is No. Ixiii. in abstract:

Kupee A n a  I CUmM , K auri Kant K av t Ren | KHa! j
1 l ~  K5-  32 0 - 1 ,280= 19,200= 288,000= (and so on x by 15 each fcinie)

1 = 2 0 1=4
1=  15

! 1=  15
1 =  15

1= 15
| I' **»

1 This peculiarity is further described in the following chapter, p. 340.
2 A full description is given of how this came about (see S. B . p. 92, 

§§ 326 -8). The term means 4 price or value p e r  bight!.’
3 8 . B . § 822 and note.
4 Which would defeat the expectations of collaterals when the direct line 

otherwise failed.
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All this is very different from the hhaiachdrd cf the demo
cratic family and the clan-settlement. I t  marks the sense of 
individual lordship, as jealously maintained by right of descent 
from the particular head of the family, which, has branched off 
from the stem of the once royal or princely ancestor. We 
mark also the influence of the developed joint-family system ; in 
fact, the tribal and clan institutions of a wider character have 
begun to fade.1 * Where a certain number of families still hold 
undivided, it is always because they are closely related, and it is 
easier or more profitable to share the rents and other income 
than to squabble over the minute division of fields into patches, 
which will be unworkable when they are declared ; or perhaps 
it is because the land is held by tenants, and there is no object 
in dividing; while if there is any waste reserved for grazing, the 
utility of it would be destroyed by partition,

I t  is not surprising to find, in this advanced stage of 
severalty, that the pamqayat system ‘ exists only in theory,’ and 
that the official headmen (la/mbarddr) have practically nothing 
to do, and receive no pa.Qotra, or official allowance.

I will conclude this series of illustrations of the North-West 
Provinces by only one more case in the Bundelkhand region, 
where we have not only the relics of the rulership, but also a 
definite memory of the loss of the princely title once enjoyed.
In Banda, Mr. Cadell has described in detail the rise and fall of 
the Dikhit Rajputs.3 In  the thirteenth century they had two 
capitals whence their chiefs ruled. * But after the fall of the 
empire, even the inferior title of Rao was lost to the clan, and 
whether owing to the discouragement of successive chiefs, or to 
the influence of the Hindu law of joint inheritance, there are 
now many Dikhit villages, but no Dikhit chief.’

1 I t will ho remembered that in many eases in this chapter we have
spoken of clans, because as a matter of fact the clans exist, and their 
number can be counted--if they are on compact areas of country. But 
nothing necessarily remains of any clan feeling as to p r o p e r ty ; this is 
completely replaced by the ancestral individual right and by the co-sharing 
body as representatives of one original owner.

3 8. It. (1881), § 72, p, 04.

/''vis® :' coifeX , '
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(3) TUusiraiions from Oudh
The value of possessions in so fertile a country, and perhaps 

the influence of traditions of kingdoms believed to have been 
held by half-remembered ancestors or by legendary clan connec
tions, must always have combined to tempt Qhairl leaders to try 
and return to Ocon. They could reach it without difficulty 
either from their refuge in Rajput&na or when driven from 
settlements in Iljjain or Kanauj. Such possession was in fact, 
acquired, sometimes by independent adventure, sometimes by 
joining the army of some Mughal or earlier emperor. The 

' Chain possessions and lordships thus acquired have given rise to 
proprietary-villages and to estates established on a footing 
clearly distinguishable from that of the apparently earlier 
land-holding communities, among whom no monarchical organi
sation or desire of territorial rniership was ever developed. 1 To 
give a complete account of the many conquering Rajas or local 
chiefs and of the estates held by their descendants, would be to 
transcribe a large portion of the account given of each district in 
the Gazetteers and Settlement Reports; the difficulty is to make 
a suitably small selection for the purposes of illustration.

In the S ultI npur district I  notice an ‘ estate ’ of 365 villages 
held by families of the Bandahjotl c lan ; the head still retaining, 
as landlord, the possession of 316 villages. This was due to the 
fact that up to the eleventh generation from the founder only one 
son was horn ; but at last there were more, and then the estate 
was divided and several village properties became separate.2

In  B a h r a jc h  the great Ikhauna estate might still be flou
rishing as an example of individual, territorial, foundation but 
for the events of the mutiny. I t  owed its origin to a single 
Janwar chief under Moslem patronage (for the chiefs long bore 
the military title of ‘ Risaldar ’). Shah Jahan made the estate 
revenue-free, and it became a landlord property. A number of 
villages (mentioned under the designation of bhaiydt) were, 
originally allotted to cadets of the family for their maintenance ;

1 Ante, p. 193, and cl. p. 288.
3 Oudh Gazetteer, i. 47. As I have before remarked, it is perfectly 

immaterial, as regards origin, whether these villages did or did not in 
after times come under the power of Taluqd&rs or landlords.
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but after two or three generations they were found as indepen
dent estates having no connection with the chief, and were 
afterwards reduced to paying rent, separately, to a Taluqdar. 1 
For the K heri district (northern part) the writer of the Gazetteer 
notice makes some good remarks on the manner in which Rajput 
chieftains came to be able to establish their local rule, ‘ The 
Chain ascendency,’ he says, ‘ might bo simply described as the 
re-establishment of local Hindu government under the native 
chief. There was no elaborate design or settled plan. A. 
conqueror appeared and was often welcomed as giving some 
security against the oppression of neighbouring chiefs or of the 
suzerain government. The Raja once established could . . . 
dispossess any of his subjects who showed signs of treachery or 
disloyalty. . . . He land many wives and many sons, bastard 
and legitim ate; all the waste lands were his ; all lapsed and 
forfeited villages also became his ; with such lands he provided 
for the scions of his house.’ 2 In  this.way much of the actual 
ownership of the land passed into the hands of bis family. 
Four-fifths of the district, it is said, belonged to Qluit.ns, and 
three-fifths were under their ruling chiefs, Indeed, in Abbar’s 
time, of the 228 mahdl (or pwrganas) of Oudh, eighty-seven 
were held by Chafer! lords. Other tribesmen, as Km/aths and 
Kunvls, might obtain village estates, hut they never became 
rulers. .But an able and adventurous Qhatrl of noble descent 
could always get a local territory ; and villages, as already re
marked, would often gladly place themselves under him .3 The 
Moslem Emperor was content to take a general revenue or tri
bute from such a chief, leaving to him the administration of 
justice ; and the whole estate ceased to be borne on the imperial 
registers as Malm, or directly subject to the imperial adminis
tration. I t  was merely a natural progression of things that 
‘ the subjection of the land to the Raja became first confused, 
and then identical, with his proprietorship.’ In Oudh it often

1 Gazetteer, i. 11.7, 122, 177 ff. 2 Ibid. ii. MO, 215 ff.
3 Ibid. 207. Several instances are noted whore the village land

holders voluntarily placed themselves under the protection of the Ihljii.
This hSth-rahhai, or commendation, is frequently found. The villages 
always ended by passing under the complete ownership of descendants i f 
the chiefs family.
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happened that the Raja became Taluqdar, and ut.imafcely was 
created landlord of the whole or a portion of his .demesne ; but, if 
t h e  estate happened to be partitioned or the Raja, disappeared, 
being put to flight, or slain in battle after some unsuccessful 
revolt, the villages would continue to be held by some members 
of the family, and would become so many separate village-estates.

A most remarkable instance remains to be cited, and it illus
trates the direct process of the division of a Raj into both 
village-estates and larger landlord-properties. I  refer to the 
case of the Tih'k Ocmdl Beds estates in Rai-Bareli.1

The whole history is too long to be even summarised here, 
but the main facts are these: the district contains 1,735 villages, 
of which 1.71.9 are owned by descendants of Tilok Chand, 
who died shortly before Rabat ascended the throne of Delhi.
(A.D. 1526). The dominion, indeed, began before the chiefs time, 
but he consolidated the position. He acknowledged the Mughal 
suzerainty and never assumed the title of Raja personally; it 
was only taken by his eldest descendant, at a later date,2 At the 
present, time there are about forty landlord estates containing 
several villages each and ranking as ‘ Taluqdari ■ estates, and a 
great number of village-estates.3 This resulted from the family 
at first admitting of partition and then agreeing to stop it. The 
elder branch represents the estate of Murarmau, in which the 
title of Raja was afterwards taken; it was the several grandsons 
who, separating, originated the larger estates; and these again 
became variously subdivided in the course of time.

‘The accounts,’ writes Mr. Renett,4 ‘ of the half century 
which elapsed between the death of Tilok Chand and the 
accession of Akbar are very meagre. . . .  I t  may be surmised 
that the Raja of Murarmau, the Rfina of Kbiroii, and some other 
chiefs of a different stock, each exercised on a smaller scale the 
sovereign powers of the first great Raja (i.e. Tilok Chand).

1 The whole history will be found in the (iazettecy\ iii. 208 and 22o II, 
and in Mr. Benett’s Chief Clans o f Rai-BarelA (Lucknow, 1870).

8 Gazetteer, iii. 230-1.
3 I cannot separate the single villages held by Tilok ( hand! Lais from 

some hold by Moslems and Kunhpurias; but out of the whole 1,735 
villages 587 are independent of any Taluqdur over-lord.

1 Clans o f Rai Bareli, p. 53 ff.
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Under the vigorous administration of Akbar and his successors, 
the Hindu clans were naturally much depressed, and driven, so 
to speak, nearer to the soil. Their connection with the villages 
in their domain became much closer; new villages were founded, 
and the increasing numbers of each family led to the establish
ment of the non-cultivating village-proprietors who are now 
known in our courts as the “ old mminclt'rs.” The intervention of 
a foreign ruler, and the diminished danger of invasion from 
without deprived the Rajas of half their attributes: the principle 
of unity was lost sight of, and each member of a leading house 
was able, when he separated, to assume, in his new home, almost 
all the privileges retained by the head of the family. The ties 
of kinsmanshlp were, however, still vividly recognised, and at 
the end of this period, instead of a few unconnected Rajas, we 
find hierarchies of powerful landowners, .each' the immediate' 
proprietor and landlord of a few villages from which he drew Ms 
subsistence . . .’ (the italics are mine). In this case it will be 
observed, although a clan unity so far prevails that kinship is 
acknowledged and kept up by the survival of the military Spirit 
(always a strong incentive to its preservation), anti by the fact 
that the Emperor would call on the chiefs to furnish levies for 
the imperial army, there is nothing of clan-custom observable 
in the mode of land-holding. The tenure is ‘ aristocratic ’ either 
In the form of larger landlordships or of jointly-owned, single, 
villages.

S ection I II .—V illages founded by individual A dventurers 
and Settlers unconnected with the State or with 
Territorial Chfefshif.

‘While a large number of villages have had their oi-igin in 
some individual chief or dignified founder connected with a 
State or chiefship, it is also true that other founders have been 
private adventurers, settlers, or purchasers, without any terri
torial connection. I t  is convenient to separate the cases,, 
because it  facilitates discussion to classify our known origins 
of villages as far as possible. There is often, however, room 
for doubt whether in any given case the foundation more 
properly belongs to one specific kind or another; we may
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set down a case as apparently one of private adventure, though 
really there had been a royal grant, or the founder represents 
a remnant of a forgotten local rnlership. This degree of doubt 
necessarily arises where the foundation is remote in time and 
the evidence chiefly traditional. The possibility of such error 
is, however, of slight importance so long as we can preserve 
the main distinction between the village arising out of the dan 
or tribe, and that arising out of individual foundation—in one 
form or another. For wherever we have t he dan-group, and 
the clan sentiment of equal right, we have a different basis 
of constitution from what is observed in the case where an 
individual ancestor is remembered as the direct originator of 
the estate.

A typical case in point occurs in the G ( .raiixwiiiA district of 
the Panjab, where we have a group of eighty-one communities 
( pattidan in their original state) descended from a single founder.
I do not know any evidence or traditional opinion that there 
was any local rule or chiefship; but the founder was himself of 
good family : the Gatta houses 1 claim descent from a Cauhdn 
Ihljput stock—indeed, from Raja Pritlnvl Chand himself. But 
a single adventurer of the family, named Dluru, in the tenth 
or eleventh generation, left his home and settled; in a village called 
Sidhkot: he married two wives and had eighteen sons, from whom 
all the village-bodies are descended. Both in' this district and in 
Sialkot, although the general prevalence of the pattidan form of 
village indicates that a great number are held by bodies de
scended from adventurers or founders of some pretension 
to good birth, there is no definite trace of local rulerships 
out of which they sprang. Nor, on the other hand, does there 
appear to be anything of the tribal character in the villages 
in question. In  SlALKOT as many as 2,15-5 villages are shown 
as shared on the ‘ ancestral ’ principle, of which 1 0 G are held by 
the families undivided j 4 only 633 are put down as bhaidchara,

1 The family finds a place in Sir Lepel Griffin’s Panjab Ch iefs, where 
iheir history is given in detail.

4 Unless I am misled by the term za m m d a r i without any qualifying 
addition, which is much misused; it may mean villages owned by a single 
purchaser, &c., or by a group remaining undivided. Probably the latter 
(ahamilat or sanji villages) are meant. (irtiiVkoi Gazetteer, 18815-4, p. 48.)

r
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which, as the term is used in the Panjab, includes villages that 
probably were originally ‘ ancestral,’ but in which the ravages of 
time and circumstance have caused the regular shares to be 
modified or forgotten altogether. I t  is worth noting that in 
the earlier Settlement, Mr. E. Prinsep, illustrating the varieties 
of village as regards sharing, takes, as the standard natural to 
the district, the case of * the founder of a village who secures a 
property by purchase, grant, appropriation, or conquest; ’ and 
he goes on to show how the sons will hold undivided, how they 
ultimately separate, and how the ancestral shares of the separated 
houses are changed into de facto holdings or some other shares 
which have become ‘ customary.’ This series of changes would 
be wholly inapplicable to cases where the estate did not 
begin with one founder, but where a whole clan had divided the 
conquered land, or where a clan grew up under its own customs 
of holding.

I have already alluded to a specific case from the Guj- 
kaxwala district; but the totals of the different kinds of village 
in the whole district are also worthy of notice; though here a 
considerable number of villages are held on shares of a special 
kind which may indicate a different origin. But even allowing 
for these cases, the number of villages derived from individual 
founders is considerable. An analysis of the tables 1 shows a 
total of 1,199 villages, classifiable thus:—

C138 j held by single owners (40) and undivided families ; 
Ancestral j 2 1  i t  wholly or partly divided, 

shares |^ g  partly on ancestral shares,
459 by a system of shares in wells,
188 by a system of ‘ customary’ shares,
85 held * on possession ’ only.

1,199

Even of the eighty-five, in the last line, it  is quite possible that 
some really belong to the other classes, only that from one cause 
or another the shares have been completely lost. I t  is noteworthy 
that among the villages which acknowledged shares, no less than

1 S. B. (Nisbet), printed in 1874. The figures are gathered from the 
tables at the end.



3 9 5  agreed to return to the correct list, some by voluntary sur
render of excess lands, others by making up to those who had 
less than their proper share by additions out of the undivided 
culturable waste.1

These examples hove been selected from the Panjab Reports 
w itfeut difficulty, owing to the circumstances of the country.
I  have not been able to do the same for the North-West 
Provinces and Oudh, because, with a denser population, with a 
much greater number of local kingdoms and chiefships, and the 
wider prevalence of revenue-farming, in former days, it becomes 
almost impossible to separate the cases of private enterprise 
from those connected with territorial rulerships, I t  is not, 
however, to be doubted that villages due to private, individual, 
foundation, are just as common in the Ganges plain as they are 
in the Pan jab.

S ection IV .— Colonist Associations

I  do not at present; include those ancient traces of villages 
in the Madras Tamil country, regarding which our most reason
able conclusion is that they were due to colonist families of an 
energetic agriculturist caste settled under patronage of a local 
prince, and who adopted an interesting method of co-operative 
village cultivation. I t  is only traces and traditions of these 
southern villages that now survive; and before I  could bring 
them forward as instances of the formation of joint-villages by 
voluntary association, I should have, as I  hope to do in a future 
chapter, to argue out the case for their existence, nature, and 
origin.

Here I am concerned with villages of a type actually exist
ing and known. Such cases must necessarily be confined to 
sparsely populated districts, where large areas were, even in late 
historic times, awaiting cultivators energetic and patient enough 
to cope with the initial difficulties of establishing cultivation.
The South-eastern Panjab exhibits a natural field for such founda-

1 It may also be noted that if we deduct 138 single owner or undivided 
villages, the remaining 1,061 (shared or held in severalty) show, as a 
whole, 636 in which the original system has undergone no change, and 
425 in which under stress of time and circumstance it has been altered.

y 2
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tions; and we are not surprised to find them quite characteristic 
of certain dial riots or parts of districts in that locality, In such 
villages there is no question of ‘ holding in common ’ except in 
so far as the unappropriated waste and grazing ground is so held, 
i he villages ha.ve accepted the joint-responsibility under the 

modern revenue system, because their association would ex
pressly contemplate cohesion for such purposes, not to speak 
of other countervailing advantages, such as acquiring defined 
rights in the adjacent waste area, which they may not have 
possessed before.

Villages founded by associated colonists are treated as cases 
of individual foundation, since the associates are neither a 
gradually expanding clan nor a tribal-group already formed.
If: some of the members happen to be connected by blood, which 
is quite likely, it is an accidental circumstance, and may have 
produced some sharing (as a family) of particular holdings, but 
not of the whole village. Complete extracts from the District 
Report's describing the mode of foundation, the planting of the 
stake (mofi) to mark the central village-site, and the drawing 
lots for the ‘ plough-lands,’ have been printed in my Land /Systems 
of British India and need not be repeated here. 1 We find villages 
of this kind in the districts of I ’irozpur and what was formerly 
SlRSA.2

I here is no doubt also that a similar origin may be ascribed 
to villages in other parts. I t  will be enough to cal 1 attention 
to the main features—viz. that the headman is the leader and 
spokesman ol the party, who has perhaps conciliated some 
neighbouring chief or governor, and obtained his countenance to 
the projected settlement. Major and minor divisions of the 
cultivable area were, or might be, arranged in the first instance 
to suit the requirements of different groups—probably different 
castes or different family aggregates ; within these, the .several 
‘plough-lands’—such is the general unit—-were arranged and 
assigned to each settler according to his means, i.e. with refer
ence to the plough cattle ho possessed, and the number of hands 
he could bring to the work of cultivation ; the plough-lands

’ Vol. ii. p. 678 ff, and p. 689.
The Sirsn district lias been abolished, part of the territory being added 

to JTirozpur, part to Hisilr.



were taken by drawing lots for each, so that there might be no 
unfair distribution, As to the adjacent waste area, it was so 
little considered that no definite boundaries at first existed; 
and long afterwards, anyone of the settlers who chose could 
break up a new portion, outside his former allotment. Indeed, 
this was the cause of some trouble after the Land-Revenue 
Settlement, was introduced, and a tenant law was provided. For 
then the waste was definitely surveyed and included in the village 
boundaries, and became formally the joint or ‘ common ’ property 
of the whole body, who were, under the system in question, 
regarded as the co-proprietors of the whole village. Consequently, 
after the survey and record of rights, no one could make a new 
field in the waste without proceedings for partition, or without 
asking permission of the whole body. Moreover, additional 
cultivators had been formerly allowed in as tenants, on the 
understanding, perhaps rather tacit than expressed, that the 
land they cleared and subdued to the plough would be left in 
their possession for ever. Under the first of the tenant laws 
(1868) such persons might find themselves treated as tenants at 
■will, and be offered the option of a rise in rent or of notice to 
quit—a proceeding which, however legal, they regarded with 
i ndignation.

I t is extremely difficult to apply the term ‘ collective owner
ship ’ to the rights in a village so constituted, at least before the 
days of Revenue records and surveys. The body was united for 
its own interest, and it accepted the joint liability for the 
Government Revenue, as one of the most natural objects of its 
association.1 I t  is also curious to note that in. some cases the 
headman and his sons managed to push themselves forward into 
a sort of proprietary position over the whole village, and exact 
some kind of rent from the other cultivators; in that case the 
village was distinguished as boledari (bold — agreement). In 
revenue parlance, the others were called hhaidclulru, though not 
in the correct sense in which I have always used the term. 1. do

1 As I have had occasion to observe before, in the days of bad or 
oppressive revenue management, it was a great matter for a combined body 
to be able to bargain for a lump sum which the collector would agree to, 
because it saved trouble; the village was thus secured from the inquisi
torial visits and vexatious interference of the revenue-farmers' underlings.

111 <SL
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not know of any specific instance where existing village bodies 
known to  have originated as colonies and associations have 
adopted any other method of allotting the land than that of 
assigning separate numbers of 1 plough-lands ’ taken by lot.
But there are still many villages the origin of which is uncer
tain ; and I suspect that not a few villages holding by shares in 
wells and in other modes (to be mentioned in the next chapter) are 
voluntary colonist associations. In any case, the form of sharing 
adopted will depend on the local conditions of agriculture, if  
such a colony, instead of being planted in open dry plains and 
prairies like those of Firoapur and Sirsa, had been formed in a 
dense jungle country like that of Southern India (Tondai-manda- 
lam) they might have adopted a different method ; they might 
have all combined to clear an area gradually, and to work the land 
without any final allotment, determining year by year what 
portion each co-sliarer should take in hand. We shall see, later 
on, reason to  believe that this was really the mode of working in 
the villages in Southern India, which were once held ‘ jointly ’ 
under a noteworthy colonising enterprise.

Having now passed in review the various known origins of 
actually existing joint-villages, and seen how—apart from any 
general a priori theory—these villages, really grew up, it is 
evident that we have two great causes for union—-(1 ) the exist
ence of a tribal or clan stage of society with all that this stage 
implies, especially in the way of a right to share equally in the 
tribal acquisition ; (2 ) the influence of the • joint-family ’ and its 
law of joint-i nheritance. And to these we might perhaps add a 
third—vol untary association and combination. Villages, or area3 
larger than villages, constituted under either influence are found 
to be divided into certain general—major and minor, primary 
and secondary—divisions of the land, and finally into individual 
shares. Thus, there are certain liens which tend to make each 
village, in some sense, a unit-estate. They are, therefore, brought 
under a system of Land-Revenue Management which, devised to 
suit the 'prevailiwjform of tenure, subjects all the village estates 
in the province to a similar system of demarcation, survey, and 
record. The system also applies a common nomenclature to them 
all; and thus, as it were, varnishes over the whole group with an
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appearance of uniformity which goes beyond any degree of 
similarity they naturally possess,1

It now remains to examine some details of the internal 
structure of joint-villages, and to note both the minor variations 
which occur and the modifications that the form of constitution 
may undergo. We have finally to notice the special cases of joint,- 
village which are believed once to have existed in certain, other 
parts of India, but which have become |  subject of dispute because 
only traces of thorn now exist. These are very interesting to 
the historian as showing the growth, or at; least the probable 
growth, of over-lord claims over what would otherwise be inde
pendent villages of the raiyativdri type, and also the formation 
of villages under special circumstances in a joint or co-sharing 
form as exceptions to the prevailing tenure. I f  our inferences 
regarding these mostly long decayed landlord-villages are at all 
just, we shall have the phenomenon of the rmyatuvri village and 
the joint-village occurring in juxtaposition. But such a juxta
position is not confined to these doubtful cases, nor is it depen
dent on inferences regarding the p as t; wo shall also take occasion 
to describe certain cases where i t  can be seen in existence at the 
present day.

' By such a remark I do not intend to imply any disparagement of 
the system. As a matter of fact, in practical working, the North-West 
.Provinces Revenue-system initiated by Regulation VII. of 1822 (and 
applied, with local modifications, to Orissa, to the Panjab, to Oudh, to 
Ajmer, and to the Central Provinces) has proved remarkably elastic. In 
Orissa, for instance, the working is as nearly raiyalw'm  as possible ; and 
so in Ajmer, where the principle of the. joint-responsibility has been reduced 
to a mere shadow. Indeed, the system is able practically to admit both 
the landlord right over large estates (as in Omlh and parts of tho North- 
West Provinces) and what are really separate holdings in villages 
nominally joint.
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CHAPTER V III

THE VARIETIES AND MODIFICATIONS OF VILLAGE FORMS

W e  have seen hitherto that the existence of a group of agri
cultural holdings forming a  village does not necessarily  imply 
a single or uniform plan of internal constitution. The village 
may be a group of independent holdings ; or it may he in one 
sense a unit, a share in which is held by every one of the resident 
owners who form the ‘ village community.’ Or again it may be a 
group of lands which has been almost accidentally formed, the real 
area of ‘ collective ownership ’ (as far as the term is applicable) being 
something much larger than a village. In  any case, the constitu
tion may differ. The main forms or principles have now been dis
cussed—the tribal, the joint-family orpailuldri, and the ‘ equalised- 
sliare ’ methods, &c. But each such method may exhibit in its 
application certain minor variations, just as in plants wo mav 
have ‘ species,’ and under each a number of ‘ varieties.’ Apart 
from this, modification arises subsequently owing to what I may 
(.•all 1 wear and tear.’ Original shares are lost, sometimes par
tially, sometimes altogether, without any constitutional differ
ence of principle.

There is one form of village which in the nature of things 
does not vary : the raiyatwdn form, being merely an aggregate 
of independent holdings, has no original varieties; nor can any 
change be introduced short of its conversion into a joint-village 
either by reason of some artificial process of Revenue manage
ment, or, so to speak, naturally, by the reduction of the cultivators 
to the rank of 1 tenant,’ under the influence of a co-sharing family, 
which establishes over-lord rights over the whole as the proprie
tory community. This is, however, not a variation of form, it is 
the supersession of one form by another. The superimposition 
of landlord rights has, no doubt, constantly occurred wherever
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conquering clans hare settled, and wherever adventurers have 
acquired a dominion, or Rajas and Emperors have made grants, or 
the revenues have been farmed to some village-manager. But 
until such an over-lord arises, the independent group of land
holders, with its hereditary headman and its staff of artisans and 
menials, must necessarily remain unchanged.1 *

B ut when we come to the joint-villages—-those held on some
system of co-sharing—there is ample room for variety, both 
original and induced by accident.

In  the first place, I may mention a general, cause of modifi
cation which may affect any hind of really joint-village. There 
may be a portion of the village area not. yet divided; and this 
circumstance, though of no particular interest in itself from the 
tenure point of view, may be of practical importance to the ad
ministration. We shall see presently that the official classifica
tion provides a distinct head for the -wholly divided, and another 
for the partly divided villages. In the former there Is neither 
arable nor waste land, except the site of the village temple or 
mosque, the graveyards, roads, and other such naturally in
divisible areas, left nnpartitioned ; 3 in the latter, which is by far 
the larger class, an area, of waste either wanted for grazing and 
wood-cutting, or not yet wanted for ploughing up, is still held 
in common. Sometimes, also, a portion of the arable is left un
divided, because it is all in the hands of tenants—perhaps 
f occupancy ’ or irremovable tenants—and the proprietors have 
no object in dividing it. This question of partial or total divi
sion may affect management in various ways ; 3 but there is one

1 I have already discussed the possibility of rights being destroyed and 
originally homogeneous bodies dispersed under the effects of harsh revenue 
administration; but nothing of the kind tends to alter the ratijatwari form.

» Land which is. unfit for cultivation and is othorwise impartible is 
spoken of as ghair mumhin ; while the waste for grazing, &e., that may 
one day bo utilised, is mumkin—i.e. ‘ possible ’ to cultivate. The 
village-site is often partitioned, because it gives the different co-sharors not 
only their due allotment for their own houses, but enables each to charge 
rents and derive other benefits from the house-sites which fall to Ilia 
share.

3 It may also be conveniently borne in mind that when a village- is
d.i vided into major and secondary groups (called patti, thoJf, &o.), the whole 
of the land may be divided between the groups, so that nothing remains

I M)| <SL
X ^ T ^ x x  m inor  v a r ia tio n s  in  jo in t -v il l a g e  FORMS 329



f ( f ) i  (CT
THE INDIAN VILLAGE COMMUNITY ^

point where it also touches custom and the tenure form. I t  is 
sometimes observed that, while the divided arable land is held on 
one existing scheme of shares or on the basis of mere de facto 
possession, the common land and the profits from grazing, wild 
fruits, thatch-grass or similar produce, as well as other common 
profits or dues—house rates and the like—may be enjoyed or 
divided on a quite different set of shares. This usually indicates 
that the original shares of the foundation have been disturbed or ; 
forgotten, as regards the cultivated holdings, and yet the co
sharers do not like altogether to ignore their proper principle ; 
they cannot help abandoning i t as regards the lands that have 
long been held in severalty, bub they still adhere to it. as regards 
profits or lands which have not been yet divided.

We may now proceed to the more specific varieties. I t  may 
be a convenience shortly, to recapitulate the list of primmy, joint 
forms before specifying these vernations. We have: (1) 
villages held on a tribal basis. As a rale, the several allotments 
are made as equal as possible : of this class the frontier and some 
other Panjab villages form our best examples. Here the ‘joint- 
holding ’ depends on the sense of unity as a clan, and on the 
feeling that all are equal and may have to submit to exchange 
holdings with a view to giving effect to that equality. There is 
no particular bond constituting village-groups as such. (2 ) 
v binges held by ‘ cultivating fraternities,’ where there has 
been no territorial rule and no aristocratic title in the family, 
but where, beginning with a small household-group settled on 
a wide area, there has gradually grown up a large clan. In 
some cases a group of villages has been formed like a number 
of buds shooting out from one parent stem, and then separating 
into so many full-blown new ‘villages.5 In  other cases certain

common to the whole village (sh a m ila i d ih );  but each p a tt l  may have in
ternally divided only part of its land, leaving some still common to the 
section (ahdm ilu t patiT). I t very frequently happens that smaller family 
(or close kindred) groups hold their shares jointly because it would be so 
inconvenient to divide them. The co-sharers may recognise a fractional 
interest in a p a t t l  which is represented by xAstt) part of a ‘ rupee ’ or less 
(see p. 315, a n te ) ; but such an interest cannot always be divided out on 
the ground, and must be enjoyed jointly with others or it would be 
useless.
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primary, secondary, and. tertiary divisions of the whole estate- 
area have been established in the days when there were but a 
few family members; but after that, all the multiplying 
descendants have obtained land per capita according to the 
actual requirements of each household as it came to maturity.
There was no thought of any particular aliquot parts of the 
whole; only care was taken that an equal division oi good and 
bad lands should be observed, and more especially that a valua
tion should he made so that the share oi the burdens (land- 
revenue or any other charges) borne by each might be in just 
proportion to the value and extent of the land held.

In contrast with this cultivating-fraternity form, where some 
traces of clan feeling are still in evidence, stands the very 
large class of villages (3) where one individual, or one or two 
together, obtained or founded the village-estate : and here it  is 
solely the ‘ joint-family ’ fully developed, and its consequent law 
of joint-inheritance, that has produced the joint-community.
Here, too, the ‘ village ’ is essential; it is the limit of the grant or 
acquisition. The heirs will divide strictly on the ancestral shares 
indicated by the ‘ genealogical tree.’ I t  is in this form that we 
have the stages, first, of the sole owner, then of his heirs holding 
undivided, and finally of complete or partial severance of the 
holdings. But in many such estates the division was made at 
a remote period. And there are some few cases where a kindred 
already numerous enough to form a village-group or something 
larger have, on acquiring a new domain, formed it and continue 
to subdivide it into so many ancestral shares, rather than into 
the equal lots of Nos. 1 and 2. The ancestral-share system is 
peculiarly open to give dissatisfaction as time goes on ; it is also 
peculiarly liable to become modified by external agency.

(4) There is a class of village still having certain features 
o f£ joint’ holding—e.g. the common responsibility for the revenue, 
which is best described negatively; it is not ‘ tribal,’ it is not 
paitidari, nor is it held on the ‘ artificial cah,’ or equalised-hold- 
ing method. There is locally some peculiarity, derived from some 
unknown source: perhaps the village is a small surviving 
remnant from some once larger body which has gradually dis
appeared ; often it is a voluntary association of cultivators, who



liave combined for protection into a ‘joint-body.’ In these cases 
the ‘ shares ’ are of various kinds.

(5) Lastly, there is a large list of villages which is only 
separable because we are in the dark as to their real original 
mode of constitution. The ‘ co-sharers’ hold each a certain 
separate area, and the fact of possession is the only known 
measure of right. The official classification has a special head 
for these ‘ de-facto-holding ’ villages. 1

Let us notice each head separately, and see what minor 
varieties arc possible.

(1) I t  is difficult to say that there is any typical or normal 
form of the purely tribal village of the Panjab. Regarding the 
co-sharers as persons, the village depends on the family con
nection which associates a number of kindred in one separate 
group, and on the conditions of life and locality which compel 
many small hamlets, or one large aboil, as the ease may be, to 
be formed. All we can ask is what is the. type of tribal-sAare ?
The examples I  have given show some variety in this respect 
which is evidently original and not induced. Generally, both 
in Biluchi and Pathan tribes, the larger divisions follow the 
branches of the first ancestral family up to a certain poin t ; 2 but 
within the khel, or other ultimate larger group, the single shares 
are per capita and equal. More rarely ancestral shares seem to 
be followed throughout, and up to the existing families. The 
principal changes that occur in such a distribution of holdings are 
more a matter of anticipation than anything else. The clan- 
connection, not being exercised in war, or by other occasions, 
will fall away and be forgotten; the general sense of the area as 
‘ the clan possession ’ in which each member has his personal 
share or right will also fade away, especially with the abandon
ment of the old custom of periodic exchange of holdings which 
kept it alive, but which becomes impossible when time and labour 
expended for years past have produced well-cultivated fields and 
farms, and when records of title and maps of permanent holdings

1 See Appendix to the chapter on the official classification of villages 
for statistical purposes.

* Even then the tappcT, &c., are not made of equal size and value; they 
are larger or smaller according to the number of houses and families in 
eaob.
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have been prepared. Under the system of dividing the land into 
lots composed of several pieces of different soils, there will be, I  
suppose, a gradual tendency for original differences to disappear 
under long cultivation, manuring, and w atering; fields will then 
be voluntarily exchanged, and by these means holdings will in 
time become consolidated lots in one place.

(2) But in the communities which I  have called the £ true 
bhamchdrd,’ and of which the Aira-khera estate in the M a t h u r a  
district1 is a perfect example, there are several natural varieties 
if not subsequent modifications. I t  will be remembered that in 
all these cases of clan-holdings and fraternities growing up on 
the spot there is never anything in the nature of holding ‘ in 
common.’ Certain large divisions may be established at an. 
early stage of the growth of the body, and within these the 
household lots or shaves for the later descendants in each group 
are added on, one by one, as the families increase. In  these 
cases very large areas are usually Occupied ; and the first modi
fication they undergo is that some of the family groups within 
each main division, having each built separate groups of houses, 
hut regarding themselves as offshoots from the parent village 
and not a t first disconnected from it, gradually blossom out into 
completely separate villages. Thus a large estate in the H amik- 
PUr district called Kheraila-khas, and containing 28-| square 
miles, was divided into six main tholi or sections, and these have 
now become separate village estates. So in the same district, 
Patara, an estate of over 9,000 acres, was divided into twelve sec
tions (there called hekrl), which have become as many ‘ villages.’
The building of the separate residence, the increase of the houses, 
and the consequent completion of the village establishment, is 
what makes the separate ‘ village: ’ the lands belonging to it  
may still be scattered, and only brought into an aggregate in the 
official registers. But sometimes a large portion of the land 
happens to lie in one block, and then in the course of time out
lying fields will be exchanged, and so the village and its land 
will be brought into a ring fence. Lastly, special customs of 
distributing the revenue charges according to standard valuation 
lots (cah, Ac.) will be given up in favour of paying according to

1 Described at p. 282 ff., ante.
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— the differential acreage-rates for soils established for assessment 
purposes by the Revenue-Settlement Officer*

But the method of sharing also shows some variation. Thus, 
in the B anda district, i f  the village was composed of no more than 
the three chief varieties of soil'—mar, parwa. and fdkar■—it was 
not necessary to make any complicated artificial lots, and for 
valuation of the holdings; i t  was sufficient to treat the members 
of the community as holding each a certain number of blghu 
measures of land ; but the h'ghd of the worst soil was in fact two 
or three times as large as the higha of the best soil. 1 In  Matx- 
rtrail, examples occur of villages in which advantage was taken of 
the natural belts into which the cultivation in the North-West 
Provinces generally is observed to fa ll: there is the c/auhfm, or 
land nearest the village site (central group of homesteads), which 
is always well irrigated and easy to manure, and is thus the most 
val uable andmost successfully cultivated; next there is the mdnjhd, 
or ‘ middle land,’ not quite so good, because not so easily supplied 
with manure, and irrigationia perhaps less certain; lastly, there is 
the hlrhti, or outlying zone of the poorest soil, probably rarely 
manured and largely dependent on the rainfall. Each holding 
will be represented on the basis of an artificial for (or to.uzi-bujhd) 
made up of a certain area in each zone of the best, middle, and 
outer land.2 3 The holdings here are scattered, but very much 
less so than under the elaborate system of soil classification 
sometimes followed—such, for instance, as that noted from the 
Bast! district.®

I  have not met with other specific forms of originally various 
(or afterwards modified) bhaidchara custom. The ‘ bhaiudiard, lot 
or share ’ must naturally vary with the simplicity or complexity 
of the actual soil distribution in the village. In  a very uniform

1 B a n d a  S. B .  p. 40. So that when the revenues are distributed at a 
uniform sum 1 per b u jh l , ' the payment is in fact fairly equal,

2 N o rth -W e s t P ro v in ce s  G azetteer, iv. 600. Thus, in one village the 
standard lot was large, viz. 90 l lg h d s  (actual measure), composed of 
25 of the best + 80 of the middle 4 35 of the poorest. In another village, 
where the lots were numerous and consequently smaller, I  find 819 lots 
each of 24 actual l lg h d s  (6 of the best + 8 of the middle + 10 of the outer 
soil-zone).

3 See p. 291, ante.
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locality the shares may be of the simplest description; 1 where 
the soil varies much, each share or lot. will be a very composite 
one. In  the latter case serious practical difficulty is to be 
looked for in the future, The tendency in such estates (as 
noted, e.g., in the E t I wa S. It., which is worth consulting on the 
subject), is for the shares to become excessively subdivided; 
and then the fact that the holding is already perhaps in three 
or five or more portions tells awkwardly; for each portion has 
to undergo the same process of subdivision. The result is that 
unless the cultivators are of superior energy, or are able to 
devise some remedy and to1 send off their surplus hands to some 
other occupation, they will surely bill into poverty and lose the 
ownership altogether. In this district, the prospects of the 
much divided bhaidchdrd estates are not very promising: the 
Settlement Officer notices that the paftvdrl (village accountant) 
is the only person who knows how to keep the account-; of 
the numerous little separate holdings, and how to apportion the 
revenue payment ; lie rules them all accordingly ; the panmyat 
has ceased to exist, and ‘ self-government ’ is a delusion.

(3) The ancestral-share, or pottidarl. villages are the most- 
likely to change of any, Here it will be remembered that, 
theoretically, if a man owns (owing to his place in the genea
logical table) say |  of j  of of thepatM or main branch
to which he belongs, he ought to be holding y&-6f  the cultivated 
area, to be entitled (on partition) to the same fraction of the 
waste, and to be paying ^  of the assessed land revenue and 
common expenses of the pa.ttx. But long before the village has 
got to this number of small shares it will probably be found 
that the correct fractions 2 have been partially, at any rate, lost 
sight of. The causes are several; they are sometimes natural,

1 It is to be regretted that the method of sharing in the large Jihlam 
elan-estates or villages (ante, p. 270) is not on record. I  believe, however, 
that it is by simple plough-lands allotted in each group according to the 
requirements of the households at the time, there being great similarity 
of soil throughout.

2 I t will always be remembered that the arithmetic of vulgar fractions 
was not known in former days to the village population, any more than it 
was to the devisers of the extraordinarily clumsy provisions (as they appear 
to us) for dividing the estate under the Muhammadan law of inheritance.


