Dhansnjayarso Gadgil Library

M AnEsaninam

GIPE-PUNE-009233




COYTEMYTS,

Plantation Labour ir India. 3y Rajani Kanta Das. 1931
PDe 1.1030

The Art of War 1n Ancient India. Beirg the yisnvanath
Marayan Mandlik Gola fedal Eesay. By Govind Tryamba
Date. 1929. pp.o1°4"1580

lales of India. Comtributed.by People who have lived
in India. By E.T.Baston & Others. 1290..pp.159-188,

\ayl (Moimer). ulimpresr 0f rosalle narvey of lasik an
her Frienae the Lepers. By A, Uonald Miller. pp.199
210,

Press and Press Laws in“India, By lependra Prasad
Chose. 1930. pp.211-263,

\.ﬁmrt History of Indian kateriglham, Sensationalim
end Hedonf'gm. My Lakerinaranjan Shastri. ;930.
rb.264-294.

---J.‘.p.co ‘-—v--

0.



PLANTATION LABOUR IN INDIA



oW oo

BY THE SAME AUTHOR

Facrory Lasour ¥y INDIA
Facrory LxcisuaTioN v INDIA
Tee Lasour Movesment I InDia

Hixpustant Workers oN THE Pacrric Coasr

Walter de Gruyther & Co., Berlin, 1923
Propucrion v INpia

Visva-Bharati Bookshop, Calcutta, 1924
Tue Inpustriar, ErrFiciexcy oF INpia

P. 8. King & Son Ltd., London, 1930



PLANTATION LABOUR IN INDIA

BY
RAJANI KANTA DAS, w. sc., rh.p.

Former Lecturer tn Economics, New York llniwrury: Sometime Special Agent
Barean of Laboar Stafistics, Unifed States Gosvernment

R. CHATTERJEE
CALCUTTA



Printed and Published by S. K. Das, B. Sc.
PRABASI PRESS
120-2, Upper Circular Road, Calcutta

Price Rs. 3/~



To

Rajani Nath Mojumdar, Esq.,
A generous friend since early youth



PREFACE

Plantation Labour in India is a study in the rise,
growth, condition and problem of the workers employed
on various plantations in India, especially on ‘the tea-
gardens in Assam. The main object of the study is a
critical analysis of the work and life of the labourer with
a view to ameliorating their condition. A brief survey
has, however been made of the conditions and prospects
of the industry, which is a means of livelihood to a con-
siderable number of the people and a source of income to
the nation. Moreover, suggestions have beed made for
formulating a social policy towards the vast labour popu-
lation, of which plantation labour is only a part and upon
the moral and material development of which depends
India’s social progress.

As indicated in his other works, the author came to
the study of the human factor in production in his search
after the elements constituting industrial efficiency, and
labour in organized industries, such as plantations and
factories, gave him an excellent opportunity to that effect.
A considerable amount of material on plautations had, in
fact, been already gathered in connection with a survey of
Indian agriculture in 1912, and after the completion of the
monograph on factory labour in 1915, attempts were made
to prepare a similar monograph on plantation labour, but
it was not until he arrived in India in 1924 that he had
an opportunity to collect sufficient material for the purpose.
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The author met, however, with two great difficulties,
namely, absence of private literature on the subject and
the lack of sufficient information on plantations other
than those in Assam. While he was not able to overcome
these difficulties, he became convinced that practically all
the valuable and available material on the subject had
already been gathered. But his occupation in other work
prevented him from publishing this monograph earlier.

The methodology and plan of work are the samein this
monograph as in that on factory labour. An industrial
system is an institution which grows out of social needs
and only a genetic study can be helpful to the develop-
ment of an intelligent social policy. While making a
comprehensive, though concise, survey, the author has
attempted to make it as objective as possible and has
followed the historical and statistical methods.

In conclusion, the author welcomes this opportunity to
express his deep gratitude to Mr. Ramananda Chatterjee,
editor, The Modern Review, for genuine sympathy and
kind interest in his work. He also wishes to thank
sincerely Mr. Ashoke Chatterjee, aa. (Cantab.), for kindly
reading the manuscript and correcting the proofs.

Calcatta.
January, 1931, Rasast Kaxra Das
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APPENDIX.

The genuineness of some of the Lokayata-Sutras
rescued from obscurity.

“The following Satras are attributed to Brhaspati,
the founder of the Lokayata School, and in them
we find the statements of the Charvakas quoted
verbatim.

(1) ufgmroasiargfcta aenfa

(x) amEgzra wQfza-faur-gu

(@) Y Eqy

(e) f%ﬁmrfzﬁxmafm

(1) =W GEw g

(@) HIREHHIRTH

(¢) <= fafuz: & gew

(z) wTTRITYE:

Of these eight Siitras the first four are quoted
by Bhaskaracharyya as the Siitras of Brhaspati of
the Lokayata school of philosophy. The first three
are also quoted by Kamalagila in his Commentary on
the Tattvasangraha and also by Gugaratna in his

Tarkarahashyadipika.* The third and seccond part
of the fourth and the seventh are quoted by Cankara

* Vide Brahma Siitra Bhashya of Bhiskarichiryya and
Cankara (IIL 3. 53.~agre aTewafa garfy ) and the Panjika
of Kamalagila (Goekwad’s Oriental Series, p. s20qgTwy aut €24-
From the context it is clear that the pronoun Zgt refers to
the Lokdyatikas) Vide also the geommentary of Guparatna
fon Sloka 84) of Saddar;aha Samuchchaya.
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in his commentary on the Vedinta Siitra. ‘The fifth,
seventh and eighth are quoted by Sadinanda in the
Advaita Brahmasiddhi as the suiras of Byhaspati.®

The fifth Sitra is quoted by Nilakantha (in his
Commentary on the Gita) as belonging to Brhaspati
of the Lokiyata school.* The sixth Siitra is collected
from the Commentary on the Sammati Tarka-
prakarapa named Tattvabodhavidhdyini of Abhaya-
devasuri.¥ The seventh aphorism is quoted (in the
Commentary on the Gita) by Cridhara as belonging
to Brhaspati of the Lokiyata school.}

We know from the Panjiki of Kamalagila on
Cloka 1864 of the Tattvasangraha* and from other
similar sources that a Cloka sometimes came to be
called a Sitra. We also know that works in a mixed
style of Siitras and verses are not rare in the field
of Sanskrit Literature. The existing editions of
Vitsyayana’s Kamasitra and Kautilya’s Artha
Castrd may be mentioned as instances to the point.
They are written in a mixed style of Sitras and
Clokas, the substance of the Siitras being sometimes
summarised in the Clokas. Madhavichiryya in his
Sarvadarganasangraha follows this mixed style of
prose and verse when giving the Charvaka view. In
view of the facts, cited above, it will not be far from
the truth to say that Brhaspati of the Lokayata school
also wrote his ‘siitra-work’ in & mixed style of Siitras
and verses and that the verses quoted by Midhava as
belonging to Brhaspati are genuine i.e, they belong

* nyre aWeife qarfa.

* Vide XVL. 11.—gurt m¥was g4y

1 Vide Gujrat Puratattva series Vol. I., p. 70— e
vvwia gay

t Vide XVI. 11.—gury yIws gy

§ wwre gt wigrifa )
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to the lost Siitra-work of Brhaspati. These verses
are quoted below.

Feufamoyaa—

= wat Aryaatat AaraT o fE:
[aaurgaRYat Grare TERIOTET ) 2
Ffadid TITnfETE wamE |

gledtgurarat sNfaw wrafaffmar o

e faen @@ spfany nfaafa |

" @faT ToaTRT q9 wematema n v

warmaie wRjat wre 99 Zfawre |
frsgtue ndlvw & < w35 afegem e
TeATIAE ST A qTAT A |
TeY-FA-F18 7 ufg afecarfar a4 o
wiiferar axrefe’ nygaga |
MRAREUR @A FRTAIIIR U ¢ |
IS GG A9 1O Fa1 94 fa?q )
WETAT 25 YaUa« A e )
afg =g wd A= ey fafmia
FRATZHAT AV T CEATF: U C !
FRGN T srafafeafias
waTAt fAwTAity dEagEad sfag e
N [ FAIA W@ GH-ferara: |
S getantz uftearat aw qgd neen
TRty foa gaarg wRitaan )
MEERTI U< S g A pwifaa |
w1t @red wg FfanraeRifcang ot
Ifa
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Mention may also be made here of some siitras,
ascribed to the Lokiyata school. They are not
directly attributed to Brhaspati. On the other hand,
there is no strong reason to prove that they do not
belong to the work of Brhaspati. There are Satras
quoted in some places as belonging simply to the
Lokayata or Charvaka school, while in other places
the same siitras are attributed to Brhaspati,

Again, there is no ground for supposing that all
these siitras belong to' Brhaspati ; for we know the
names of other siitrakiras of the Lokayata school,
namely Charvika, Purandara, Kambaligvatara and
Bhiaguri.

In any case, there is no reason to believe that
they are not the Lokiayata-siitras. They may safely
be collected as being the genuine Sitras of the
Lokayata school.

The said Siitras are the following:—

(1) = wwiey

R) w=EqwEEq

(?) sinfrwang

(s) =wryEIEY @A TOUA AT

(W TIwg e §r-way

(@) =t sinfrmfauseeinfs: s

(¢) TORfga €91 3 Faa T

(v) = @ nrfaat sy

(¢) TRIfFNEE wEEwTE:

(1+) TEE TCENE NAEHaETy avaal-
wfy faadas: e

(1) wamETaE gEat amﬁr&mﬁat

(1?) wagaRIw wwd
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The first six Siitras are ascribed by Vatsayana
in his Kamasiitra to the Lokiyata school.* The
seventh Satra is a quotation by Madusidana in his
Commentary on the Gita, and it is stated to belong
to the Lokayata school.+ The eighth Siitra is found
as a quotation by Cankarachiryya in his Commentary
on the Gita. There it is referred to as an extract
from the work of the Lokayata school.! The ninth
Siatra is quoted in the Commentary on the Tattva-
sangraha as belonging to the Lokayata school § This
Sitra is also quoted in the Commentary on the
Samm~ti Tarkaprakarana in the same form and as
belonging to the same Lokiyata school.§ The next
two Siitras are found quoted in the Commentary on
the Tattvasangraha as an extract from the work of
the Lokayata school.* The last Sdtra stated above
is quoted in the Commentary on the Sammati Tarka-
prakarana as belonging to the work of the Chirvaka
school.¥ We are tempted to add here another Satra
in Cloka form of the Svabhivavadins who are later
on identified with the Iokayatikas and the
Charvakas. This verse originally belonged to the
standard work of the Lokayata school. The verse is
this : —

F: AT AFQHT AWT
fafewwrd amufgury |

® Vide Kamasiitra 1., 2. 25—30.

t sfa wrafasn

1 «fa Sarfawelefay

§ agify l!!!.ﬂ?( g3y From the context it is evident
that the pronoun qg tefers to the Lokdyvata school.

9 Gujrat Puratattva series, p. 7I.

* Gaekwad’s Oriental series, p. 523.

1 Gujrat Puratattva series, p. 7
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wrgy fagy: wzaty fra
Quna: gxfad waaq i

In addition to the above, we find some other
Siitras of the Lokidyata school which are directly
attributed to persons other than Brhaspati. This
proves that Brhaspati was not the only worker of
this school. After him there must have been many
workers in the field. There is, therefore, no strong
evidence for the supposition that these Siitras are not
cqually genuine. These Siitras are—

(1) TRERTERRITRE T W

(x) wraT2s aaTnE wraTaTATEtafEaTg-
W oIl

() ¥ g o0 1 garfa geas:

Of these three Sitras the first is quoted in the
Commentary on the Sammati Tarkaprakaraga as be:
longing to a work of the Lokidyata school and i
attributed to a philosopher of the name of Purandara.§
Perhaps, this Purandara was the author of a later
siitra work of the Lokiyata school in which the views
of Brlraspati were expounded. The next siitra is
quoted in the Tattvasangraha—as belonging tc
Kambalisvatara, one of the earliest writers of the

1 Bhattotpala’s commentary on Brhatsamhita, Saddarcan
Samnchchaya Vritti of Guparatna, Dallana’s commentary ot
Sugruta, Chapt. I. ’

§ Vide The Sammati Tarkaprakarapa of the Gujra
Puritattva series Vol. I, p. 7o~yay yh=d gy Mos
probably this Purandarg is identical with Purandara men
tioned in the Commentary of Kamalagila and referred t
in the Tattvasangrahg of Sintarakshita. From the foot not
of the page we know tbat this Purandara is mentioned alsc
in the SyAdbhidaratnikara,
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)Lokayata system.* Perhaps, this Kambalisvatara
®Mwas another expounder of the system like Purandara.
The last sutra is quoted in the Commentary on the
Sammati Tarkaprakaraga—as a saying of the
Charvakas. t

From what has been said above, we may reason-
ably believe that all these passages are the statements
of the Charvakas quoted verbatim and they are
equally genuine although compared with the Vvast
ocean of Barhaspatya siitras now lost, they are but
a few drops.

* Vide p. s21—gyry €4 ~ wwreafa swaadiafata
t VoL 1., p. 6o—xfa wratzafufan



Extracts from some of the opinions on Frof. -
Dakshinaranjan Shastri’s Charviaka Shashitne:!

Professor F. W. Thomas (Oxford) writes : —

We can hardly now hope to recover any original treatise
of the school andy we must therefore be gratefal to yom for
giving us a collection of the most important passages where
its statements are quoted verbally or in substance. The
untroductary essays also are in my view well mformed and
instructive,

Professor Louis dela Vallie Poussin (Brusselles)
Writes : —

Your Charvika Shashti is a good piece of work and
deserves prawse both for Sanskrit and philosophical skill.
The subject is one of the most cobscure and interesting. [
find, with pleasure, that you mention some facts and opinions
which had escaped my nolice.

Professor Keith (Edinburgh) writes : —

Your work appears to be very carefully carried oat,
Professor Rapson (Cambridge) writes:—

It ia an ingenious reconstruction of the teneta of the
Lokayata system,

Mahamohopadhyidya Dr. Ganganath Jha (Vice-
Chancellor, Allahabad University) writes :—

It is & most interesting compilation and bears evidence
of great industry.

Mahamohopadhyaya Professor Kuppuswami
Shastri M.A., IES (Madras) writes in an article
(Recent work in Indian thought. The New Era,
December, *28) :— .

It may not be out of place to refer in this eonnection
to the somewhsat amusing attitudinisation which. one cannot
help noticing in an interesting and useful compilation by

Mr. Dakshinaranjan Shastri, M.A. which was published in
Calcutta last month nnder the name of Charvika Shashti.

Professor Riadhakrishnan (Calcutta University)
writes : —

Those who wish to study Indian Materialism from
Sanskrit eources will find the book extremely unseful. The
New Era, Nov., 1928.

Principal Gopinath Kaviraj, M.A., (Benares)
writes : —

The author has spared no pains to make his compilations
thorough and useful. There is no doubt that this contnba-
tion to the study of Lokfyata Philosophy will find an
honuvured place in the history of Indian thonght.

Professor Dhirendramohon Dutt, M.A., P.R.S,,
(Patna) writes :-——

FIRNT T AV08 (TIEE i fve e6w aifin o @iy

wivifa fafen w1 WS Sikitwr ¥ AveR B g B



