
KERALA : THE HOMELAND OF THE MALAYALEES, 
was the title of a book in Malayalam which I wrote in 1947 
and which was published in the beginning of 1948. The first 
part of that book traced the history of Kerala down to the 
establishment of British authority and covered the same 
ground as is covered by Chapters II, III and IV and partly 
Chapter V of the present book. The second part of that book 
described the transformations in Kerala’s social order which 
British rule brought about; that is covered by Chapters V and 
VI of the present book. The third part traced the origin 
and development of the National Democratic Movement of 
Kerala and covered the same ground as Chapters VII, VIII, 
IX and X of the present book.

Being the first effort to apply the general principles of 
Historical Materialism to the National Democratic Movement 
of Kerala, that book was bound to suffer from various dis
crepancies. I was myself conscious of the limitations of my 
attempt and hence, in my preface to that book, invited cri
ticisms and suggestions from the public. Various friends 
offered those criticisms and suggestions to me, some of which 
took the form of polemical articles in the press. These cri
ticisms and suggestions, as well as the general discussion 
that has been taking place during the last four years in the 
ranks of the Communist Party regarding the character, stage 
and class forces of the democratic revolution in India, helped 
me to see the inadequacies and fallacies of the various gene
ralisations made by me in the original book. I, therefore, 
decided to completely revise it. The result of that revision 
is now being presented to the non-Malayalee public.

While writing the original book, I was seriously handi
capped by the fact that there was not, to my knowledge at 
1he time, anything in the authoritative works of Historical 
Materialism which would give the clue to the crucial problem 
of the history of Kerala—how and why the matriarchal family 
has continued to exist in Kerala down to the 20th century 
while it was superseded in all civilised countries in the cen-
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tu ries  before Christ? M y book could no t give a satisfactory 
solution to the  problem . Since the publication of th a t book, 
how ever, I was able to study  certain  contributions by B ritish  
M arxist historians (Thomson, C hristopher Hill, Gordon 
Childe, etc.) On the  problem  of th e  replacem ent of th e  m a tr i
archal by  the patriarchal fam ily in G reece and  some other 
countries (in the colum ns of the  Labour M onthly  and M odern  
Q uarterly). The study  of these articles, together w ith  a  re 
study  of Engels’ Origin of the Fam ily  and M arx’s Letters on 
India, helped me to revise th e  understanding  which form ed 
the basis of the ea rlie r p arts  of m y book.

It was in  the  m idst of th is th a t Com. S talin’s celebrated 
work, On Linguistics, appeared and revolutionised scientific 
thought. His new  teachings regarding Basis and S uperstruc 
tu re , the  fact b rough t ou t by  him  that, fa r  from  being m erely 
a m irro r of the  basis, th e  sup erstru c tu re  does very  often act 
independently  of th e  basis, and even influences the  tran s
form ation of th e  basis, s tru ck  m e as th e  guiding line for the 
stu d en t of K erala’s h istory  whose job it is to  explain such a 
m ysterious phenom enon as the  co-existence of the m atria r
chal fam ily and a m ilitarist-feudal S ta te  in  m ediaeval K erala. 
This helped me to fu rth e r  revise m y understanding.

Needless to say th a t the  resu lt of these revisions, as set 
ou t in the  following pages, w ill evoke b itte r  criticism  on the 
p a rt of the  champions of the  trad itional h istory  of K erala. 
I t  is n a tu ra l that, rejecting, as I  am  doing, the  basic u n d er
standing of both  the  D ravidian and A ryan  schools of the 
trad itional history of K erala, I w ould be  a ttacked  by both. 
I w ould natu ra lly  welcome these attacks, since it is necessary 
for the  pro letarian  point of view  of h istory  to come into con
flict w ith  the ru ling class point of view. I  am sure  that, in 
exposing these ru ling class points of view  of history, I would 
have the  cooperation of dozens of M arxist s tudents of K era la’s 
history.

I  would also welcome fra terna l criticism s of M arxist h is
torians of th e  point of view  set forth  in  the following pages. 
I need not say th a t it is only th rough the process of intense 
discussion among M arxists th a t a  correct understanding can 
be developed on the problem s of K erala’s history.
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M adras, M ay 24, 1952
E. M. S. NAM BOODRIPAD

Chapter I

INTRODUCTORY—D ESCR IPTIV E

(1)

The M adrasi, o r  th e  South Indian, is, in  th e  eyes of an 
o rd inary  N orth  Indian, one type of Indian ju st like th e  Ben
gali, the P un jab i etc. The en tire  people of M adras or South 
Ind ia are  to  them  the  same. I t  is only recently, and  th a t too 
am ong the politically-conscious sections of the  N orth  Indians, 
th a t the  fact has become know n th a t w hat a re  called the 
M adrasis or the  South  Indians a re  composed m ainly of 4 n a 
tionalities—A ndhra, K am atak , Tam il and M alayalee—each 
of whom  is as different from  the  o ther as the  Bengali is from  
the  H industhani or th e  O riya o r th e  Assamese, and as the 
P un jab i is from  th e  H industhani, or th e  Sindhi, or the  
G ujerati.

I t  is therefo re  n a tu ra l th a t th e  leaders of the  W orking 
Class and D em ocratic M ovements in  N orthern  India are  not 
aw are of th e  specific problem s th a t th e ir comrades in  South* 
Ind ia have to  face. T hey are, for exam ple, surprised to  h ear 
stories about the  an ti-N orthern  m ovem ent of th e  D ravida 
Kazhagam  in Tam ilnad, the  trem endous m ass response to the 
anti-H indi slogans of the  Kazhagam  etc. N or a re  th ey  able 
correctly  to assess the  strength  of feeling for an A ndhra  
Province and its significance in the  politics of M adras State. 
These and other problem s of the m utua l relations of the four- 
m ajor nationalities of M adras, among them selves as well as 
w ith  the n o rthern  nationalities, have acquired such a v ital 
im portance in the  national politics of India th at it is idle to 
ta lk  of building a N ational Dem ocratic F ron t if the en tire  
Indian W orking Class and Dem ocratic M ovem ent does not 
pay close atten tion  to them  and help in th e ir  solution. To 
neglect them  is to allow the reactionaries to fan national 
h a tred  and d isrup t the  unity  of th e  common dem ocratic 
m ovem ent of the  Indian people.
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