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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 progreR8. 

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, luch as plantations and 
factories, gave him an excellent opportunity to that effect. 
A considerable amount of material on plantations had, in 
fact, been already gath~red in connection witll a surl"ey of 
Indian agriculture in 1912, and after the completion itf 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 same in 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 ha.~ 

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, M.A. (Cantab.), for kindly 
reading the manuscript and correcting the proofs. 

Calcutta. 
January, 1931. 
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APPENDIX. 

The genuinenell8 of lome of the Lokayata·Sutra. 
re.cued from oblcurity. 

·The following Siitras are attributed to Brhaspati, 
the founder of the Lokayata School, and in them 
we find the !?tatements of the Chiirviikas quott:u 
verbatim. 

tzf'4c!lC!~an ~ I !f(rn rratfif 
"~~1.t 1R')tf~·fCRt'-f·m 
~ .. ~ 
fcfi~tfOO~~ .. .. 
Cfi11J ~Cfi': g~tU~: 

~~ lUi' il'I:rJ:Il1tllf. 
~ Afsre: Cfi'17.1: ~: 
m-.rit?4IQq,f: 

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 Kamala~i1a in his Commentary on 
the Tattvasangraha and also by GUJ;1aratna in his 
Tarkarahashyadipika. * The third and St.'Cond part 
of the fourth and the seventh are quoted by ~ankara 

• Vide Brahma Sutra Bhashya of BhaskarlchAryya and 

~nkara. (III. 3. 53'-iIllT~ iI'Ti~R ~. ) and the Paojlk.i 

of Kamala~ila (Goekwad'8 Oriental Series, p. 510~ 'il1I1l{'!1,[' 

From the context it is clear that tbe pronoun ~lI(f refers to 

the Lokayatikas) Vide also the eommentary of GIl~aratoa 

(on Sloka 84) of Saddarca~a Samllchchaya. 
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in his commentary on the Vedanta Sutra. The fifth# 
seventh and eigbth are quoted by Sadananda in the 
Advaita Brahmasiddhi as the suuas of Brhaspati.· 

The fifth Sutra is quoted by Nilakantha (in his 
Commentary on the Gita) as belonging to Brhaspati 
of the Lokayata IIChool.· The sixth Sutra is collected 
from the Commentary on the Sammati Tarka­
prakaraJ,la named Tattvabodhavidhayini of Abhaya­
devasuri. t The seventh aphorism is quoted (in the 
Commentary on the Gita) by ~ridhara as belonging 
to Brhaspati of the Lokayata schoo1.f 

We know from the Panjikii of Kamala~ih on 
Cloka 1864 of the Tattvasangraha* and from other 
similar sources that a Cloka sometimes came to be 
caI1ed a Sutra. We also know that works in a mixed 
style of Sutras and verses are not rare in the field 
of Sanskrit Literature. The existing editions of 
Vlitsyayana's Kiimasutra and Kautilya's Artha 
Castra may be mentioned as instances to the point. 
They are written in a mixed style of Sutras and 
Clokas, the substance of the Sutras being sometimes 
summarised in the Clokas. Madbavacbiiryya in his 
Sarvadar~anasangraha follows this mixed style of 
prose and verse when giving the Chiirviika view. In 
view of the facts, cited above, it will not be far from 
the truth to say that Brbaspati of the Lokiiyata school 
also wrote his 'sutra-work' in a mixed style of Siitras 
and verses and that the verses quoted by Miidbava as 
belonging to Brhaspati are genuine i.e. they belong 

• "~cl,,wnflr ~ •. 
• Vide XVI. 11.-,11" ~;~~ W"\ 
t Vld. Gujrat Puratattva aeries Vol. I· t p. 70- nny 

1'(Wfif W"\ 
t Vld, XVI. u.~ '";~ ~~ 

'M'1.1I~r1'l1 . 
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~o the IOit Siitra-work of Brhaspati, These \'crscs 
are quoted below, 

T"Jf?Tilltq'ffill-

~ ~1Tl 'ifTllem1C11 ~ ~~: 
'{C1q({1y~ql~;rt~ ~~: II! n 
;qf~ "lHnil ~1 f (d ~CI$ :ttliil tj 4l'Zol I 

'sf~~,~t Gflf<f!fil 'ffi!fiff1\rm II , /I 

qri~: ~ ~~it 1tmfi'l' I 
, ~f1rrrr ~ 131 q I it it ffiJI' Cfi~~ II 1 II 

ifflfomiN GfoollT 1!iR" ~ (lfi:r~ I 
'" 

fi1OC1i({1~ tr~q~ l'i~: ~q~'71~T1t \I 8 u 
~'1'l'1'f1:N Gfitiifi' ~ ~ ~ I 
~-1rn-~if 1lf1!l arnnuf(i'n 11'1. II 

~lif~i1T ~pi 1t~~0a~liti1: I 

RliQl~iW1lrft~li1lqa ~~'t~ 11.1\ 

Cl1WJ5l~q ~ Gf~ mt 1ftefT vri fq~ I 
~~i1'~ ~ 9.,(I'lq'; ~: II 0 /I 

m~ ~ ~ ~ ~ fqfinirr: I 

~~ if~i'I' ~~ijql{t+!l: II c: II 

frn?l13l1~of\q I~ imif~f~f~" I 
ilffi;rT ~R'liIUdMt it(!:t~tf"ea~ ~ II to II 

~ ~~ ~tu ~'~-ff'l2J1'E1(f: I 
-~ .~ fl . . 
~~""I ~Icqll~ Q qRli11~: VIR''' Ie /I 

~T(.{N ~ qa1iJl," ~mt.1 
ll~~ lR ~ ~rw QJlrf Jl<ilremt I 
m".-rt ~?l1 Cffi;IiJl'EI(ijmn:i1f{ II t r II 

if?, 
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Mention may also be made here of some stitras, 
ascribed to the Lokayata schoo1. 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 Sutras 
quoted in some places as belonging simply to the 
Lokayata or Cbarvaka school, while in other places. 
the same sutras are attributed to Brhaspati. 

Again, there is no ground for supposing that all 
these siitras belong td Brhaspati j for we know the 
names of other sutrakaras of the Lokayata school, 
namely Charvaka, Purandara, Kambalasvatara and 
Bhaguri. 

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

The said Siitras are the following:-

(r) "~4ti ... tq 
(~) 

<\) 
(8) 

(II.) 

Cd 
(e) 

1l'QqtMliR i~ 

,,1i,f4tfiiR'" 

til'1lqff~) "C~'lri ~ ~ 
~~ ~: m-WJ",~'R( 

lIi "i II F4 Cfi I ~mrt1If1.tcIi: Cfi i Qiq ClJ: 
~ f.. ...-'II '(: ,,=4 ~~ 1(!f ..... ('fi'(: ~: 

(t:) lfi'RI1(!f Qtmt tfil(ClJ't 

(l) ~fcfi"ii'tSlllCm{ T:I~ 

(,.) {"~lCfiq(~lCfi 1R~~~­
m f~Cfi: ~T1J: 

(n) 1l111t4lijq ~T ~.,F~4in:q(: 

(t'~) ACij\lilqqi 1fIi~ 
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The first six Sutras are ascribed by Viit~yana 
in his Kamasutra t() the Lok:lyata school.* The 
seventh Sutra is a quotation by Madusudana in his 
Commentary on the Gita, and it is stated to belong 
to the Lokayata school. t The eighth Sutfa is found 
as a quotation by <;ankarachiiryya in his Commentary 
on the Gita. There it is referred to as an extract 
from the work of the Lokayata school.t The ninth 
Sutra is quoted in the Commentary on the Tattva­
sangraha as belonging to the Lokayata school § This 
Sutra is also quoted in the Commentary on the 
Sammn.ti Tarkaprakarat;la in the same form and as 
belonging to the same Lokiiyata school.lI The next 
two Sutras are found quoted in the Commentary on 
the Tattvasangraha as an extract from the work of 
the Lokayata school.· The last Sutra stated above 
is quoted in the Commentary on the Sammati Tarka­
prakaraI,la as belonging to the work of the Chiirviika 
school. t \Ve are tempted to add here another Sutra 
in <;loka form of the Svabhiivaviidins who are later 
on identified with the Lokayatikas and the 
Charvakas. This verse originally belonged to the 
standard work of the Lokiiyata school. The verse is 
this :-

Cfi: ... Cfi,.....;e ..... Cfi--I.,~i Rum ~m 
~ 'l'IQf-<lCilI'j' 

• ride Kamiisiitra I., 2. 25-30. 

t ,f,( ~~ftr<fiT: 
: n., ~nfl:f(qt{ 
§ ~~ 1I~""'t ~'fl{. From the context it is njd~nt 

that the proooun .,~ I'efers to the Louyata &choal. 

11 Gujrat Puratattva series, p. 71. 

• Gaekwad's Ori~ntal series, p_ 523. 

t Gujrat Puratattva senes. p. 7~-
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~~: ,*~fji;f f.rIii 
~tr.~~~n 

47 

In addition to the above, we find some other 
SlUms of the Lokayata IIChool 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 Satras are not 
equally genuine. These Sutras are-

(t) "'Wq«Jltf\Cij~I~~"J"l~.qf-t"~l{: 
('~) ~~ ?fffi"m.r "ICijlql"~~· 

~emf<t 
(l) 'iR''f( q~~a1'f~" \aWu T"l~: 
Of these three SUtras the first is quoted in thE 

Commentary on the Sammati TarkaprakaraJ.1.a as be· 
longing to a work of the Lokayata school and i! 
attributed to a philosopher of the name of Purandara.§ 
PerhaJ)S, this Purandara was the author of a latel 
sutra work of the Lokayata school in which the view! 
of Brlmspati were expounded. The next sutra i! 
quoted in the Tattvasangraha-as belonging tc 
Kambalasvatara. one of the earliest writers of thE 

t Bhattotpala's commentlLfY on Brbatsamhita, Sadd~anl 

Samnchcbaya Vritti of GUQaratna, Dallana's commentary 01 

Sn~rl1ta, Chapt. I. 

I l'ld. The Sammati Tarkaprakar&.J;la 01 the Gnjra 

I'urllUittva series Vol. I .• p. i'O-llq q"( ~1{ Mos 

probahly this I'nrand8l"ll, is identical with Pnrandara men 

tioned in the Commentary of Kama~ila and referred tl 

in the Tattvasangrah4 of SAntarakshita. From the foot not< 

of the pilge ~e know that this Pl1randara is mentioned ats< 

in the SyAdbhAdaratnwra. 
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tLokayata system. * Perhaps, this Kambal.lsvatara 
"was another expounder of the system like PlIrandara. 
The last sutra is quoted ill the Comml'otary 00 the 
Sammati Tarkaprakaraf}a-a.!> a saying of the­
Charvakas. t 

From what has been said above, We may rea!oOn­
ably believe that all these passages are the statements 
of the Charvakas '}tloted verbatim and they are 
equally gl'nuine although compared with the \'ast 
ocean of Barhaspatya siitras now lost, they are but 
a few drops. 

• Vide p. 521-8'"" ~1i-~ilfll.Iij"T.aU~ I 
t VoL I., p. &;-~1( ~u~fc1l1{ 



Extract. Irom .ome 0/ the opinion. on PrO/': ' 
Da~shinaranjan Shastri', Chan)a~(J Shasht~· ~ 

Professor F. W. Thomas (Oxford) writes:-
W. can hardly DOW hope to recover any original treatise 

of the eclwol and we mOBt therefore be gratefal &0 Yo8 for 
ll'ivlDg al a COllectioD of the moat important pasaa-gee wbere 
It I .tat~menta are quoted verbally or ID .ubs~ce, The 
IDtroductary esaay. a180 are in my view well IDfonned and 
instruc:ti ve. 

Professor Louis dela Vallie PoussiD (Brussellea) 
writl."'S :-

Your Chlirviika Sbashti il a good piece ~ '9Ork and 
deserves praISe both fot Sanskrit and philO8Ophi~1 skill. 
'l'be lubject il one of the DlOIlt ob8C11re and interesting. I 
{Ind. with 1>~4Surll. that y01l tnen/i()fl $Om6 lads a,," ottniollr 
",hlch had uca1>6" my flOUeI, 

Professor Keith (Edinburgh) writes:-
Your work appeal'll to be very carefnlly carrir.d DIlt. 

ProfeSllor Rapson (Cambridge) writes:-
It ill 4\D ingenioWl reconstructlOD of the tenettJ 01 the 

!.okAyata system, 

Mabiimohopiidhyiiya Dr. Ganganiitb JM (Vic..--e­
Chancellor, Allahabad University) writes:-

I~ i8 a moet iDteresting l.'ompilatioD and bears evidence 
of great industry. 

Mahamohopadhyiiya Professor Kllppuswami 
Shastri M.A., I.E.s. (Madras) writes in an article 
(Recent work in Indian thought. The New Era, 
DL"Cembcr, '28):-

It may Dot be oat of place to ref~r in this MonectlOD 
to the somewhat amusinll attitudinisation whIch one cannot 
help noticmg in an interesting and useful compilation by 
IIlr. Dakshmaranjan Shastri, M.A. whIch was published in 
Calcutta last month Dnd~r the name of Chiirvaka Shashti. 

Professor Rlidhakrishnan (Calcutta University) 
writes :-

Those who WIsh to study Indian lIIaterialism frona 
Sanskrit _rees will find the book enremely useful. Th~ 
New Era, Nov., 1928. 

Principal Gopinath Kaviraj, M.A., (Benares) 
writt.-s :-

The author has spared no pains to make his compilations 
thorougb and useful. There is DO doubt that thIS cootnbu· 
tlOD to the st~dy of Lokliyata Philosophy WIll Dnd aD 
hOllt>ured place III th~ history of IndIan thought. 

Professor Dhirendramobon Dutt, M.A., P .R.S., 
(Patna) writes:-
~1f'!~~~~m.~'W~~ ~., 

~~ Rfq 1t'1 rtA ~ q J(~ .. frn .. ~ ~l1il 


