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Commissien did mot expect that this measure would yleld
any significant acreage for redistridution. The Panel ea
Land Reforms set wp by the Plaaning Comaission ia 1955,
reaffirmed the seiling principle and asserted that for the
purpese of eeiling fixatioam, the aggregate arsa of all the
menbers of a t_&ly sheuld be the deteraining factor.

The Sesond Five-YTear PFlan alse endorsed the same
approach stated ia the First Plan, It said, "Fer duilding
up a progressive rural economy, it is esseatial that dis-
parities in the ewnership ef land sheuld be greatly reduced.
In view of the existing pattera of distridution and sise of
agricultural holdings, redistridustion of land im excess of
a celling may yiald relatively limited results, Reverthesless,
1t 1s impertans that some effective steps sheuld be taken
in this directiem during the Second Iive-YTear Plan 80 as
" to afferd eppertunitiea to landless sections of the rural
population to gain & secial status and te feel a sense of
epportunity squally with ether sesstions of the cu-unity."
‘The Seeond Plan alse weat om reserd that a reasonable eeil-
ing should equal "about three family heldings® and it was
left entirely te the State Cevermments, te decide whether
the eeilings should apply eam ar iadividual or family basis.

" The “-tndla; cﬂittu ‘of the Btticml Denlopcat
cmeu ucidod in 1957 that the States which had mot yot
meud lncuury 1.;1-1.;1« should de se 1 3 4 the end of
Mareh 1959 and the laws sheuld be implemented withim a
peried of abeut three years. The Indian Katioaal Congress
pnud'a mol.nuon i 1959 urging the State Covermments to
enact ceiling l.uhlauon axpodtt.l.mly. is a resuls of
these poncy direcuom mt of the State Ganmonn,

n cmhuus Segond Five Year Flan, Covermment
of India 9“. p. 178.
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ineluding that of Naharashtra, enacted ceiling laws by
1963,

In the ease of the Kabarashtra State, the drafs Bill
of Ceiling en Land Holdings was firss published eam Ath
Augusi 1959, but due te the impending recrganisstiea of
~ the thena State of Mﬁy, its gonsideration was postpened.
Prier te this draft Bill, the previsicns relating to eeil-
ing on land heldings ware incarporated in the respestive
Tenaney Aots for Western Maharashtra, Vidarbha and Marath-
wada. ‘l_'hon yroviltm. however, were nsver pu% inte
operation and were ripnlu in 1961, mor'tho formation
of the present State of Kaharashtra, the issue of eseiling
on land holdings was sgaim taken up, The former Bill ea
Ceiling on land holdings was subsequently revised and was
passed by both the Houses of Legislature im April 19%61.
The new Act, called the Maharashtra Agricultural Lands

(Ce1ling on Holdings) Acs, 1961, was brought inte ferce
with effect frem 26th Jamuary 1962, | |

1.1 Ihe Maharashtra Ceiling Act

The Kabarashtra Agricultural Lands (cuuu oa
Eoldings) Act 1961, henmseforth referred teo as the 'Prineipsl
Aet', came inte foree oca 26th January 1962 and the firss
phase of surplus land distributioa bdegan with the enforece-
ment date (1.0, 26th Jamuary 1962) and continued upte 2nd
October 1975, when some of the impertant provisions ia
respect of the ceiling area and also the distribution of
the surplus land were amended. 7Thus, the *Prinecipal Act'
iu smended by Maharashtra 21 of 1975, the se amended Act,
henceforth referred teo as the *Revised Act’, came inte
foree from 2ad October 1975.
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The eeiling area prescridbed under the Principal Acs
varied between 66 and 10 acres of dry erop land, the
lowest eategory of srop land, falling under sub-glause (d)
‘of Clause § of Section 2 or its equivalent area ia the
ether sategories 1.,¢, lands falling under sub-clauses (a)
or (b) or {¢) of Clause 5 of Segtion 2, for various 'lecal
areas' as ilvon in the Firss Schedule to the said Act. |
The deb ncndc‘ by 'Naharashtra 21 of 1975' net oauly
IMM the cd.l.lu area butu further prescribed a uniforam
ul.uig area all iur the State by introducing sudb-elause
(o) in Clause 5 of Seetioa 2 and thersby did away with
the nrl.!ur mentiensd variations im ceiling Qrcn' of erop
land for various 'Joeal sreas!, the lecal ares’ becoming
redundant with the imtroduction of sub-clause (3), In
fact sub-¢lause (4) of Clause 5 of Section 2 of the
Prncipnl let was split iate twe as sub-glause (C)__qrcht-
fing te lands under paddy cultivation ia major paddy grow-
ing areas of the State for a continucus peried of thres
-years m‘dhicly preceding the comsensement date and sube-
clause (o) relating te dry crop land other than thas falling
under subeglause (d). The First Schedule of the Prinecipal
Aet was substituted in the light of the amendments under
"Jaharashtra 21 of 1975%. This substitution of the First
Sehedule of the Primcipal Aet in the Revised Act itself
would have adversely affected the extent of maximum arsa
alloeakle te 1nd1vldu1 grantees under Sectionm 27' of the
Principal Act. However, Section 27 of the Prineipal Act
was alse substituted by ‘Maharashtra 21 of 1975's This
substitutioa of sectiom 27 of the Principal Aet in the
Revised Act was with a view te glving effect te the poiiey
of the State tovards seguring prinesiples spesified in
clause (b) and e¢lause (¢) of mteio 39 of the Constitution.



Section 27 of the Revised Agt drastically reduced the
maxisum ares allocable te individual grantees as against
that allocable under the Prinecipal Ach and thus brought
about & significant difference in the area allotted te
grantees under the Principal Act and the Revised Aet.

Thus, distridutien of the surplus land, surplus over
the ceiling area preseribed umder the Prineipal snd the
Revised Act ocourred in twe distinet phases. The two
phases of distribution are based on the date of enforcement
of the Principal snd the Revised Act. The megessity te
distinguish betweea the Principal Act and the Revised Ast
arises in view of the differente im the maximum area
allocable to individual grantees as per provisions of the
respective Acts, Distridution of the surplus land, however,
was dome according te the 1ist of priorities laid dowa ia
She Prineipal Act and which ¢ontinued to remaia the same
under the Revised Act as well. The liss of priorities

was as under g A .
The Act provides thas 3

(1) Lf the surplus land belonged te a persoa who, by
resuning land from his temant before 2md October 1975 had
Tendered the tenmant landless suech surplus land was firet
te be 9offered teo the tenant; | |

(2) If any surplus land formed part of one or more
eompact blocks, thea such surplus land was £irst te be
offered %o the landlerd whe had leased it dbus had met
sxercised his right of resumption under the Tenanecy Act,

(3) Of the remaining surplus land {exeluding lands
referred nbeio) 50 per sent was reserved for distridution
to landless persons from the Scheduled Castes, Seheduled
Tribes end landless perseons belenging to Fomadie Tribes



motified dy the State Govermeat,
(4) The rest of the total uurplus land was offered ia
the follewimg order t
(a) Landless tenant rosiding either in the village
where tho aurplus 1. -ltuatod or withim ites radius of eight
tilenotori; _ | h
() A persen whe had leased his land te sn under-
taking rurcrr.d to in Scction 28, whe 13 a resident of the
taluka in uhieh tho surplul land 15 situsted and uhoao net
anaual ineame does not exceed Rs.4000/-3
(e) s.rving ncahor- of the armed forces and ex-
lcrvicencn;
{d) Other landless persens,

" The Aet further provides that while making distribu-
tion of the daclared lurpiﬁs land, it should be seen that
as far as possidle the total holding of the allottee after
grant of the surplus land does not exceed eme hectare of
land falling under class (a), of one and half hectares of
land falling under elass {b), or twe hectares of land
falling under claas (e) or (d) or three hectares of land
falling nndor elaat (e). The occupaney prieo payable in
rcspoct or surplu: land granted, 1: te bo the sane as the
cunpcnsttiol calcnlatod tor that lnnd, and 18 to be paid
at the most 1ia 15 nnuual 1nntalnenta. Thc nurplul land
(rantod eannet ho aold or othorviso trtnlrcrrod or pnrti-

B

tioned vithout tho porlillion of thc c.lloetor. execept fur
pnrpost of nortgagc uith tho Govornncnt or a Cooporativo
Land Bovelopuont Bank for socuring a loan.

1.2 Obfectives of the Fmouiry -

The Estimates Committee of the NMaharashtrs Legislature
in 1ts Repors fer the year 1977-78, recommended that an-
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evaluation of the programme of the laplementation of the

Haharsshtre Agricultural lands (Ceiling ea Holdings) Acs,
1961 be made with the fellewing objectives in view 3

*{1) to assess the'quality of lands allotted i.e.
whether they are cultivadle or otherwisej where the lands
are not gultivable whether they c¢an be brought wnder cultiva-
tion by undertaking some developmental ocperations;

{2) to recoamend the steps that ¢ould be taken te
assist the allettees fua the Selsction of seeds ete, and
to provide them with facilities fer borrewing and ploughing
of land with a view to increase the agricultural preduciion
from the land} |

(3] to ascertain and recczmend the facilities (such
a8 irrigation facility) which eould be provided to the
allottees for developing the land and what step gould be
taken for the purposej and

(4} to assess the overall success of the scheme,
particularly with reference te whether there is any marked
improvedent im the egoncmic gonditions of the allottees.®

The present study was undertakenm by the Gokhale
Institute of Polities and Econcmies, Pune, at the instance
of the Plnnnihs Cepartaent, Goverament of Maharashtra, as
per their Kesolutiom Ne, EVA-1077-1h-Div II dated 4th July
1978, in pursuance of the above moted points of reference.
The following exgerpts may be quoted from the write-up for
the present study of evaluation of the implementation of
ths Adct prepared dy the Revenue and Forest Lepartment,
Government of Haharashtra, and appended with the reselution
to elaborate the objectives of the study.

“The revised Land Ceiling Act was brought into force
wvith effect frem 2nd Uctober 1575. Under this ict, till
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the end of August 1977, '1,40,767 hectares of land has been
declared surplus; eut of which 1,088,302 hectares has been
distriduted te 72,375 allottees, JNearly €0 per eent of

the laﬁd Rhas been distributed to landless persons delonging
to backward ¢lass.®

The péogrtls‘r.pértl indfcate that about 3;500'
hoctaronrdr the lazd cannot be distributed as {t is un-
cultivadle., Againm, all the lands that have been declared
surplus and distriduted are not of the same guality, ¥hile
scme of these lands are cultivable and of quite a good qua-
1ity, the others may reqguire dQVOIOpmdntal operations for
bringing them under cultivation. The allottees of the land
also, by and large, belong to the econcmically weaker sec~
tions of the Seciety and do mot possess ﬁoccssaryhinplenontl
ota. for bringing the lands alletted to theam under cultiva.
tion. Care has already been takcn.to sake the n;lottoes
memders of thcnvillago cooperative loeietloi, 80 28 to
edable them to obtain leans from ecooperative financing
;;cncioa. A programze of borrowing and pleughing the lands
granted te the allottees with the assistance of village
Sekhar !arkhﬁnﬁn. tractor owners, otc. was also takenm up
in 1976 Xharif Season,

*The success or otherwise of the implementation of
the Land Ceiling Act will depend upenm 3

{1) ¥Yhether the nllotiaol have been able te bring the
lands allotted to thcn.undnr cultivation,

(2) ¥hether the measure has ultimately resulted in
increasing the food production,

(3) Whether the measure has resulted im Laproving .
the sconomie sondition of the allottee.”
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| rho wito-ip has rmhcx; stressed that the study

would have to be undertaken with reference te the ro_ui' |
objocuv“n recomnended by thc'. Estimates Coumittee, The
presest study, therefore, ~at£npti te exanine the izplemen-
tation ef the Act with reference to the four ocbjectives
stated c;rlicr in thc !_‘bur lapio distriets of the Kahare-
shtra étato. |

1.3 Selection of the Sarple Districts

By the end of Octobar 1976, the total area declared
as surplus im the whele of Maharashtra State was around
2,23,40A hectares uader both the Principal and the Revised
Act, Of this, about 1,56,522 hectares were fimally dis-
triduted to 84,173 allottees ia the State, The remainirng
area of 66,882 hectares was mot taken possession of and
henee was not svalladle for distribution, This area was
iavolved in the appesals and wris petitions made by the
surplus land helders to the Maharashtra Revemue Tribunal,
High Court and the Supreme Court. The Divisionwize and
districtwise distribution of the total deslared surplus
land, distributed land and the mumber of allottees under
the Prineipal and the Revised Ac¢t are given in Tables
1.1 t0 1.3, 1t may be moted from the tablesthat the
uvirago distributed surplus land per allottee varied
between 1.31 and 2.00 'hoctafes in the four divisions of
the State. The imterdistrict variastions in the aversge
surplus land distributed per allottee was alse, more or
less, of the same order. |

It was deecided to select ome districs each from the
four Divisions of the State te undertakse a detalled
enquiry into the distribution of the surplus land., Aecord-
ingly we sslected Thane district, from the Bombay divisionp
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Table® 1,1 1 Surplus area declared end distributed
m— . under the Principal act

' Arsa Surplus No. of Area per
Districh declar- ares allot- allottes
: ' ed adistri- tes =

surplus  buted

Bombay S, A‘D.

Thena 4,236 2,765 2,821  0.98
Kulaba 4,217 2,229 2,248 0.99
Esgtnagiri 646 228 117 1.95
Nasik 1,583 4l 270 2.63
Dhule 1,002 _ 632 329 1.92
Jalgson 1,668 1,230 450 2.73.
Total 13,352 1,795 6,235 1.25
~ Ahmednagar ho315 2,753 1,189  2.32
Pune - eﬂzt 3,967 1,816  2.18
Satara 4,691 “,942 T 927 3.17
Sangli 2,208 1,996 1,215 1.64
Solspur 3,704 - 2,196 889 2.49
Kolhapur 4,099 1,946 1,307 1.49
Total 25,135 | 15.798 7.335 2.15
Aurangebad 3,688 2,655 1,300 2.04
Parbhani 6,440 1,285 429 2.90
Eanded 1,256 528 255 2.07
Total 16,761 8,132 32142 2.59
_ Buldhena 2,359 2,018 872 2.31
Anravati 7,528 5,135 2,564 2.00
Yeotmal 10,783 9,034 2,873 3.14
Wardha 6,017 3,907 1,648 2-3Z
Negpur 3,223 2,076 722 2.
Bhandars - . 928 64) < h8h 1.33
Chandrepur 2,81 1,810 862 2.10

Grand Total 98,855 62,769 28,982 2.17

------------------Q-‘-----ﬂ-

-+
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Table 1.2 1 Surplus area declared ‘snd distriduted
under the Revised act ~ - !

. . T -
—-'----------------ﬂ---------

Area Surplas  Fo. of Ares per
Districs dcler= ~“areda = gllos»  allottes
od - distri- tees’

surplus  buted

- * . - Mo . S . . r - .
.---.-----‘------------ﬂ-".

Bombay 3.D,." 2% - - -

Thana ' : A|66’ ' 3.909 3'3 &6 '.‘7
Ratnagiri 6,830 5,606 3,727 1.50 -
Nasik 2,721 2,105 - 1,339 - 1.57
Shule 1,649 . 1,380 20s 171
Jalgson 1,537 1,163 8t 1.38
Totsl . 21,920 17,089 12,751 134
Ahmednsgay 5,080 i,)ST‘ 2,565 1.1
Pune 5,191 h183 2,668 1.87
Satara 1,892 1,351 654 2.07
Solapur 7,182 6,956 ' 3,737 1.87
Kolhspur 1,402 1,070 935 1.14
Totsl 23,098 20,231 12,388 1.63
Aursngadbad 7.462 6,232 3,285 1.90
Osasnsabad 7,73t 6,835 3,932 1.74%
?otal‘~ ' 35,328 28,809 - 17,007 1.69
‘Buldhana k672 . 3,439 856  4.02
2kole- 6,638 ' 4,255 2,050  1.7h
Amravati 6,378 3,358 2,306 ©  1.45
Yeotmal 13,440 - 8,681 6,060 1,43 .
Wardha 3,580 1,860 1,752 1.06
Bhandara 3,032 1,578 ° 1,470 1.07
Chandrapur 3,284 2,285 - 716 - 3.19
Total 44,208 27,626 17,045 = 1.62

Grend Totel -1,24,554 * 93,753 59,191 - 1,58

i i R O AT AN SIS U T
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Teble 1.3 ¢ Surplus ares declared and distriduted
"“f""z ~ under the Prinecipal and the Revised Act

- e W B & B T W e W B e S G & P WS WD S e W W @ S W s

- Ares Surplus  JNo. of Area per
District declare« area allot-= asllottes
| S - od - - diatri- teen

surplus buted

Boabay 8.D. 29 - - -
Thana - o 8,901 6,67h 6,167 1.08
Kulaba - 8,656 5,157 by 94t 1.04
Ratnagiri T:526 5,832 3,84 1.52
Kasik 4,304 2,816 1,609 1.75
Dhule -~ 2,651 2,012 1,13 1.7
Jalgaon | 3,205 2,393 1,291 1.85
Total 35,272 24,88 1(.986 1.31
Ahzednagar 9,395 7,140 3,754 1.90
" Pune 11:312- ' 8:150 b:zg$ 1.31
Satara 6,583 4,293 1,581 2.7
Kolhapur 5,501 3,016 2,242 1.34
Beed : 9.51’ 7.576 5.18’ 1.81
Nanded 5,619 3,520 2,024 1.7h
Osmenabad 11,476 8,949 4,470 = 2.00
Total 52,089 36,8\ 20,149  1.83
Buldhana 7,031 5,457 1,728 3.16
Akola 16,510 10,676 L 695  2.36
Anrsvati 13,906 8,490 4,870 1.74
Teotmal 24,223 17,715 8,933 1.32
Werdha 9,617 5,787 3,400 1.70
Bhandara 3,960 2,221 1,954 1.14
Chandrapur 6,152 &y095 1,578 2.60

Grend Totel 2,23 1404 1.56.522 8‘,173 1.77

-.--‘---------.‘--..‘-------‘--
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Solapur district, from the Pune division; Aurangabad dis-
trict, from the Aurangabad divisien; and Yavataal distriet,
from the lagpur division. It was further thought that we
should restrict the atﬁy only te those talukas which to-
gether contained ab least 80 per cent of the total allottess
in each of the selected districts. Im Table 1.4, we give
the details of the sample talukas, villages and the number
of allottees chosen fram the foeur districts seleeted for
the present study. It was observed that in all the sample
. talukas of the four distriets, the number of allottees
securing surplus land under the Revised Land Ceiling Act
was much larger tham those whe reesived surplus land under
the P rinecipal Land Celling Aet. This was obvieus begause-
of the lower gelling enforeed under the Revised Land
Celling Act. As the ceiling on land was brought maueh low
under the Revised Act, more surplus land was made avail-
able for distridution te a larger numder of landless fezil-
ies in the distriet. Ia the sample talukas therefere, the
aumber of allotteses sesuring surplus land under the Revised
det was nearly uﬁd;:muor the t.cul allottees. Only
about ono-fiurth of tlio total allc‘uul were reported te
have secured surplus land under the Prineipal Act.

In erder to selest a sample of villages for the
presemt study, wve. celhctod figures for the aumber of
allottees for ueh vil.h;o ia all the sample talukas, from
their rupocuu 'tnluh heordl. Thou villages were
then nn'ugcd in a “uondlu order, ascording te the
nusber of allottees and further stratified thea inte three
groups, vis. these conuhm {1} 1 te 5 allottess; (2)

6 to 15 allottees; and (3) above 15 allottees. It was
desirable to select villages frem each of the above groups
a8 there was a possibility that the extension agencies
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Table i,il; Sample talukas, v111a£osgind the nusber of
: Alllgtthl solc:tod from the four districts

-----—'-:----’---'»--.'-_--.'--‘-.¢¢---
District Sample Talukas Eample Sample
- ‘ EEE . villages allottees

Selapur  North Solapur 7 92
" South aolapﬁr | s R
~ Barshi C 109
Akkalkos 6 53
Nadha e s
Malsiras | 6 62
Larmala | | 6 58
| Sangola \ 6 AS
-au----,d‘-ﬁﬂdnﬁ------n------q---
Thane Talasari s 130
thann } 4 118
Palghar | " 3 110
Jawhar 2 30
~ Shahspur 3 6 8
Yavatnal  Yavatmal. 9 136
Darvha ¥ i 124
Pusad -3 sl
- YWani 3 103
Kelapur 3 187
T T retal 23 “629
_Aurai;aﬁad Ambad 13 132
Jalna
 Bhokardan 18 - 98
Jafrabad
$i1lod ; "
Soegaon 8 A8
Paithan 6 &0
Yai japur .
Gangapur 8 70
Total 53 ags

-‘-------------------------
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might have paid more attention te the villages containing
larger numdber sf allottess and much less attentien teo the
others. ¥e desided te select villages from each group fn
such a marmer that the selected villages im a group would
contain at lsast 10 per cent of the allettees in that group.
The ausber of villages te be selected from each group, was
deternined on the basis of the total number ef allottees

in sach group of villages and the average number of allut;
tees pcé village in the same ;roup. The selection of the
required number of villazon from a group was made at randnn.
The number ct allottcol‘in the villaBOC. selected ia the
abevo -ann¢r~nado up areund 10 per cent of the total allot-
tees in each group of villages and comsequently 10 per eent
of the total allottees in the selected talukas, Ve decided
to study all allottees in the selected §111.¢.-.

The nbovl-nmnmionid procedure for drawing the sample
allottees was followed ia the three districts, vis. Aurangabad,
Selapur and Thane, Im the case of Yavatmal districs,
however, the selectionm ef the sazple villages was purposive,
8¢ as to gover lﬁ‘pcr cent of allettess in each taluks of
the districs, The nlnilul‘nunbcr of villages to be selected
was set at twe villages at least im each taluka. The pure
posive selection of villages was uiyh a view to facilitate
sollection of the data and compsratively sasier accessibility
of the villages, It was further decided to gover all the
allcttees from the sample villeges, whether he was allotted
surplus land under the Prineipal or the Revised Act.

Vherever the allottees under the Prin?ipll Aes were not
reported in the selected villages another village reporting
such allottees should be covered iam addition to the selected
villages in respect of the Revised Act, This precedure

was insvitable for want of the mecgessary detailed information
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and the selected allettecs may mot strictly fit inte the
eoncept of a unplc. Ia this manner dau was gollected in
respect of the .uotuu udor the Prineipnl Aet in all
the ttn uluku of the !entu]. districts, 'rlu unph
auottul ndcr t.ho Principal and the Revised Act cano

to about 8 per eont ot the total allettess whe rnuvod
lurplul lmu hy t.hc oncl ot April 1978.

8]

.. - ¥hile conductinrg the field ifnvestigatiens, however,
we found that the actuzl number of the sanple allottees in
some of the villages particularly from the Solapur and
Thane districts, fell muech short of their total mumber
recorded ia the Taluka Regords supplied to us. So alse
some of the allottees from the Belected villages im thess
twe districts, sould mot ba sontacted as tLhey had texpo-
rarily lefs their villages in search of employment te
the neighbouring districts, Because of these twe facts,
the Sotal number of allottees from the sample villages.
who eould be gontacted for ths study, fell short of the
total mmbder of allottees chesen as sample from the Taluka
Eecords. In Thane distriet, therefore, additional villages
had to De selected ia Talasari, Dahanu, Palghar and
Shahapur talukas te cover at least 10 per cent of the
allottess from sach group of villages, Thus, we have
taken ¢are that tho,'tot.a],. number of allottees who could be
contacted and studied during our field investigations in
all the feur sample districts came te round about 10 per
cont of the tenl. nunber of the allottul in each dhtriet.
The talukawise nusber ef the anottou studied for the
present onqury is gl.nn 1n ‘ubl.o 1.&. Tho field uvntiga-
tion was carried out durm 1973 rer tho 'tautul. distriet
and durlu 1979 ¢ ﬂ' the rOll.i.IIin‘ throo districts,
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1.4 Ee eurg],us Fstimate

In t.hia ucun we try te nunu tho lurplul agri-
cultural land ia each of the tour n-plc dut.ricn ia order
te arrive nt the prohnblo ecnpuitioa of such an nmm.
in terns ot enlt!.ntod and uncultintod area, 'rho tuuru
of the Mhnd surplus land de not give luch a breskeup,
Te the extent the surplus estisate ecan lead us to sone
probable cemposition of the surplus land imto cultivated
and ungultivated area the exercise gould de worthwhile,

Hot shat such prodable samposition will, neeessarily, be
ebservable in respect. of the surplus area declared and -
distributed dut that probable campositiom may indicate te
what extent cultivated and uncultivated areas wers likely
to be surrendered as surplus over the prescrided ceiling,
The compositiea of exempted and unexempted land sannot dbe

' taken note of since mo information on these lines is avail.
able, RoFr ¢can any further exemptions under relevant provie
sions .of the dct be visualised., An element of speculation
1s qQuite likely while indulging ia such am exercise of
surplus estimates bus as will be seen subseguently there

is nothing speculative abeut such an exercise., At the same
time it may be remenbered that estimate of surplus 4s not
with a view to jJudge the surplus deglared deing right or
stherwise but has thi enly purpose of arriviag at a pro=-
bable composition of surplus inte cultivated and umcultivated
ares. ¢« ;

ﬂu eo-mitlm of lurplu land !.nto eultivated and
unculuuud n'u assumes tmpornneo li.neo under t.hc relevant
provhim of the Act the ghoice to retain whichever lands
Ipu the u!.nng aru hn bun given teo the landholder and
it will be quite ntural for the surplus holder $o surresdder
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uneultivated area as surplus te the extent it is feasible
to mees the situation witheut vielating any provisiens of
the Acs. Section 16 of the ict makes it sufficiently
elear that the right to prierity of lands te be retained
fs of the surplus landholder and the right te the extent
of land to De surrendered as sxeess over eolllng is of
the State.

The surplus lurrondor-d and distributed and its
composition in terms of cultivated and uncultivated afoa
deserves attention om ancther count alse. Depending upon
the extent of surplus being previocusly eultivated or un-
cultivated the effects of bringing luch.lands under cuiti-
vation would affect the employment ia a;rieilturo. lgriéula
tural production, and income ia quite different directiens,
How significant or insignificant such effects will be is
another matter depending not only upon the canpogltioa of
the qurplil but alse upon the extent of the surplus as a
proportion to total agricultural land fallimg within the
purview of the geiling om Holdings Act. If the extest
of land distributed out of the surplus surrendered is
largely previously uncultivated area and brought under
cultivation by the allottees, it would mean that much addi-
tion to tetal agricultural production and alse in employment
in agriculture and whether this will essentially amount
to addition to the allottees'! income im the immediate
period is diffiecult te say. On the other hand if the
distridbuted surplus is largely eut ef the previously
cultivated area it is more or less sertain that, as least
in the immediate period there 1s ne likeliheod of imerease
in sgricultural production, szployment and incoms alse
or at best any ch;ngol in this will be quite nirzinal.
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~ The surplus estimate obviously will have te be tased
on the landholding data that uould near about e¢oincide
with the dates fixed by the Principal Act and the Revised
Aet fordidding any tramafer or partitions ste. of land o
that are 1ikely to dofoat the objectives of the Act. ,Thua
the land holding data in respect of the Prinecipal Aet will
have to be areund Ath day of August 1959, the date stipulated
b} Snc§1éi 10 of the Aet, liowsver, no such data sareund
the day stipulated ia the Prinmcipsl Act s available and
so .stinatol of surplus 1aad in respect of the Principal
Act are not possidle, The ncvilod F v had forbidden any
transfers ete. after 26th September 1970 and the estimates
will have to be based on the land helding mear about the
day'ltipuiasid. Districtwise data on number of sperational
holdings and area operated by sise elass of eperstional
holdings is availadle frem the Agricultural Cemsus 1970,
and the same may bs used !ﬁr the purpose ef the estimate.

Tables 1.5 te 1.8 give the aunboﬁ‘nr eperational
holdings and area operated by sise elass of individual and
Joint holdings for all the four sample distriets as per
the agricultural Census 1970. The presence ef the joint
holdings in the data creates some difficulsfes in oitlnag-
ing the surplus and this hurdle needs to be ecleared before
proceeding any further, Sectiom 6 of the ﬁlviloi det
and tha detinitlnn of the 'Jotnu Helding® as per the
Agrieultural Census 1970 -ny'bo of some help in elearing
the hurdle, Section 6 eof the Eevised Act allows lands
held in excess of eeiling ares deemed to be vwithin celiling
area in eqrtiln ¢ireumstances as given below. |

- ®chers & family wais consists of members which
exceeds five im nusber, the family unit shall be entitled



Table 1.7 ¢ HNumber of operstional holdings and sres opersted by sise class of operational holdings
- {Aursngebad Distriet) |

{Ares in HRectares)

.------------------------------.--------ﬁ-----------.-

Boo holding s °f Intividusllholdines  Joint boldings Toslholdings  Aversge ares
: Fe. = Area ‘Noe Area . Boe  Area Individual Joint Total
fo BelowO5 7517 s 1 - 7:g s 028 - 0.8
2. 0.5 - 1.00 12256 9198 3 2 12259 9200 075 0.67  0.7%
3¢ 1,00 = 2,00 29422 43763 8 1 29430 L3774 1A 138 1.9
he 2,00 - 33.00 28555 70549 '8 18 2856) 70567 2.47  2.25 2.7
Se 3,00 = 400 24950 86356 § 18 24955 86374 346 3.60  3.46
6. 400 = 5.00 21119 9auss 6 26 21125 ous14 MAT K33 A7
7.  5.00 = 10.00 59095 420639, 22 17 59117 420812 742 7.86 7 7.12
8. 10.00 - 20.00 3598 M53505 13 175 33611 453680 13.50  13.46 13.50
9. 20,00 - 30.00 4827 168 8 187 4835 11408S 23.59  23.38 "23.59
10. ' 30.00 - 40.00 850 28661 5 - 178 855 28839 33.72  35.60 33.73
11, 40.00 -« 50.00 ° 171 ™At A9 172 7483 A3.47  49.00 43.51
12.  50.00 hs. snd - '- | |
more 2 - 7875 1 51 96 7926 8,.68  51.00 84.32
R U Tt R T S T i A R R T A S A A

source r Agricultursl Tensuzs 19" = Msherashtra State.



; w ¢ Fusber uf operatiomal holdings and ares eperated by sise clasa of operatiomal heldings ia
. Solapur district : ‘
. (asrea in hectares)

.'-a-r-.h'-‘--“~--’-—--'- .---------‘-‘----ﬂ---"'_ﬁ‘---‘-----ﬂ

:%l; slase Individual holdinga  ‘ Joint holdings Total hm-_ e Average arsa
Eusbes Area  Bumdber ires Funber Area mu- '_""“ Tetal
‘Belew 6.5 - - 1A,070 - 3,MW 627 103 - LA,697 3,047 0.2 0.16 ° 0,23
"7 0eS e 1.0 14,295 C 10,705 347 0 250 MA,643 - 10,955 8.75 0.72 0,75
1.0~ 2.0 °7°29,600 4,083 - 750 1,073 30,550 45,156 Y I WY S WY
2.0 3.0 26,958 66,555 616 1,506 27,57k 68,061 207 2Ah 247
© 3.0« kO ' RLIAT  TITM0  SS7T 1,922 21,904 75,662 345 A5 345
h0'e 5.0 18,529 82,707 = 422 1,868 18,951 84,575 [ T W B WY )
5.0 - 10.0 - 50,181 3,56,308 1,179 6,321 51,360 3,564,629 7.0 7.06  7.10
10.9 - 20.0 30,389 4,14,701 7A8 10,047 31,132 4,24,748 13,65  13.43  13.64
20,0 « 30,0 S,M9 1,27,848 196  4,5% 5,613 1,32,40h 23.59 23.69 23.60
30,0 = 40.0 1,126 38,425 = 60 2,027 L1868 MO,AS2 T M3 33.78 C ALl
M0 =50 37% 16,516 33 1,440 W7 17,956 M1 M3.64  Aha12
50.0 and mare 263 24,657 25 5,27 288 28,50k 99,75 169.88 100.36
Tobal | 2,12,706 12,595,589 5,558 31,000  2,16.900 12,956,989~ 5.92 633 " 3.50

.“‘----ﬂ--"----‘----"-ﬁ-ﬁ’---"------'--------..

Te



Table 1.7 : Kuzber of operational holdings and area sperated by sise e¢lass of operational holdings ia
Thane districs
. (Area in hectares)

.----------------------------“-—---O-‘---------------

ﬁ}.:QE::;; ‘Individual holdings folnt heldings | Total holdings o Av!ragt arcn
Bunmber Area EKumber Area Nuaber | Area :::ivt- Joint Total
Below 0.5 - A1,54h 9,618 . 180 A AY,724 9,658 0.23 0.22 . 0.2)
0.5 -~ 1.0 23,295 16,972 121 84 23,416 17,05 0.73 0.69 0.73
1.0 - 2.0 25639 36,795 165 227 25,80k 37,022 1.k 138  1.43
2.0 - 3.0 14,427 35,180 146 350 14,573 35,530 2.44 2.40 2.4
3.0- A0 8,95 30,881 110 377 9,066 31,258 3.5 3.4 3.45
4.0 = 5.0 6,379 28,418 . 86 377 6,465 28,795 hed3 438 A.AS
5.0 -~ 10.0 13,660 95,761 229 1,620 13,889 97,38 7.01 7.07 7.01
100 -20.0 6,147 82,318 162 2,09 . 6,309  &,508 1339 13.52 1339
20.0 - 30.0 1,185 28,243 50 1,198 1,235 = 29,AM  23.83  23.96 23.8,
30.0 = 40.0 349 11,809 s 265 357 . 12,076 33.8% 33.13 33.82
k0.0 - 50.0 115 5,013 A 177 119 5,190  43.59 8425 A3.6L
'50.0'end above 1Al 15,020 & 660 189 15,680 106.67  £2.50 105.37

Total 1,A1,837 3,96,028 1,269 7,565 1,43,106 4,03,59) 2.79 5.9 - 2.82

---------------ﬁ‘----------------ﬁ------_-----------

™ - . "

o2



Jable ;,g: Nunber of operational holdingl and aréea opsrated by size clagss of operational holdings

(!avatnl Dis trict)

- o [ ' 1
- P - - .

R ] = [ & - Lo

-

-----ﬁ------ﬂ---------’--d---ﬂ--‘-‘h-------

‘Total holdings

8r, Size class of Individual holdings .= Joint holdings

Ay

(Aroa 1n hectarul

_ Average ,area per holding

Ko, holding . -— : ; —— S
hectaru s ’* No,: .. A_rou Noe , 3 Aru:

cemmak :*'.. .';’-;;-:'.i-;-fif. R R TR T U P A
1. Below o.so . 999 T 92 *z» T
2. 0,50'% ‘1.0 .. (%235 & 32775 NS FAR A
3. 1:00't0 2,00 - 18 7 T 23ko : %5 L Ty

b, 2,00 o 3.00 17008 - usgo ke ] 1,

5. 3.00 to 1,00 1»»16 I.gaoa - i. ug" * 337.:

6. +.00:%0 5.00 1“372 Ty oee9 28 1 26

W7

4
F

7. 5400 to '1:0.00 i 35319 i :"“ 256193 lkspJ - 991’
8, 10,00 to zo.oo 20270 _{ + 270952 515 : i.r5°5_r
9. 20,00 %o 30,00 . 4167 T 7 99610 s - fasg.
10. 30,00:to ko, oo ttmti; o vo295  t22l o 7%
11, 40,00 to 50,00 , - 505 . © 22422 Sgn b 300

T L Y

12, So.ooﬁand,above;! = 502 . T 41673 19t 1397

-.-h---‘---‘_‘—--"-d-"g-"--a-c—----“---—-'---b---t--ﬁ---

Total all size - 129335 916979  519; . 6623
classes

---a-‘------‘-------------------------------

Source: Agricultural Census 1970 - Maharashtra State = P»261,

' No,,

p—

s

961
3632

> 15’0810»"’

: 1705k
R 1‘!‘}56
- 1k9oo

" 20395"
- 4221
i
e

o

‘Tlru

s
1

3

293
2780 .

23294 N

I|Jl701l.

k99‘b5
66255

257187

Lard

272%58

100866
lr3031 £
r22722 |
‘#3070 -

12985‘* 923602

Indivi..
L dual - &

,L..,o.____ho
fo.??
1.50
T2 ‘05

:'z 3.‘_’6 -

T4y
7,05 |
13.37
2390
3#.00 N
Who
;_;_83.51 g
7.09

- ¢

-

J’oint Tota].

a‘so
071"

1,50

2,417
343
4,50
6,95
13.10;
23,26,
33.‘05:;
42,86

L=

3
--—---

e.o. 30
10,77
1.50

2,45
“‘,3.lo5
b l,;
7.05
13.3?
23.90
33.99
W, 38

€e
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to hold;}nnd exceeding the ceiling ares to the extent eof
one-fifth of the ceiling ares for esach mexber in excess of
five, 80 however that the total.holding shall nbt exgeed
twice the ceiling area, and im such ease, im relation te
the holding of such fazily unit, such area shall be deemed
to be the ceiling area.”

Ia so far as the Agricultural Census 1970 is coneerned
the Joint Holding may include Qh outsider, jointly sharing
the economis and technical responsibility with anether persor.
In thus defining the 'Joi;t Rolding™ the Agrisultural Census
makes a provise that it is not mecossarily the holding of
the fazily unit buﬁ at the same time does not explieitly
or implicitly deny the existenge of the helding of the
fanily unit 1n.thc‘ipiat Holding. 1% is, therefore, assumed
that barring an eccasional case the Joint Holdings are more
likely to be the holdirgs of the family unit aend could hold
land upte twice the ceiling area as stipulated by Section 6
 of the Act. If the Joint Helding, by and large is not to
be accepted as a holdtng of the fanily unit then 1t 13 in-
possible to arrive at ‘an eatimate of turplus that is likoly
" te accrue frcn tho jolnt holdingl.

Another matter that needs to be considered relates to
Lrrigated srea of theboldings. Ia the 1ight of the First
Schedule te the Act, the irrigated area is dound to affect
the celling area arailabli. Hawovdi.'th. irrigated area ia
the sazple diltrtetl, as shown'in Tablo 1.9, 1i pr;poriioaa-
tely so small that 1t -ny be not be conaidorod as aoriouu
hurdle. It nay be Seen fram the table that only in Sohpur
districy the proportion ef thc 1rr1¢ntod area to the total
land was rolativoly high. 1.0. €.5 por ccnt. Iu Than. and

Yovatzal distriets 1t was less than one per cont of the tota}
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- Table ng § Irrigated areas in the four sample districts

{Area im hectares)

Distriet Number of Total area 1Irrigated PFer eent

holdings area
Aurangsbad . 2,22,534  13,39,339 50,933  3.80
Solapur  2,18,304 . 12,%,989  1,10,299  8.50
Thane 1,43,106 4,03,593 2,692 0.67
Yavatzmal 1,29,854 9,23,602 4,790  0.52

- M A N T W W W W W W W W % W W W WP ST @ W W W s W

area. Thus, for all practical purposes it is assumed tﬁ;ﬁ
the area of the holdings in all the four sample districts
-iy be treated as dry land tnlling ﬁidof sub-clause (e)

of Clause (5) of Section 2 of the Revised Act. Such a
bold assumption is csrtaim te affect the surplus composi-
tion in terms of cultivated and uncultivated area but
considering the extens of irrigatiom available iz each
district, the total effect will be just marginmal.

The sstimate of the surplus area would be arrived
at on the basis of the above assuxptions with celling area
for individual holding at 22 hectares (instead of 21
hectares and 85.9 acres), and twice that is 4l hectares
for jeint heldings. This will facilitate caleulations and
would Rot materially affect the surplus,

Tables 1.10 te 1.13 aleng with the nuaber of epera-
tional holdings ete. gives the avoéhgo area paé individual
and joint holdings and this along with the assumptions
forms the ba2ia of the estimates. As will be seen from
the tables individual heldings under Sr.Nos, 9, 10, 11
and 12 alone report a surplus over the edilin; srea at
22 hectares. Similarly, Sr. Hos. 11 and 12 under Jjoiot
holdings in Thane and Aurangabad districts and only
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Teble 1,10 t Estimate of surplus ereas in individual
I holdings 1ia Aursngabad distries

Individual Holdings

Serial No. Wo. of Av. sres of Surplus @ 22 Totsl sur=-

of holding hold-= holding hectares lus
| - inge - hectares  ceiling sctares
9 4827 23.59 1.59 | 7675
10 850 33.72 11.72 9962
12 9 84.68 62.68 5829
Total :
Surplus - - - 27137

- M s N B B S S W W T oar W W @ W e M oo S W G W W m W

Joing Holdings

Serial No. FNo. of Av, ares of Surplus @ 44 Total sure

of kolding hold- holding hectares lus
ings hecteres ceilirg ectares
10 5§ . 35.60 - | -
11 1 49.00 5 5
12 1 51.00
Total
Surplus - - - 12

Total Surplus - Individual
Joint Holdings 27149.00 Hectares
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Tatle 1,1] 1 Estimate of surplus areas in individual
holdings inm Solapur district

(Area in hectarss)

- o W i % W e th o W W M S o E W e W S s W W

Sr. Fo, ¢f Average Surplus @ Total
Ne. holdings area of 22 hectares surplus
holdings eceiling arsa

9 5,419 23.59 1,59 8,616
10 1,126 34.13 12.13 13,658
11 374 b1 22,16 8,288
12 263 93.75 71.75 18,870

- e d wY» B @ W Wp B B T AR s S W A S W S W WS W W W W

Total - - - ' 49,432

- & & o % W B B % W % @ W % S W W W s W e S W " W

Joint holdines
gr: - 'i:.';E -7 -l;e;a;i. - Eu; Iu: ; - ;o;;i.‘ N
Ro, holdings area of bh hegtares surplus
. hald;pg eelling area
9 154 23.69 - -
10 60 33.7¢ - . -
12 25 169.88 125.88 3,147

dp 4 W W W e A B d W ws O I WP A I W T S W W R W S

Total - - - 52,579
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!g ;.;g $ Estimate of surplus area 1a individual
holdings in Tgigc distriect

{Area in hecgtares)

- - W ® W T B S G W W W @ W D S W MW W W o W

Sr. Ke. of Averasge Surplus @ Total
Ro.  holdings area of 22 hectares surplus
' * " helding ceiling area

B @ R M B WS W W W e S W o W WS W W W W o
t

9 1,185 2383 L83 2,169
10 W9 33.86 11.84 4,132
1 1s .59 289 2,48
12 Ul 206,67 .67 11,938

-.‘----“‘-----------------

-“-*-‘----'-----“----"--

oint h na

Sr, o, of  Average  Surplus @ Total
Ko, hold:nga area of bl hectares surplus
) ‘ holdings eeiling . area

9 50 23,96 - -
10 8 3.1 - -
11 A Ab.25 0,25 1.00
12 " ' ; ‘2.50 33.50 308000

TR AR M W W S W G S S S e W W A W O e S W O e & wm
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able 1,13: Estimates of surplus areas in individual
fos , boldings in Yavatmal,District -

H L aa LI S W f..

;ndividual Hold gg

IR P

,---*‘--ulm-d#--pp-r-----d-uup-;-a.-.‘-pnpj
8r.No. No,of Average area Surplus @ Total gsure
of .- ;-holde ,;0f holding - 22 hectares..plus hec. .
holding 1ngs hectaru ceiling tares

9 uxéy 23,90 1.90 7917.30
ol T 300" ”*iz;bo " "“Ing38.00
‘“‘f 2 gest T e T aalie”  dialo |

L #12 LA | soé v omel i‘583u|bl S -,.;631:.:0&\"..&# 3065‘7"02 Q

. e o v g L B
LR ST A»i 4w h ] w el s.,,..\ & -d ilg e W aTE WY SEE 4 w

- -oor 3 L e . " \ * . X .
lews da €nck Ol otDyer, Ce A0 Toa Ao pLine b

sarTaeln gy ™ orhg e riee Sord Ao 6#785.32$ &

‘Total
surplus

5 " i ey . . ST 3 e S Y o £l _— " © e
e e 3‘& o st "—-f‘aﬂ -l e e et it di e am s o a e en b

. L LR . o PR . " S e N G
TR S A I T L R L P R AFT SHIS AR

Coet o ece, to .‘roint Holdin TR TR

R g . - oy -y 4. S i
H LA s e ey e e R PR ks VLol wew® Ly ool
- - - e e - - 4 - W - - - - - - E & A O B A W A W

Sr.No, Ho.of Averagu area lus €.. .Total surs.
‘of "' 'holde “‘of holdinz Uc- hectarei ‘plus hec=
‘holding 1ings, . hectares, = _.celling . teres ..

------------o-a-----bd-—----

"“9

. . -
. o, I " 3 - PP NP o - ! .-
eoov oa MR F3 w, f 5 . ;‘5 ..:.. ‘h ‘--?_,-l-‘ s o0 L7, 1.-3.5- [ ~ ; .
. 9 e 5"’ . . . 23 26 s A ' P
s hmaay €L oo * cann R s lere o L S N N 2R

10 .. .22~ - 333’5-’13._? YD e L
‘ '-li.; l:- : .l-“-,"i?"z'-“::-k-‘;f: 1 ‘2‘86 fv i i } -'.:,‘""‘:}-.: J\”'.- Fine -y-ﬁ.-‘l w

: . R 4 " P ST .
W% o eand Lot e e ko w ARE% BRI PN &

1227 19 Y 33T '29;53 561.

- L . R . o L B R
RN R SR A R A ST Y T E WL ALY L e e “

oM B : : -
Total :
"urplu’ )-SR :."‘ Chav T S0 o oem EIE T S rrs -ﬁ . ' A 561.0? DI

e B B AT I R R B TR S N NG B N T N R R R

.Total, surplus = Individual ¢ Joint Holdings 653%5.39
hectares



Table 1.14 1 Ares under different land uses by sise class of operationsl holdings (Aursngabesd Distriet)
| _ ' (Ares in Hectares)

- e @ = = ---------*--------n-‘-'---_ﬂ‘---‘—-------_-----Oﬁ--..

Sr. Sise class of Total holdings  FKet sown Current Cultive- Unculti- Other Cultura. Not avail-

Ko. holding - =  area fellows ted land vated fallowa ble . .able for
K. ires e me e L. . Mmte_ - eultivation

1. Below 0.5 7518 2115 1980 55 2035 5 7 12 42

2. 0.5 = 1.00 12259 9200 8790 198 8988 13 29 20 58

3. 1.00- 2.00 29430 . B 41970 %7  A2937 34 130 3] 406

ke 2.00- 3.00 26563 . 70567 €M% 61756 59150 78 247 122 742

5.  3.00- 4.00 2,955  8637h 82187 2362 #4549 &1 370 108 1017

6. 4.00- 5.00 21125 U514 8945 2980 92425 7 - W72 189. . 1096 -

7. 5.00- 10.00 . 59117 420812 395319 14321 410300 546 2368 1187 6062

8. 10.00- 20.00 23611 453680 419684 20270  A39956 &A1 3786 . 1851 6850

9o 20.00-:30.00 4835 114055 103552 . 6342 10989A 176 . 1a08 623 17

10. 30.00- 40.00 855 28839 25209 2290 27499 43 378 376 466

11. 40.00- 50.00 172 7483 6388 661 7049 1t 139 8 175

12. 50.00 ha. and above - 94 7926 5761 976 6737 52 . 349 652 124

Totel all size clesses 222334 1339339 1247679 - T53838 1301517 1955 Toee3 .- 5261 18749

.--------------’-----—-----n-a--ﬂn--‘hﬁ-------. ----- --'--

Source 3 Jgricultural Cemeus 1970 ~ Mgherashtra State.

1€



Tab 3 Area under different land uses by sise class of eperational holdings in Solapur district
' (Area im hegtares)

-'------—----------------------. ----- - =p oSy O W W W W A P d W W W S S A W W

Sise class " “Total holdings Cultivated area Uncultivated area
of h°141"5’ Fumber = - : Ar;; Ket sowa Current Total E;cultl- Other caltur: Hot available
- : fallow cultiva- vated fallows able for ecultiva-
ted . waste  tion
Below 0.5 14,697 3,362 2,80 95 2,938 52 6 & 28
0.5 - 1.0 1,6k 10,846 9,828 309 10,137 75 168 159 307
1.0 = 2.0 30,550 14,993 40,538 1,497 52,035 208 &34 557 1,359
2.0 = 3.0 - 27,57h 67,886 60,858 2,509 63,367 308 1,465 833 1,913
3.0 - A0 21,904 75,487 66,653 3,157 69,810 390 1,876 1,071 2,340
4.0 = 5.0 18,951 €,393 73,668 3,913 77,581 4% 2,8 1,206 2,702
5.0 - 10.0 51,60  3,64,389  3,10,0a2 19,68k  3,29,726 2,403 13,22k 5,770 13,266
10.0 ~ 20.0 31,132 4,264,512  3,h5,67h 27,060 3,72,734 3,535 19,072 10,580 18,591
20.0 - 30.0 5,613 1,32,270  1,00,77% 10,691  1,11,465 1,557 7,305  A,568 7,375
30.0 - 40.0 1,186 40,370 27,931 4,136 32,067 612 3,019 1,935 2,737
0.0 = 50.0 407 17,513 11,704 1,813 13,517 356 1,508 1,152 1,382
50.0 and adbeve 288 28,871 16,346 2,678 19,024 359 2,350 h,480 2,658

- E W A 4k W B N R e B S W S W W W A W W B W W T W IR A O R S W T 4 A S T I W G S W A W W W W Y W W S W T e

€0

- AR W AR apF Wk OB SR A Ep OF A 4B 40 W Ep 4 W WRE W W W WS A O W OB W T A O A 4 dk O O S W @ W W B A W W A W W T R A W A B S



.I;glg;;;gg : Area under differsnt land uses by sise elass of operational holdings in Thane district

Size class
of holdings

Below 0.5
0.5 -
1.0 - 2.0
-
3.0 -
‘ 5-9 -

10.0 - 20.0
20,0 ~ 30.0
~ 30.0 - 40.0
40.0 - 50,0

50.0 nnd above -

1.0

3.0
A9
5.0
5.0 = 10.0

Total holdings

Eumber

aroalra¢ Het sown

curreat
fallow-

Total
culti-
vated

-{Area ina hoetaroo)

-‘ddbdﬂﬁn----qtoﬁ--ﬁ-------h&--‘-q---------‘--------tq-.

cnltivatcd arca

Uncultivated area

. Unculti-

vated

Other

. Cultulr=

tallouo able

-

waste -

Not avail-
able for
cultivation

- o E a W G P e T W W W R W W M Sk W T W W e G SR S M TR SR W EP W A B M W G W W N S A W A AD W W

AL72%
23,416
25,804
14,573
9,066

6,465
13,889

6,309
1,235 .

357

119
(149

9,459
16,818

36,747
. 35,254
30,999

28,552

- 97,082
8,255
129,330

12,026

5;171 |
’ 15.680

Total
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1,43,106

k.01.373

8,432

14,054
27,057 .
23,018

18,709
15,936
47,052
35,608
11,538

5,579
1,84
6,59

é

61
388
849
1,092
1,386
6,775
7,414
2,459

1.030 ’

38
W83

8,440

14,115

27,845
24,167

19,801
17,322
53,827
43,019

13,997.
5,609
2,267

7,053

516

1,801

6,590
8,53
8,586
8,662

32,13

29,420
10,421

5,007

1,739
3,741

10

33
17

196

218
287

1,089

1,335
‘86 .

242
83

135

55
82
205

236

290
222
1,035
1,034
340
231
2 1
&89

438
787
1,990
2,121
2,104
2,059
8,018
R
4,086
1,937
,1,051‘
4,262

------“---------‘----‘------“---h----

h,231

2,15,154

22,308

2,37,462

1,16,730

4,250

38,700

------‘-----------------------‘---‘--.
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Table 1,17: Area under different land uses by size class of operational holdings (Yavatmal District)
(Area in hectares)
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. e L L T sown rallow cultie vated ranmu able =+ able for
woom oo e 3; s Co ,vat.ed S .  -waste ' -cultivati
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uncultivated areas of the heldings, u;.\:'ﬁ’z:um to
look tﬂto the compesition of the twe. ¥hile the Agricul-
tural Census 1970 defines the varieus sonespts as per the
Indian Agricultural Statisties, it has peeled all the une
euﬁsivatod land into four eat.;oii.l. one of which is
'otkor'tallowl.' The Indian Agricultural Statistics
dot#naq *fallows other tham gurrent fallows™ as given
boléw ’

- "This iamplies all lands taken up for cultivation
but are temporarily out of sultivation for not less than
ounajcar and net more than five years, Ths reasons for
leavizg such lands talioqiay'bc.p(l) peverty of eultivators,
(2) inadequate supply of water, (3) malarial elimate, {4)
silting of canals and rivers, and (5) wunremunerative nature
of tarlxn; » |

The reasons for leaving such lands fallow are of

neo igtcrost for the present purpose, ZThe point te de
remembered is that Shese "other fallows® were under sulti-
vation in the ixmediate past var;ins from one to five years,
and if these need be included into unasultivated areas. To

T on the safer side 1% is desirable te kesp "other
tallcnl' toparaso and mot 1neludo these either under
eultivated or uncultivated area. Taking inte censiddrationm
the earlier liatod assumpt ions ete. it 1s posaidle to
decide the extent of cnltivattd, cthcr fallows and un-~
cultivated area for cho rclovant sise ;raup of holdings,
Since a5 stated carlicr there is no surplus ia sise ontozor-
des 9 and 10 of joint holdings these are exeluded and the
areas for individual heldings im sisze categories, 9 to 12
and sise categories 11 and 12 of the Jeint holdings will
be givea ia Tables 1.18 so 1.21,



Table 1.18 : Estimstes of the cultivated snd uncultivated areas im Aursrgebed district

(Area in hectares)

3ize Cultivated area Fellow area Uncultivated area Total srea of holding
category He. BHa,. Be, . .

™S S e mem W o T oEm e WS W E S B S D SRS P TR W W BB S T8 W WO o ™ om W om oW w

9 B 1 | 1618 2536 ) 113868
o s 453 880 2866
1 o9 160 a7 e
12z ‘- 6737 B 12 628 7926

.----‘----‘--"--.‘---‘------’-‘--“‘ - e g - W W e e B W e e s W

Tovel - 150828 2592 4598 157938
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Tatle 1,19 ¢ Estimates of the sultivated and uncultivated
areas ia the Thane district

{Area ia hectares)

Sise _Cultivate Tallew Uncultivate Tetal area.
Category ed area area  &ed area of holdings

- ey W A0 @ 4 W W W S S W W W W e S S S W W W

9 AATT M9 1,297 28,243
10 3,508 237 6,06k 11,809
u 2,98 &L 2,7 5,013
12 7,053 135 S,k92 15,680

Total 28,236 922 31,587 €0,745

Table 1,20 1 Estimates of the eultivated and ungultivated
areas in the 3elapur distriech

(Area in hectares)

- S W S W S B S d A W W S W DS NS W

3ise Cultivet« Fallow Uncultivat- Total area
ecategory ed area srea od area heldings
9 1,07,738 7,057 13,053 1,27,848
30,521 2,874 5,030 38,25
1 - 12,463 1,392 2,662 16,516
12 | 19,024 2,350 7497 2#.871

Tetal 1,690,076 13,672 28, 2,11,6

W s a5 W W RS D W W AW & - e -



Table 1,21: Estimates of the cultivated and uncultivated areas in the Yavatreal Distriet

- {(Area in hectares) . ‘
.-é—---‘--ﬂ---'-"'ﬂ-.-----u‘----‘-H‘--ﬂ--*'-ﬂ--a-o-‘--”

Size - Cultivated Fallow "+ Uncultie - I « Total area’
category area . - vated = - o  of bholding’
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12 Jg70 1082 M8 . 43070

Totel | 177555 . @22 26620 | " 207397
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The hori'nnul totals of various sise categeries of
.hldinél in the four tatles de not add up to total areas

" of the holdisgs {n each district. The Sotals have been
-.qorrected by adjusting the ungultivated area befere
separating the cultivated and the uncultivated areas of
the individual and Jeimt holdings. The figures presented

“4n the Sables are arrived at after the necessary eorrections,

'l'o thc uunt the uru-r oburnuon rourd:.ng the
|mulunnd arsa bom tho nrst to bo lnrnndorod as
_rnurplu onr couug holdl good, the propmlon ot une
’cult:lnted arsa Sn the surplu uuutu win be u-ound

16,64 per cent ia the Aurm;ubad uatr!ets $3.71 por eent
in th- smpu- district and AO.'IJ per eent 1n the Yavatmal
dutrict, If "other fallewvs" are meludod under shl Uhe
msintaii area ia tﬁo mpcetin wt;rieta the proporuoa
of the mumluutod area in t.ho surplu ontmun will go
up to 26 19 per com 1a Aunngnbad d:lstrict; te 79.72 per
sent in Sohpur district and to 45.66 por eent 4in Yavatmal
‘um-ns. The ease of Thane distriet is altogether differ-
ent tru the abovo three distriets, as it u a eouul
diltﬂ.et havu; nostly uny land, Tbo extent of \meulu-
vated area 1- the distriet is nry high and 50 we nnd
ttut the proportion of the uaculunud and r.uo- area
vas quite high in the un uhgorzu 9 to 12 of inﬂvtdul
'holdtnn “4 11 and 11 epadtrad b ot
of the joint heldings. The total uneultivated and fallow
area was much more thanm the estimates of the surplus land,
From the above exercise is cam be _nrf well seen that a
substantial propertiem of surplus surrendered and distri-
‘buted in all the four sasple districts is likely te be un- |
cultivated area st least at the aggregate level,
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1.5 Crapt of Fimancia)l Assistence .

with & view to assiss .tho”illotthou to take to
cffteiut eulunuon of the lurplu land alletted to them
the Government of Iwa, formulated a Central Seeter Plan
Scheae, !ho ﬂnnnchl udumo contuphtod m-rmrm
sgheme m n ‘the nto of ke, zsoi- por hoetut of f.ho
ourplun land for ach of the tirﬂ tu seasens to enable
the auottuc te meet tho!.r umdiato nquruonn of uod.
fcrtuhm, pm.uuu. urieultuul hpluonu, ot.o.
This assistance was hmnr. not ad-iuiblo ror tho pnr-
chase of bu.unh. Ia addition u thu erop auut.uxeo,
a donlopunt nnunneo at tlu nto of £5,500/= per hoctm
vas available fer land ahapu;, Tand 1muu;. eontour
bundin;. oto. Ia the case of the dnolopuont assistance
50 por cent at t.ho nml ot ‘assistance’ vas to be treated
as loan and 50 por semt hy ny ot grm. 'rho nnmhl
assistanee udu- this scheme vu ot .d-u-m. te the areas
courod by npochl sSehemes such as Small and larguul
hncrl uul ms.eultunl Lnouroro nonlopnm uoncy, the
Dreught Prone Arn Pro;rmo » tho l:onuné ATea Dnolopnnt
uoncy, ‘the Iat.o;ruu Area Developaent Scheme ("Page
Yojana'}, ete.  In.se far as the grant or subsidy wvas
concsrasd 50 por gout thereef way reserved for the allote
tees of the weaker sections, 1.e. Scheduled Castes,
Seheduled Tribes, Vimukta Jatis and Nomadie Trides,

rhc Gonrmm of laharnhtn dccidod to avail of
tho nrornuu ccntral Schon to tho nn-ul utont pouiblo
and aceordiagly mmmod the Dtltriet Collectors, 4A»
per thcu mtmtim neh anettu: of surplus land was -
to be hnodutcly udo a -ubor or the vuh;o uopnnun
uchty. Since the assistance mnsibh under the Central
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Schene was net adequgte te cater teo the entire requirenent
of the allettees and sinece in any case the allettees would
have teo look te the Primary Scclety after the first twe
seasons for his credit needs, the Govermment decided that
the erop assistance adaissidle under the Central Scheme
sheuld be administered through the Primary Cooperstive
Society and the assistanee should be given in kind te the
extent possidle. As regards the development assistance
the Govermment ef Naharashtra decided to sanction it on

its merit by the lLand Cevelepment Bank threugh the Village
Cooperative Socliety up to a ceiling cost of Rs.ﬁool-'per'
hectare and within the overall funds available., The relesse
of this Sype of assistance was te be made in two imstalxents
and the second instalment would be released only after the
Primary Soclety's gertificate that the first instalaent

was fully utilised for the land development purposes, On
eaplstion 5: the work the primary socisty would gertify
the proper utilisstion of the funds released and 50 per
eent. of the amount would be treated as subsidy, The amount
which was treated as loan would be recovered dy the Co-
operative Socliety.

From the records which we obtained from the District
Cellectorzte st Aurangabad, Solspur and Yavatmal, it
appears that in 1976-77 abous 4s,12,50, Rs, 7.28 and
Ra, 21,69 lakhs respectively were disbursed as crop assist-
ange te the allottess of surplus lard under the Revised
Aet. In the next ysar, i.e. 1977-78, the total amount of
Such financial assistance stoed at Es,8,52 lakhs inm
Aurangabad distriet; BRs. 6.31 lakhs {n Solapur distriet
snd R3.25.77 lakhs in Yavatmal district. The talukawise
details of the erop assistance givem te the allottees in
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these three distriets for the twe years (1976-77 and
1977-78) are ﬁretcutid {2 Tables 1.22 te 1.2k, Such a
 financia) sssistance was not provided to the allottees

. under the Principil'ieixprcvtoul te 1ss January 1975 ia
all these three distrists, It was.alse mot prowtdod to
the allottees ia the Thame district as the Central Sector
Plan Scheme was mot applicable te 1%, as the distries was
. already sovered under the special scheae of the Small
Farmers Development Ageney (SFDA),

Besides financial assistance provided under different
o&hcnol. the Government of Maharashtra ensured, through
. 4ts Departmens of Agriculture that proper teshnical advice
was givea to the allottees in the matter of selection of
n(ricultural 1n§1¢lontl and the development of land. The
Agricultursl Departuent was further imstructed te orgahise
spseial tralning prograxmes te promote preper ltgnﬂard of
iultiyttton among the illott‘qt. If the tilining ﬁrogfauno
was erganised outside the village, transpers cest and |
subsistance was provided at the rate not exeeeding Es.20/-
per allottes, It was ¢onsidered a primary responsibility
of the Oram Sevaks and the Agrigultural Extensioa Offisers,
te lock after and guide the allettees of surplus land at |
all stages of development and ecultivatien of the land and
selection of inputs and implements,
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Tseble 1.22 s Finsncisl Assistence given to the sllottees
_ of aur;lul lend in Aursngabad districe
(1977-78 and 1978-79)

1977=78 1978-79
Taluka

Créntees Amount Crsntees .\noung

o

10 oambed 243 100000 799 740000
2) J;inl 104 Wwooo 37 276500
3) nﬁokirdag | 123 30000 k23 348500
A) dagrebad - - 119 114400
5) 31104 S 13000 93 76100
6) Soegeon : k_! L 10000 167 . | 75000
7) Pathan 109 30000 i 150000

[ i
- m S eSS e s H SR eSTE TR e S SEE W R B S S e

Total . ' 690 227000 2119 1780500

. - - ‘' .
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Table 1,24:

= Taluka

. :_ - . ...;-
‘Yavataal
Darvha
Pusad
_;’da.ni o
5Keiapgr ;1

Financial assistance given to tho allottees of surplus land in Yavatmal District
(1976-?7 lmd 1978-79) '

m- " Lo o - - . (Rupees 1n’ lakhs)- o
c------*—-----'—-----ﬂ---"‘-"--’-“--‘----‘-‘-.’

w7677 0 o T 97er8 o e

. No.of | . [ Amount . . Anlount'* . " Foeof Amunt . . Amount .
. grantees sanctioned ° disbursed - grantees -  sanctioned - _ disbursed

-------,--------‘--‘-.'------.----‘-.--q---,---,-

STEIER
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s » ) ' - : , .

) Ko) b S 50 91 : 20 37 . 1181 7.67 096
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Total
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HAPTER
DECLARATION A®D DISTRIBUTION OF SURPLUS LA

- In this ghapter, we propose to examins the main
napcctl of the land coiltng d¢t and their implementation
in the selected dittrietl, to serve as a background for
the later anslysis of the collocted data of the allottees
froa the l:aplo villn;oa. ) ‘ ' '

_ rran tho inplcnnntltxnn point of view, tho Act can
be broadly divided inte four stages 3

(1) Doolaratien ef nurplua land of a pornon/ralilr
,unit holdiu; land in excesa of the eoillng 1imit}

(2) Acqnilitian by Government of such surplui lunn
rran tho nnrplul landholders}

(J) Pistribution of the aequxrtd surplus lanﬂ in
'tho pro:cribed crdcr of priertty; ana

(h) !unain; over the pessessien of the di:tributed
land te tho allottool.

- I% 4s likely that at sach of thgso four stages of
implementatien of the Act, some errors of ccamissien or
oxission might huve cccurred: Ve, thersfore, take sach
stage of implementation of She Act separately and examine
it inm some detail teo point out the differsnt interpreta-
tions given to the Act by different sections of the people.
While doing this sort of analysis we have mainly dependended
on the ease-studies made In the Solapur distriet, and have
quoted them &8 examples to make the issus more clear. Such
cases might have oceurred im the other districts as well,
but we did mot have their data i{n all details, In the
Fresent chapter, therefore, we have heavily relied on the
cuse stuiies from the Solapur district,
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Once the surpius land is handed over te the allot-
tees, its development and cultivatien constitute a differe
ent parts of the subjeet which we prepose te study in the
following shapters,

2.1 Declerstion of Surplus Land

oy

In order te determine the surplus nature of the land
holding of a persea/family unit and to deslare it so, the
Rules of the Act prescrite a detailed progedure as givea

below 1

' "Under Sectien 12{2)({1) the surplus holders and the
family units are required te furnish te the sollester of
the districs, the returas giviag details of all lands held
by them during the peried fream 5th August 1559 se 25th
Tebruary 1562, as per the Prineipal Acts and during the
period from 26th Septexmber 1970 to 2md Octoder 1975 as
per the Revised dct. PFaillure teo submis the returns in
time or the sutmissien of a falss return by a person/family
uais is.liadle te be penalised by the impesitien of a fine,
Whea a retura is regceived direstly or through the Tahasildar,
4% would be first entered in the Districs Register of
Eeturns, Te serutiaise such returas and to determine
surplus land, Tribunals are appointed by the Cellector,
practically for each taluka or bloek in the district. The
returns received ars sorted out Tribunalwise, and forwarded
to the eoﬁcmoi"-rrzhmnl for further astion uader Sections
TRV 21 of thc Act. On receips of the returns by the
'tri.buul. thuo are ‘entered ia the luutor for Enqmlri.u.
After ukm pnuunry uruunr ot the roturns, the
Tribunal onquriu inte the various issues, -uch a8, transe
fors or pmiueu of hnd. share of a porun or menber
of a tuny unu, acquisition of hnd after the emcneuont
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date ete. After considering all these issues the Tribunal
eoncludes abeut the extent of sufpl__u s if any, in the held-
m of a person/family unit. ¥hen land in excess of eelling
1s found, tho Tribunal informs its decisien to the land
holder and expects him te state the land te be retained
by bim under Section 16 and te furmish his ehoice of land
to be deslared as surplus in Form VII preseribed by Rule
T."

In Solapur distriet we could get data about the
returns filed by the landlerds under the Prineipal a6 well
@8 the Kevised Land Ceiling Aet, ¥eo bave presented these
data in Tables 2.1 and 2,2. Yo eould not get such data
for the other three districts, It may bde noted from Table
2,1 that the Cellector ef the Selapur distriet had received
1;133 returns £iled under the Prinecipal Ac¢t by the end of
December 1972, Out of thin, a8 many as 906 were the cases
whers the landholdings were not found te be above the
¢eiling limit laid down ia the Primeipal Agt. BKaturally
ne surplus land was fourd in these cases as per the Prineipal
Aet. Ia the remaining 227 cases, howsver, the landholdings
 were found im exeess of the ceiling limit land about Abh.S51
| heetares of land was declared surplus under the Prineipal
Ast,

The tetal number ef returns filed under the Revised
Act was quite high as the eeiling liait was considerably
brought down by Maharashtra 21 of 1975. It was :;cportod
that the Collsctor of the Belapur district had therefere
received as many as 9,895 returns filed under the Revised
Ad¢t by ths end of December 1978, Out of the total sumber
of returns, as 'nany as 85 per cent were the gases in which
the jandheldings were found t.o be not 'oxcudtn; the cdnu

L



Toble 2.2 3 Returns filed end enquired end total ares declered surplus till 31st Decesber 1978 under the
Revised Lend Ceiling Act in Solaspur district.

------m---------"---t-ﬁ'--—------'--------—---------.--.

Total Bo. of Ko. of Total Ko. JNo. of Totsl land = Aversge
: . Roe of returns imn returns in of returns returns ‘declared a9 surplus
Teluka . returns  which no which land  4n which for which  surplus lend per -
o received land was was declar- esnquiries snquiries - . surplus
' . found ‘ ed surplus  were _ were o .. .lsndholder
| o sarplus ' completed  pending - {hectares) - {(hectores)
Borth Solapur 342 268 5 342 - - 528 9.78
South Solspur 640 - 512 .98 - 610 30 - 661 6.74
Barshi - 852 704 139 843 9 S 1289 9,27
Akkalkot 532 % 6 532 - b7% 7.77
Kadhe | 857 752 105 857 - 728 - 6.93
Nalsires 979 7 203 952 27 1676 8.17
Xermale 1039 876 Co1ss - 031 8 $8 s
Semgola  Th. 6&1 8 710 5 75 7.92 .
kohol 647 550 . 643 b 632 - 6.80
Mangalwedhs 638 621 67 688 - 408 5.9
Pandherpur €05 525 € 59 11 492 7.13

on
Total 7895 6667 1135 0 7802 Y 8424 " Teh2 <
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limit laid dowa in the Revised Achd. 8¢, 2o surplus land
eould be found ia these sases. The rnuniu cases,
however, were the cases of the landholders, whose landheld-
ings were found in excess of the ¢eiling limit, Of thess
1,228 cases of the surplus landholders, 1,135 eases were
finally decided and surplus land was finally deglared.

The reaaiaing 93 cases were still pending as the decision
of surplus land takem by the Surplus Land Leterainatien
Tridunals, were not asceptable teo the landlords, and some
of them had gone in tppu; teo the Maharashira Revenue
Tribunal agsinst the deeision, Seme of the ether land-
lords had chosen to £ile wris petitiens in the High Ceurs
or the Supreme Court. 7The surplus land f{avelved ia these
cases was around 22 heetares, wvhich eoeuld net be eonsidered
as land finally deelared as surplus and available fer
distribusion, The talukawise distridbution of such land

in the Solapur distries is given below

Taluka | irea of surplus land
. ' whieh ¢ould mot de
N distributed
{in hectares)

1) South Solapur 17
2} Barshi par 22
3) Akkalkot ' A3
h) Sangela . 59
5) Mangalwedha 2k
6) Pandharpur 37

242

By the end of Deceabder 1978, the total land finally
declarsd as surplus and available for distridution under
the Eevised Act steod at 8,42} hectares, ' |

- The total surplus land finally deglared and available
for distribution under the Principal and the Revised et

was about 12,873 hegtares for the districs as a whels.
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- Beference to the returns filed with the Collegtor
of the Selapur district and deslaration of surplus land
salls for same indication of details of the widely known
case of a big surplus landholder from Nandrup village in
the South Solapur taluka. This particular landlerd owned
about 2,21.2 acres of land im elever villages 4im the South
Solapur taluka, before the enactaent of the Prineipal
Act, As Tequired under the Prinmeipal Aet, he filed his
returns with the Collector im 1962, bus 1% appears that
the entire case of this particular landlord, wes misplaced
and could net be traced till 1975, He did mos file any
returns any mers under the Revised Aet, As the entire
case wvas missing, ne enquiry adeus surplus land eould be
conducted and ne declision about his surplus land eould
be eomdue taken and the entire landbelding ef the surplus
landhelder remained intaet with him till 1975, Oa the:
deslaration of Xmergeney in the gountry in 1975 she case
papers of this landlerd were wneovered in the Collector's
office itself and an Iimmediate decision was taken to the
o:ffoct to declare 1976 .ICI'OQ of his land as surplus, But
bafere this surplus lend eould be distriduted $o different
allettees, the Surplus Landhelder weat in writ petition
to the Righ Ceurt and secured a stay order against dis.
tridution of kis surplus land, The State Govermment teck
BRearly one year to eviet this stay order, In Octeber
1976, the Kigh Cours envieted its stay and the surplus
land wvas made available for distridution,

Innedistely after she decision of the Eigh Court
the executive machinery was put inte motica, The Assistant
céuoetoi-. Sohbur Dirhhn. Solapur, was directed to take
inzediate 'itdél for distribution of the land declared as
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surplus. Aceordingly, the thea Additienal Tahasildar,
" South Solapur saluka, fixed the distributioa programme of
the deslared surplus land at different villages as under

L

pasa ey |
1) 20013.1976  Wadakbal, Ranmurgi and Wangi |
2) 25.11.1976  Chiachpur and Mandan
3) 30.11.1976 Yinchur and Gunjogaoa
4) 03.12.1976 Belkavathe “
$) "07.12,1576  Karkal and Lavangi
6) 8/9.12,1976 Randrup,

Thus, the surplus land measuring about 1,976 acres
vas torially‘diairiﬁktod te A21 allottees from the above
stated sleven vliingoa. The process of distributien of
the lurplnl land ‘would bave beea conplosod, 1f the
Assistant Tahasildar hnd‘dlrlctod the Cirele Inspector/
the Talathis to give physical possession of the distributed
land te the 421 allottees., But he did mot de it. Imstead
he started an enquiry inte the eligidility of the allot-
tees rogardin; their 1:60&0. landed propersy, ste. after
finalising the distributies ef the surplus land. He geuld
mot gomplete th;ronquiry work ti1l 13.12.19?65”0& whieh
day he went om leave preparatory te his retiremest. Ia
the -huntinc;thi-curplnn landholder filed ea tp;oilzln
th“Bnpr.u! Court and seeursd another stay erder against
the distribution of the surplus land. Ia view of Shis
stay ordcr of the Supreme court, the possoloion of all
the surplus land diltributcd to the A1 allottess’ ‘eould
not be cfrcettﬂ till tho day ef eur tnvostigutton Le0.
13.12.1979 and tho -ntirc surplus land was s1ll under
the possession of the surplus landholder. Issues regard-
ing this case were raised im the Stato'Lngislntivo'Alsenbly
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on 20th July 1977 during the diseussiem on the budget
grants, and {8 was alleged that the enquiry im this ease |
as well as the handing ever of possession of the surplus
land te the allottess eonesrned, was deliderately delayed
by the Revenus Machinery ia the Selapur distriect, We have
presented this case as an illustration of how the big
landlords manage t0 keep their surplus lands under their
own possession as long s pessible and how the exegutive
machinery apparently plays inte their hands and begomes

an accesaery,

The nbe_v; e'iu-"wu unique im many respecte in the
sntire uamd. In ot.ior casss of surplus landhelders, .
the returns {iled dy thea ¢1¢II Qot disappear fram the |
Collectorts reecords, but the nlmntui of surplus land
were 80 done as to be mere in favour of the landlerds,

Ia village Frem VII - XIII certain area is recorded as

*Pos Lharad” and whether such area needs to be exeluded

or ineluded while ealeulating the helding 1is not very
elear im the Agt, However, the High Courts has taken the
view (High Ceurt deeision in Special Civil Appligatioa Ko,
1495 of 1970 Saraswatibal K. Anjandeo Versus State deeided
en 214 July 1974 - Ehasme J ) that definition of the
expressioa "land” as sontained im Section 2(16) will not
permit any exelusion unless the land is not capable of
beling used for the purpese of sgriculture, The word
*igriculture” again includes 80 many allied operations lils
dairy, faraing, eattle breeding itc, A mere entry in the
record of rights (VF VII - XII or ¢rop statement,) to the
effect that certain portiom of land is "Dagad Pot™ is

not sufficient to exelude sugh area from the helding of
the péuuoncr. In another gase it has been Leld tﬁa& a
portiea of 2and coversd by a "Hala” or by "Publie road" wsed
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by eitisens, being uncultivable 8 1iable ve be exeluded
ISpoem Civil Application Fo. 866 of 1966 dacided on
27th June 1968 -~ Abhyankar J.). In the light of these
decisiens the State Goverament sone out with a via-medfia
and prewed that where the extent of land recorded as
*Por Kharsh” does met exceed say 5 (five) acres in any
‘holding under. inquiry t.horg sheuld be 2o odJjectien to
exclude such area from the holding om the basis of the
onu:ul“or *Pot Kharab® ia YF VII - III or the erop state-
unﬁ. ' This means that a concernsd land helder actually
will have a eeiling of 59 aeres 1.0, 5 acres ever and
above the eeiling preserided, the additional 5 acres
being 1im the mature of a free allowvanse for at least
that much having been _ruordl_d as 'Pe} lharlbf.

In Selapur unﬂn. hovever, we found that in scme
- of the cases more than § acres of srea was galculsted
es "Pot Kharab® and was excluded frem the land holdings
of surplus landholders, 4 typical case of this kind may
be presented here as an example. This case was of a
surplus landhelder from Seregaca village in Horth Selapur
taluks. The total land holding of this particular lande
lord, as per the village rdcdrda (Xhata No. 22 {n Soregacn)
was of 135 acres and 18 gunthas, divided {ate $ plots,
The details of these plots as recorded ia the village
form Eos,.VII and XXX, Record of rights, were a8 under i

- The faaily of the landlord comprised of the minor
landholder, miner sister, their mother and ene majer
sister. As per the village records the total area under
"Pot Kharad® was 6 acres and 35 gunthas. EHowever, "Pot '
kharab® land wp to 5 acres only sould be excluded from
the total landholéding, This means 4f we exelude 5 acres
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Survey Area "Pot~-Kharad” Cultivable Asssssment

Fumbar area

R o Sy v S T P
1) 170 5.0 0-08 5-05 1.b3

2) 220/ 3627 2-10  3-17  37.00

3) 225/2 2823 - 28-23 26,87

k) 220/) )6-23 3-20 33-03 42,06

5) 22h/6  28-15 1-00 27-15 28.62

Toal ~ T D58 T 6T T T iam T T TGssE
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of "Pot Kharab® land from the total arsa we get 130 acres
and 18 gunthas from which the surplus was to be calculated,
Taking iate eensidouﬂon the meabers in the family, the
siner land-holder was entitled to retals 5h acres of his
land and the Tess, 75 acres and 18 gunthas were all te de
taken &8s surplus, Bus the calculatiens and deglaratien
of the surplus land made by the Special Deputy Collector
bad classified 23 scres and 18 gunthas as the area under
"Pos Lharad, nala-pad™ and Seregaon-Dongaon read, when,
as pointed out earlier, eanly the ™Pot Kharad" land or é
acres and 35 gunthas was mentioned in the YF VII . XII,
wherefrom the areas under "nala-pad® and Soregacn- |
Dongaon road wers taken was not explained anywhere in the
ease, After deducting 23 acres and 18 gunthas, a helding
of 112 acres was available and a met surplus of 58 aeres
was deslared by the Deputy Collecter, whereas the actual
surplus land inm this case, calculated on the basis of the
village records, came te 76 acres and 18 gunthas, The
surplus landholder managed to retain more than 18 acres
of his landholding with himself, over and above 54 acres,
which he was entitled to under the Revised Act.
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is polated eut esrlier, such cases though mos many,
might have oceurred im all the four sample districts,
HEowever the tetal number \o!' sugh surplus land invelved
in such sases could not de ascertained for sach distries.
In Selapur district, hewever, we eane across such gases
ia the official records and during eur investigation, we
made a note of them and have presented soma as illustra-
tions which may help te draw some broad inferenges, 4s
Tegards 'dnhraua of surplus land, the ¢ases we moted,
indicated very bdroadly that the sxecutive machizery 'wu
more syapathetie towards surplus landhelders im general,

2.2 Agguisition of Surplus Land

Once the surplus land is declared by the Surplus
Land Determinatien Tridunal/Special Deputy Collester, the
landhelder is informed te state the land te be retaliaed
for himself under Sestien 1§ snd to furaish his choice
of land in Foras VII preseribed by Rule 7. This means the
surplus landhelder has the sheice of land which he wants
to retaia for himself and seleet land which he wishes %o
surrender te the Government as surplus land, The Agh
provides that wherever megessary the surplus landholder
zmay prepars a map of the area which he desires %o surrender
&8 surplus, Ke may take help from she village efficers
to prepars such a sketch, which may enable him to prescribe
his choice in the matter,

This particular prevision of the Act giving full
chole¢e teo the surplus landhelder $o surrender whichever
land he desired to, had ereated -iny eomplications, The
.surplu- landholders had obvhusly taken t‘m'idnnugo |
of the choice given to them and had surrendered only the
loweast quality lmgl or evenm uncultivable lands ai surplus,
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An intereating case was reparted ia this sonnection at
Dudhani village in the Akkalkot taluka of the Solapur
distriet. Ia this village a surplus landholder had a
landhelding of 156.75 acres (Khata Ne. 143) and was
required to surrender adbout 16 acres of his larnd as

surplus under the Revised land Ceiling Act,  The landlerd
agreed te the decision given by the Surplus lLand Determing-
~ 84on Tridunmal of the Akkalkot taluka adeut the surplus
land which he had to surrendsr but asted sleverly while
exercising his chelce of land te be surrendered. He
surrendered 16 acres from his larges¥ plet of 69 acres
and chese such a plece from this land that it formed a
eentral area of She hig plos, Se the surrendered area
wad all surrounded by his owa land retained in the big
plot. The possessien of the surrsndered land was takea
by the autherities. I% was distridbuted Yo the five allet-
tess 4{a the village im 1976, Vhen the allettess went te
cultivate the plots alletted to them; the surplus land-
holder raised an occasion of gcomplaiat and ¢id nos allew
them to enter his land, The allettees went to the

village officials and later te the Tabasildar with a
request 19 provide as appreach read te their allotted
plets but 4a vain, VYhen we visised the Akkalkot Saluka
for our investigation the sase of tﬁolc.lllettcol was
still pending with the Tahasildar and the surplus land
surrendered by the landlerd was still under his gultiva-
tion. Thus, she surplus landholder sugceeded, at least
for the time being, im retaining the physical possessien
of his entire landholding with hinself, even after the
declaration and distribution of the surplus land swrender-
ed by him on paper acsording to the Revised Aes,

H

It appears from the above case and ether cases thad
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all sorts of ingenuities were brouzht in to play by the
surplus landholders in order te save themselves from
surrendering their surplus aress or te postpone giving
actual possession of the surplus lands and keep the same
under one's own eultivation as long as possible., MNost of
the surplus landhelders had takea full advanta;o of the
Sestion 16 of the Celling Aet and had surrendered only
inferier lands, Some of thea went te the extents of
deceiving the Gevermment by surrendiring areas under roads,
canals, etg. For example, we may refer to the case Ko,

CR 241 of Lawang village im the Malsiras taluka in the
Solapur éistrict. The facts of this case are reproduced
here ia brief, The particular landlerd from Lawang
village was deelared surplus landhelder te the extent

of 25 gunthas under the 3pecial Deputy Cellector's order
given on 11.4.1975. The landholder exersised his choice
of retaining the land under Sectiom 16 of the Celling ict
and stated before the Deputy Collector on 9,4.1975, that
the ltrip of land measuring 25 gunthas out of 8. Ko, 35/2a
' which was eultivable and perenaially 1rr1¢§tod as shown

in red 1# the lkdtch. might be taken over as surplus land,
Accordingly, the Leputy Collector passed the order and
directed the Additional Tahasildar to tiko over possession
of the said larnd under Section 21(2), This land was allet-
ted to one peasant applicant from the same village., ¥hile
handing over the possession to the allettes the Circle |
Cfficer, observed that there was a canal and service road
in the said strip of land and that there was very little

- loft for ecultivatien, The Additional Tahasildar was ticn
directed to inspect the site personally and verltygsho
taetl; Tho.lkctch drawn hy'tholldditionnl.Tahnllld;r and
his finspection ttport showed that only an area loaluriﬁg
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§52' x 8t 1.6, abous 3 gunthas was under culsivatioenm,
while the remsinismg part of the delimited land, was under
eanal and serviee road and gould mot be brought under
cultivation, From the adove stated faets 1% appears that
tte surplus landholder in surrendering the land teo the
Covermment had elearly tricked it and lurrondirod 22
gunthas of lsnd which gsould not be brought under sultivae
tion. The same land was againm included in the enquiry
under the Revised Aet and he was deglared nen-surplus on
18.€.1976. Onee the land was delinited under the Prineipal
Aet, there was Rmo fensom te inelude the ssme under the
Revised Aet, It was, therefore, decided that this particu-
lar case might be taken up ia revisien by the Govermment
and remanded back to the Deputy Collector for obtaining
fresh gholce ef land from the surplus landholder.

We have presented these twe cases of extress typs
where attezpts were made to dociivo.tho Government while
surrerndering the surplus areas, Besides these and such
. other casil, shere were quite a number of eases which we
ceme across during our investigation, where the surplus
landhelders had taken rull advantage under Section 16 of
the Revised Land Ceiling Aet and had lurrondcrod only low
quality nnd uncultivated lands as surplus areas. It is
quiio n@tﬁf&l tef the surplus lnndholdordio surrender
uncultivated area as surplus te th- extent possible under
th.'prevllion;'at the Act, when the choelce of land to be
surrendered 1s fully givea ;o them. In the firss chapter
we have attempted to see the extent of uncultivated area
lutfondorod as surplus ia the laipli iistrltt% and found
thst & substantial ﬁreportion of surplus surrendered and
distributed 1n all the four sample distriets was likely te
Bc uncultivated, Ia the liﬁplo villages alse a iargc chunk
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of the area surrendered as surplus was froa the ungulti-
vated area, The proportionm of such area to the total
surplus was as high as 80 per cent in scme of the sample
villages from Malsiras, Barshi, Karmala and Akkalkoet
talukas in the Solapur distriet. Inm view of the larger
surplus area accruing from the uncultivated land, it was
inevitable that the large number of allottees regeived
only such lands whigh ¢ould not be eultivated evenm by the
Wig surpiul.lnidholdort.

2.3 Egefr{butggg of Surplus Land

Once the deslaration of surplus land &s done by the
Surplus Land Detersimation Tribﬁnnl/@joctal Deputy
Cellectors, further steps for its disposal are taken by
the Surplus lLand Distribution Tribumal appointed in each
taluks or bleck. Om receipt of the statement of surplus
land from the Tahasilder, the Distribution Tribunal under
tho'icviaod Agt 1s first required to cemsider reservation
of 50 per cenmt of the surplus land for distridution to
landless persons Lelenging te Scheduled cnstol; Scheduled
Tribes and persens from Nomadie Tribes 'Vimukta Jatis!
'lnd other backward classes as motified by the Government
fer that purpese. The Chairsam of the Tribumsl is to
draw a detailed programese fixing the date on which and
the place at which applications would be foccivod for the
grant of land; the date, time and place &t which the
applications would te sonsidered, Such s programme is to
be given wide publieity by issue of pudblie motice and by
beat of drus in the village {a whieh the surplus iandl are
situsted and alsoe in the villages within a radius of
eight kilometers of such villngo. la‘tar as pclilblo
seven dayi are allewed for auhnlt:in;‘luch applications
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from the date of Lissue of the public netice., The detailed
precidure'al te the serutiny of the applications received
~ and selection of alletteos has been prescribed under Rule
(7)) (8) and (9) of the Act, 4s provided thereunder, the
uhol‘ prograsme regarding loloétion of allottees ia to be
cu;plotad in one sitting. After the final 1ist of allot-
-tooa_tn drawva up and anneunced, the Chairman eof the Tribu-
nal authorises the Cirele Inspecter for taking eover
possessien of the surplus land and handing over the Sume
to the allottess, ) | |

2

In Tables 2,3 to 2.6 we present the data adous the
areas deslared surplus anﬁ distriduted to different allot-
tees in the talukas of the sample distriets, under the
Prinsipal and the Revised ies, For iurangadad distriet,
however, we could mot ged the required data of the surplus
land declared and distributed under the Prineipal Act,

Ve hivo, therefore, presented such data only for the
Revised Act in Table 2,3, It may be noted from the tables
that the area declared surplus under the Revised Act was
¢onparatively much more tham that under the Primeipal Act,
in Selapur ard Yavatmal distriets, In the case of Thane
district the surplus area declared under the Revised ict
wvas slightly lower thaa the iurplu; area under the Prinei-
pal A¢t. The proportiens of tae distriduted surplus to
the deslared areas wereiuite substantial for both the
phases of the Act, in all the luph’mtruu. A small
portion of the surplus deelared in each distriet eould not
be distributed in view of the stay orders given by the
High comISupr'n'c Court and Maharashtra Kevenue Tridunmal,
Some of the areas wers totally unecultivable and were
required to de notified under Section 27(1)., Is may be



Tsble 2.3 3 Surplus lsnd declered and distributed under the kevised Act inkiur-ngabqq district

- Area " Area dis~ NHo. of -  percentage of dis- Average distri-

Teluka declared tributed allottees triduted to buted land per

+ S R <. 5 D
Aurengsbed €2 S50 308 - 86.8 SRRT R 7

Peithan %y 770 394 81.1 | 1.95 ‘
S11lod | 295 276 . 132 93.6 2.09
Soegson 283 210 128 86.4 1 !6‘
Jelas 980 &5 454 85.2 1,83,
Axbad . 200 1997 12 974 1.7¢
Bhokardan 895 757 106 84.6 1,86
Jafraded 273 267 134 97,8 1.99
VaiJapur 576 . 476 281 82.6 1.69
Gangepur , 97 -y T 284 96.1 2.02

Kenned 273 224 135 82.1 1,66
Khultabed 7 2! 35 98.6 2,09
- Rt i TR T A AR LR RS EERE
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Teble 2.4 3 Surplus land declared end distributed under tho Principel and Revised Land Ceiling

Act in Solapur district | {(Aree in hectares)
TRttt "'"'1'*2.."','"'_?"r.'?x;ei'p:{;&"_..'","'"_""""' "=
Taluka = B o Doclar::‘ ) nistrlbnt:ai - Bo. of*-’ -;:;;:;;:go of " Average distri- )

S _ surplus land surplus . ,: @®llottees distributed to buted land per
| lnnd o declared land  allottee ,
Forth Sclepur _ . . . . . .85 . . .88 . . 69 .. ., 3000 . .. 123
South Solapur . 1078 821 - 560  76.2 . 147
_Barshi - 587 S [ I 130 . 6het - 2.89
Akkslkot . - 237 .o 139 Lo 100,0 . - 1.7
CMeaha .8 @ . onm.. &1 . 200
Nalsires 027 500 . BST . W8T 1499
farmels . . - Mmoo ., 468 . 2.81
Sangola | | 379 o2 - . 58, - 5.6 .. 3.62
Mool - . 3§ 258 .. m . . - ma3 3.3
Mengalwedha . 133 . 18 86 1000 - 1.6
Pandbarpur . | - 198 1AS . 109 L T2 -, 133

" Total ' T Ab51 "~ 3009 o 1569 | 67.6 - 1.92

_.-----------------------------?----------‘--”-”p--’P- mm'

Contd. T



Teble 2.4 t Contd,

Taluka =

Forth Solapur
South Selspur

- Barshi
Akkalkot
Nadha
Malsiress
Kermsla
Ssngola
Mohel
Mangalwedha

Pandharpur

- s o e W BT S ® S e e e S e s MG e e e
- b

o]
o)

kevised Act | . -total |
" Declered Distri- Eo. of Percen~ - Avarsage .. Declared Distri- [Ro. of Perecen- Averege
surplus buted alls- toge of . . distri- - surplus buted 8llo= . tage of . distributed
land surplus ttees distri=  buted ., dand . surplus  ttess . distri- land per
SR land . . - buted to  land per. .. . . land . buted to. . allottee
declared allottes - declared
lend | land ,
528 L9 285 85.0 1.58 613 534 354 87.9 1.5
661 647 496 97.9 1.30 1739 1468 1056  84.4 1.39
1289 1149 8k 89.1 1.36 1876 1525 ‘m 1) 1,57
ATh M5 37 87.6 1.11 711 652 $11 91,7 1.28
728 ™ 379 98.5 1.97 217 09 "M0  95.3 1.97
1678 1399 639 83.4 2.19 2703 1899 80  70.2 2.1)
838 820 389 97.9 2.1 1216 997 K52 2.0 2,21
7058 592 27 84.0 2.16 1084 802 332 74.0 2.42
632 614 283 97.2 2.17 987 872 356  88.3 2.46
401 378 165 9%e2  2.29 539 516 251 95.7 2.06
492 n 168 754 2.21 690 516 277 74.8 1.86
si26 7581 A293 | 90.0 | 177 12977 10390 Tsse2 623 T Tye T

Total

-'-‘-.-------------‘-----------‘-

.---“------ﬁ“--------‘-*----
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Teble 2,5 : Surplus lsnd declared and distributed under the Principsl and the Revised Aet in.
Thane district
{Area 1in hectares)

.-'----'_--7---------n---a--------------------------------

Principal Act

Teluka = .Doclar:d_f —Bilt;z:;tnd No. of - ,_,.;:;::;;;;; 2 ;;.r.‘.-.: B
c e mcaeawo WTPlus lend | surplus lasd | o sllettess e e e .
Talasari 2091 1960 2009 937 0.97
Dehenu | 595 266 M0  hbeT? - 0.58

" Palghar 1779 262 254 RI%; © 1.03
Juwhar | A2 » 39 929 o 1.00

~ Shehsour ? - - | - - . -
Murbed 0, 91 | 9 87.5 ~ 0.98
vade - - . - - ' -
Mokheda Me 29 18 6.5 1.61
Ulhesneger 86 P 22 54.6 | 2.14
Bhivandl - | - e | - - -
Yasai - | - - | - -
Thene | 21 - - T - " -

Kalyen 10 - - ' - h -

Contd.



Table 2. 4 Contd.

.--------‘—----_‘------'---.---ﬁ----“‘_‘F-------Q-“--.:-..--------——-

‘ Revised Aet ‘ | - Total
Taluke Declared  Distributed  Mo. of .  Parcems Aversge  Declsred  Distributed No. of . Percen- Averegs
: :::glul - .a;::glul -notuur tage | :::Rlu : ;t.:::lu allottees tage
Talssari 1031 760 76k T 099 . N2z 2720 2783 871 0.98
Debsnu 645 542 739 84,0  0.73 1240 " 808 1199 65.2  0.67
Palgher 551 394 570 T1.5  0.69 2330 - 656 824, 28.2 0.8
Jebar 167 166 161 99.6  1.03 209 205 200 98.1 1.0
Shehapur 1273 1266 730 99.5 1.69 127 1266 70 99.5 1.7
Murbsd 178 157 142 88.2  t.11 282 248 135 £7.9 1.84
Neda 275 266 210 96,7  1.27 275 266 210 96.7  1.27
Mokheds 336 315 176 3.8 079 T8 3 Wb A9 .77
Ulhesneger 365 3 9 50 1.85 BT 230 121 51.0 1.9
Bhivandt 39 39 26 100.0  1.50 39 39 26 100.0  1.50
Vassi - - - - - - ' - - - -
Thane 128 - - - - 149 - T - - -
Kslysn 118 - - - - 128 - - - - o
Toral T 3106 T hose T T T 3617 T g0 T 1.3 tozsz | ersz | 6s22  66.0 .06
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Table 2.6 3t Surplus land declsred and distributed under the Principsl snd the Revised Act in
Yawatmal district '
| {(Area in hectares)

Priocipal Act |
Taluks - ,Doclarot'—'-— n;;trihntod *;;.;bt ?f‘ ;brcontagof“f _L;;;;;;.T-t---
S _ ;::Elul; .. ‘::;EIEI  | | ‘filetslqt_ , o

Towstesl e - 307 - m S * % SRR X
Durwha . 864 .65 . 265 70.0 - - 2.28
Pusad 158 . 970 , AT2 = 66.5 - . 2,08
¥ani . 518 . - 390 385 N 75.2 1.01
Kelahur - 1048 1030 T 686 98.3 1450

65710 ess2e . 2378 99.7 2,75
Toval T omr T T T T T Tessn T T T T Tazes” T T eie T 229

S A s A A S WS AR A Y U e D TR G AR AR W W e W e W e - W e N e B S BN w e e

. # . Ares declered snd distributed by the 8#1.-D¢puty-¢ollocter - < Contds
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fable 2.6 1 Contd.
{Area ia hectares)

--------f-“-‘-‘-E:'I.:d-‘;t-‘.---‘.f---‘- --’..--------F-,;t:l-------------
Declared Distributed No. of P.;;;httgo Av-;;go Declered D;:tributpd l;:-;;--;;;::;:agc Avcragc
surplus surplus allo= of distri- distridut- surplus . surplus allo-

- land . lend ttess buted to “ed lend per _ lend | land L Cttees
_ - declared . allottees ' oo Ty
| , | | - lem¢ - . ‘

Yowstmel - 3037 2843 2001 93.6 1.2 309 3150 2113 - 924 - 1.9

Darvha 3777 2208 . A8 58,5 1.52. - 46k . 2813 713 6.8 1.64

Pusad M2 767 520 67,2 TA4T . 26000 M7 . 992 66.8 - 1.18

¥eni .. 220 . 1504 . 1077 . _'59.7  1.h0 3038 1896 162 62.3 - 1.29

Kalshur €249 3890 2762 623 - 140 7297 4920 3M68 | 67.h 1.4

o | | o | 6571 6552 'zm 99.7  2.75

69



70

noted tr@n the tables that there were wide variaticas in

~ the proportiens of the di;tributod to the doc;ar.d surplus
anrpql in different talﬁkal of eaech distrigt., B8uch a

| proportion was the lowest {a the case of Mokhads (6.5 pe:r
eent) and Palghar (14,7 per cent) talukas im the Thane
districs. l'lirgo propertion of the d-elarod‘lufblun in
;hoqo tv‘ talukas was uncultivadble and se eould not be
distriduted, Ia ne cther talukas im the sample districts,
the proporsion of the distributed to the deelared surples
was 80 low. It may be Seea from the Sables that the
average distridbuted land per allottee was less tham twe
hnetaros_in_gll the szmple distriets, At the taluka levelg
howivaé, thifnévnro somewhat wide varistions im the average
area distributed, Im scme of the talukas such &% aversge
area was more than twe heetares. In Sangola and Mohol
talukas of the Selapur distriet the average area per alloet-
ioo;wus abeve three hectares, It appears from the tables
that the distribution ef the declered surplus arsas was
;cqrtﬁlnlr better under tﬁ. Revised Actithah that under the
‘Prinelpal Aet, This might be because of the Emergency

| doelgrod,tnﬁthc country in 1975,

‘

- is mentioned sarlier the inpoftnht distinguishing
roQturo of the Revised A¢t is the ressrvatien of 5o'par
‘eent of the Surplus land under Sectiem 27 (4), after
‘exeluding lands referred te under Sub-Secticns (2) asmd
(J), for distridution te porson- belenging to Scheduled
-Castes, Seheduled Tribes and cther backward classes, ete.
‘Iz Tables 2.7 te 2.16, we present the talukswise diitri-
bution of tha allettees belonging te the Sgheduled Castes
- and Sehcdulod Trides and other backward castes, nlong |
_with the sreas ar the aurplun land dissributed to them'



Teble 2.7 3 Surplus land distributed to the allottees froa Schoduloa Castes/Tribes ste. and other allottees
: under the hovised Act in Aursngabad district

{Area in hectnroal

- e o W O o W W @ oG W s W A AR W W A G W G T oG e M W M A WD AR A D A R A A S A A AP S AR AR e S S S

Scheduled Casted -, 8cheduled Tribes ' Other b-ekvard castes
e i S
Aurengsbed 135 226 L1.85 12 21'- 3.89 - .. 27 . WM 8.52
Paithen . 217 A28 55.56 53 . 109 .76 . 10 - 27 3.51
S1lled- 63 16 AT7.45 - . e - .33 62 25,20 .
Sosgaca 9 8 3971 5 6 2.87 12 - 18 8.61
Jalaa 210 36h - A3.59 TR 1 § 3.95 . . 49 87 © 10.42 -
Aabed . 6957 1160  57.83 . . A8 - 122 6.08 104 207 10.32
Bhokarden 175 338 4h.65  2) 32 he23 11 18 2.38
Jafrabad 52 101 37.97 Y T 338 2. A . 1.0
Yaijepur 127 221 4643 36 61 12.62 38 . 67 - 1407
Gangapur 173 306 59.1h 37 69 1342 . 23 . .. 7.78
Kaanad A 7 34.36 15 - .25 1.16 5 y S 3.13
Khultebud 18 37  50.68 3 - T 959 . - - -

CToval | 1965 3AS5  49.96 247 A% 7.k 3Mh  s83 &3

- ek & 4 & G G W & d e W S = W S W S S S S @ e W W E T W T W S S AW W S e T S sSs oW W q
a

Contd.



Teble 2.7 : Comtd. .

. All backward csstes Others . i . . . -Total.
Taluka Bo. of  Area  Percen~  No. of  Ares  Percen- No. of Ares  Percene
| Sllotbens L eEe_ . tettees . Mse sllottess e
Asrasgubed 174 293 S4a26 13, 247 45.7% 308 540 100.00
‘Paithan 280 0 564 73.25 14 206  26.75 3% - TIO  100.00
 8illed 96 178 7233 36 68  27.65 132 246 100.00
Soegaon . & 107 s149 & 102 48.81 i28 209 100.00
 Jalna om0 W8k 57.96 18K 351 A2.0h  4Sh 85 100.00
 ambed 89 1489 74.23 278 517 25.77 1124 2006 100,00
Bhokarden 209 U388 51.26 197 369 4876 &6 757 100.00
Cdsfreved 59 a1k a2.85 o 152 5745 1 266 100.00
' Yeijepur 201 9 M2 " 80 127 26,68 28 476 100.00
Gangapur 233 413 80.34 51 101 19.66 284 516  100.00
Xsnnad 69 109 48.65 | 66 115 51.35 135 224 100.00
" Chultebad 21 W 6027 29 39.73 35 73 100.00
Toval 2526 . 4532 6553 1289 238k JeeA7. 3815 . &916 . .100.00

--------q------------.-------‘--‘—--------ﬂ--ﬁdoq-------‘_Q
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reble 2.8 s Surplus land distributed to the allottees from Scheduled Castes, Tribes, lx-norvicounn and others
= under the Principal Act in Solapur District
{Area in hectares)

Scheduled Castes, Ex-servicemen Others . Total

rribca. etCe. . & Servicemen ‘
Teluke Allo- 1;;;.;orcont-go —_;:I;:--I;;;-;;;;:;;:;;-‘i;;;;:--.;;;l Porel;t;;o Allo=- -.:;;;--;;;::;;;;o

tteos to total ttees to total ttess to total tteos . to total
srea area sres . srea

Forth Solapur 35 39 45.9 19 29  34.1 15 17 20,0 6 ~ ¢  100.0
South Solspur 245 338 1.2 M1 178 21.7 206 305  37.1 560 821  100.0
Barshi 65 165 439 13 4 1t 52 168 4k.7 130 376  100.0
Akkelkos 2 121 S51.1 1M 2 9.3 6 9%  39.6 139 237 100.00
Medha 28 55 88.7 - - . 37T 13 31 6 100.0
K¥alsiras 123 206  Ale2 52 9%  18.8 76 200  40.0 251 500  100.0
Kermels 26 52 29.4 20 82 45.3 17 4 2.3 63 177  100.0
Ssngola 21 56 26.7 1% 31 th.8 23 123 58.5 58 210  100.0
Hohol 30 96 37.2 23 81 31.h 20 81 3.4 73 258  100.0
Mangelwedha . 26 A 29.7 20 50 36.2 40 A7 34.1 86 138 100.0
Pandharpur 50 66 45.6 b 54 37.2 18 25 17.2 109 145 100.0

~J

Total 711 1235  41.0 324 664 22,1 536 1110 36.9 1569 3009 100.0

- T a W e & S e % Oamaoe s T e ® W E e 8 s W e meaEaae T e T e s T S PSR WS % O Eme @ e e W e S S @ W OSSP W



Jeble 2.9 3 Surplus land distributed to the allottees frou Scheduled Castes, Trides, Ex-3erviceasn snd
_ Others under the JEevised Act in Solepur district o

(Ares in hectsres)

b-d----‘hb-------‘------------‘-----Qgﬁﬂﬂ,---‘-----------.-'

Scheduled Csstes, Ix-Servicesen Others - Totel
Trides, etec. & Servicemen oL

Taluke Fami- Area. Percemtoge Fami- _ku”'ro;co:tl;i r;i: A ;;.ﬂ.v;oremtago ';m- Ares Poreo;;:gc
_ lies to total lies to total lies to total lies - to total -
ore phedl S i
Korth Solspur 131 206  45.9 7% 108 241 20 135 30.0 285 . M9  100.0
South Solapur 237 31 48.0 9% 119 18.3 165 217  33.5 496 €47  100.0
Barshi LB7 561 As.e 155 204 17.8 251 38k 33.a 83 1149 100.0
Akkalkot 163 179, A3 74 8  20.5 135 151 36.4 372 M5 100.0
Kadha 200 382 51.1 14 229  30.7 6 - 136  18.2 379 T 100.0
Xalsiras 356 831 59.4 110 239 17.1 175.. 329  23.5 639 1399  100.0
larmela 230 480 58.5 27 57 7.0 132 283 34.5 389 820  100.0
jangola 161 7 58.6 % 156 26.4 37 & 150 27, 592 100.0
fohol 150 341 55,5 37 83  13.5 96 - 190 31,0 283 614 100.0
tsngalwedha 93 218 57.6 6 100 26.5 26 6 159 165 378  100.0°
'andbarpur 89 201 s54.2 58 124, 33.4 21 46 12.4 168 371 1000

.-.--‘----------------------------------‘-_--_--.--ﬂ-----—---.

'‘otal 2245 4057 53.5 865 1504 19.8 1183 2020 - 26.7 A293) 7581 100.0

D-'._--------------------------‘----------------------‘--‘-----



Table 2,10 3 Surplus lond distributed to the sllottees from Scheduled Castes
_ Others under the Principal and the hevised Act im Solapur distr

Tribes, ete.

Ares Percenmtage
to totsl
area

Tribes, Ex-servicemen snd
fet

{Area in hectares)

-0---‘-----'ﬁ-----.-----------0-------..--’-----Q-----------

Scheduled Castes,

-—--Q--------‘---lb---ﬂ-‘--------------ﬂ'-----------

245
649
726
300
437
1037
532
A03
437
259
267

45.9
4.2
47.6
46.0
4.0
546
534
50.2
50.1
50.2
51.7

Taluks

Allo-

ttees
Forth Solapur 166
South Solepur 482
Barshi 502
Akkalkot 225
Madhe 228
Malsiras A77
Keraala 256
Sengola 182
Kohol | 180-
Mangelwedha 119
Pandharpur 139
Total 2956

5292

50.0

‘Exeservicenen :
& Serviceasn Others
— g i 0 - A Al W s e S
Allo= Area Percentage Allo- Area Psrcentage
ttees to totel ttees to total
ares ares
9 137 25.6 95 152 28.5 .
205 297 20.2 ‘?69 | 522 35.6
168 247 16.2 303 552 36.2
85 107 16.4 201 245 37.6
114 229 28.) 68 1) 17.7
162 333 | 17.5 251 529 27.9
b7 139 13.9 149 326 32.7
50 187 2)3 - 60 212 26.5
6 16, 18.8 16 271 3.
66 150 29.1 66 107 20.7
99 178 34.5 39 Yk 13.8
1189 2168 20.5 1717 3130 29.5

Total
T allo-  Ares Percentage
ttees < . - £3 total
C Ut aree
3% S3%  100.0
1056 1468 100.0
973 1525  100.0
511 652  100.0
M0 809 100.0
890 1899 100.0
452 997 100.0
' 332 802 100.0
356 872 100.0
251 516 100.0
277 516 100.0 o3
T T sse2 10590  100.0

-ﬂ_------------------ﬁ----------‘---------------------------



Teble 2.1t 1 Surplus leand dissriduted to the aellottees from scheduled castes/tribes etec. end other
. allottees under the Principal Act in Thane district

(Ares in hectares)

Scheduled Castes Scheduled Tribes - Other Beckward All Backward
o Castes Castes

Taluka rno- Ares Porcontag:_ Iﬁ-mrco;:go ) Alle~ ﬁ.. P_oreon‘::;:. nle-_-:-:-';:;;;;:;:

. ttees - - ttees G meme o -- C e e tt:.: o -- e e es - _ .t-.t...:.- e e mmmes
Teleseri - - - 2019 1960 100.00 - = - 2019 1960  100.00
Dshanu - - 428 251 94.k6 - = e 228 251 944
Palgher 16 12 4.6 153 163 61.98 66 6 2.7 235 200 91.25
Jowhar 3 3 7.69 36 36 92.31 - - - 39, 39 100400
bubed 3 2 - 55 6 - 3% 26 - %2 9 st
Mokhods 18 29 100.00 - - - e . e 18 29 100.00
Ulhesneger = = = .22 47 100,00, e = — . 22 47 100.00

[N . . - [N

Total 40 L6 1.7% 2713 2520 93.47 100 91 3.37 2853 2657 98.55

Contd.
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Teble 2.11 & Contd.

Ex-servicemen _ Others _ Total

T .-lm - . - Dy s Sy dhen . “.....-—....._. g o . - abak
‘ ' Allo- 4Ares Percentege’ Allo- Ares - Fercentege  Alle- "Area  Percentasge
' ‘ttees : tees ttees ' L

Telasard e - - - - = 2019 1960  100.00°
Dahanu - e = 32 1% 5.64 MO 266 100.00
Palghar == - 19 23 8.75 25, 26)  100.00
Jowhar - - - - - - y9 39 100,00
Furbsd - - - 1 1 1.09 93 2 100.00
Rokhoda | - - - - - - 18 29  100.00
Ulhasnages - - - - - - 22 47 ©  100.00

Total - - - 52 3 teh5 2905 2696 100.00

- W e W W T S E e WSS W W .Q--‘-----‘--------------------‘-------
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Table 2.12 ¢ Surplus lend distributed to the allottees from scheduled castes/tribes ete. and other
sllottees under the Bevised Act in Thene district

(Area in hectares)

- aEE o gy oan g W e o T W S G wWh aF W B T N S A O S A A G W g @ W OSSO AW T W E W R AW S e B W W S W

3cheduled Castes Scheduled Tribes Other Backward Cutu All Bnekuu'd Caates

Toluka :3:: .l.rn T;onugo ﬂ:&:: {ru Percentags .:a.:: :'-}"- Puunf.ap :&: Aru Porcontngo
Telesart 6 6 0.9 758 6 99.21 T T 76@ " 100.00
Dehazw 46 38 7.01 693 50h  92.99 - = = 79 52 100,00
Palghar 5, A9 12.44 303 186 A7.21 168 93 23.60 525 328 €3.25
Jowhar 2 2 1.20 155 160 96.39 b b 241 161 - 166 100.00
Shehspur 21 34 2.68 534 9AT  Th.81 147 238 18.80 702 1219 96.29
Murbea 97 k9 97 19 7628 . 3% 29 18.59 0 155 99.36
Nads 7 1 2.6 195 247 92.86 5 9 338 207 26 98.87
Mokhada b2 6.67 172 294  93.33 - - - 176 315 100.00
Olbasnagar 2 3 1.65 6 131 T1.98 - - - 7T 1B T3.6
Bhivend 2 3 750 .23 N €750 = - = 25 38 95.00
Total 153 170 A6 2999 3377 €2.63 358 373 9.3 3510 3920  95.92

- e W ap @ 4 I o S o9 P B & W v o = o & B S B & - T e o e '----------O----------t--------

oJ
Contd. 0



Teble 2.12 L Contd.

Ex~-servicemen Others Teotal
Taluka A SRS W 5 S A A 4 S S U G SR R S SO, P G S A - — PR - T s s g
- “Allottees Area - Fercentsge Allottees Area Percentsge Allettees Ares Percentage

Talessri - - e . e . 76, - 760 100.00
Dhemu - - e e e - 79 sz 100.00
Palgher 28 52 13.20 17w 3.55 570 394 100.00
Jowhar - e e e - . 16 166 100.00
Shahapur ‘ - - - 28 47 3.7 730 1266 - 100.00
Hurbad - = - 21 0 142 156 100.00
wada - - - 33 210 266 100,00
Xokhada - - - - - - 176' 315 100.00
Ulhsansger - - - .28 48 26.37 | 99 . 182 100.00
Bhivendi - - - g 2 5.00 26 10 100.00

& A o 4 W T S e @ % W g W G W o T 4 Y o S w % e o - B o T kB G S @ S e W R D g W W e S e s s

Total 28 52 1.27 7 115 2.81 ' 3y 4087 100.00

- A S O & W 4 2 s O S W W W B o & T O W N S e e S R e e RS W S S e W RS o W
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Teble 2,13 - :  Surplus lend distributed to the allottees froam schedulsd castes/tribes etc. snd
other sllottees under the Principel & the hHevised ict in Thane distriet

" {Area in hecteres)

.--’--.-----‘------“------------'-----’-----‘---‘---------.

All Backward Castes Ex-8ervicexen Others Totel .

Teluks :EI;:---;;;:-rorcontlgo Allo- Arl;-;.rcont;;:_—llld- ~ Area P.reontlg0.-:ii;:f-;;:;.‘.;:;;:;;:;:-
ttees ttees : ttlol tteen
hmqrx 2783 2720 100.00 - - P - - - 2783 2720  100.00
Dahamu 1167 793 98.4 - e - 32 15 1.86 1199 808  100.00
Palgher 760 568  86.45 28 52 7.92 36 37 5.6 824 657  100.00
Jowhar 200 205  100.00 - - - - - = 200 205 100.00
Shahspur 702 1219 96,29 2 = - e 28 47  3.7% 0 730 1266 400.00
Murbad 197 220  99.10 - - - 3 2. 0.90 . 200 222  100.00
wads 207 263 98.87 - - - 3 3 113 210 266  100.00
Kokhoda 194 346 100,00 - - - - - - T 19 3 100.00
Clhasnegar ‘9 181 79.04 - = - 28 A8 20.96 12y 229 100.00
Bhivendi 25 . 38 95.00 = - ‘e 1 ‘2 5.0 26 A  100.00
Total €328 6551  96.95 28 52 0.77 831 1%  2.28 6487 6157 100.00

- E S W O S - S o ahy e o @ S &P e S s B G W S W DA W W - e A W wk A W sk oS S B W e W o W e od

X
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Table 2.14 : Surplus land distributed to the lllottoen from scheduled csstes/trides etc. end other
allottess under the kKevised Act in Yavatmal district.

(Area in hectares)

.--------'-----‘----------‘-----““-7--—--.---q----------“---_-

Taluka Schodulod Castes Sehodulod Tribes Other backward cestes All beckward castes
o Allo- ATea -;orcontngo Allo- Ares Porcontogo Allo-- Ares Percontage Allo- Aro- ;orcontagc-'
- - ftees N ttees ' 7 ttees T ttees

.---.--------.-9--‘------------------------‘.------------.

v ES
¥

t.;.tngl_ B2 08 21,39 7760 1053  37.05 269 .'“559 12,61 1481 2020 | 71.05
Derwha 386 568 26,60 ) &os" 18.34 : : séz : M8 33.88 181 M 8.2
Pussd 6 8 )o.sz 9 1k 18.85 216 316 1.2k 365 53 70.91
wWanl 163 230 15.3k 629 873 V 58.06 : | 5’ .-7ii h.7§ 845 1174 78917

Zelapur 359 503 12.93 1626 2268  58.30 © 313 427 10.99 2298 3198  82.22

.‘--‘---‘-‘-“-‘--—-------‘--‘--‘-------------‘--'--‘-----

Total 1616 2012 17.95 3381 4743 A2.31 0 1373 19217 17.14 6170 8676 77.40

Contd.

T8



-TAD1O Z.74 § Coatd,

- B e - & e S W e ---------------h--—----&'------O"----------ﬁ-----

Kxeserviceaen . . . Qthers Total

‘T.luk. , . e el S A s o S S T A - aren - - A S S S S A e s T

Allottees 4area Percentaze Allottees Area Percentsge Allottees . Ares . Percentage

’---------'--’------------------------ﬁ---------------------

Yavatasl 134 212 7.9 386 - 610 - 21.46 2001 28,2 100.00
Darvhe A5 N 3.5 222 3%  17.83 . 1M8 2205  100.00
Pusad 7% 19 15.47 . 100 13.62 520 766 100.00
¥ani 52 72 8,76 180 257  17.07 1077 . 1503  100.00
 Eelapur 30 b 1.0 A54 648 16.65 2782 38590 100,00
Totel 339 531 465 1319 2013 17.95 " " T7g28 T 11710 100.00

--------’------------.---‘--‘------------‘--------------“
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I8D1® .19 I @Urpius i8na aisgtributed tO the allottees Iroa scheduled castes/tribes end other allottees
under the Principsl Act in Yevatmal district

{Area in ﬁoetarea).

.---’-----------'-ﬁ---------‘-------‘------------‘-----‘---

ol - Schoduled Costes . : . Scheduled Tribes . All Bsckward Cestes
Teluka - - — e -y - T - - - - ——
<~ - - Allottees - Area Percentage Allottess Area Perceategze Allottees . Area _ Percentage

!ar;thal 1 b 1.45 15 58 | 18.21 16 ' 60 | 19.66
Darwha 36 115 17,00 35 120 ' 19.86 om0 2357 38.86
Pussd 62 144 N8 83 209 21,58 150 353 ;' 36.04
wani 34 W7 12,05 107 149 38.21 w196 50.26
Kelapur 58 135 13.11 223 549 53.28 - 281 684 - 66.59 |

Speclal Deputy \
Collector 34 9,8 1h.46 168 . 630 9.62 509 1578 - 2h.08

i

-‘-------------------------------‘--_--------‘------------.

Total 532 1393 14.14 636 1713 17.38 1168 3086 .  31.52

o



Teble 2.13 1 Contd.

(Area in hectares)

-.-----------b_—---ﬁ--------Q-------~---'----ﬁ-'---------~-.

Socistics - « lOth.rl . ; . . Total

Tﬂlnk. . o -t - . P - PRpp— PEpSpR——— -, R Al e S TP . o -

Allottess - Area  -Persentage LAllottess - Area Percentaze Allottses . Jres .. Percentage

-----¢---------'d--""----am-n-ﬁuh-..n---,---Qp----ua—--a---‘h-ﬂ--_-----

- - Lo ES : b e A . L . - I . . .

Terstasl 8 20 6530 & Lok 150 "y 306 100.00
Darwhe - 2 s 1231 "y 29 y 48.83 192 605 “ 100.00
Pused 2 160 16,49 168 56 A7.08 320 969  100.00
¥ani | - - - 103 194 _‘; 49.74 244 390 100.00
Kelapur - 1 53 5.18 122 293 | . 28.43 A0 1030  100.00
_.35333;3%:' - - - 1360 4976 75.92 1869 6552 100.00

-.P-#----------‘-ﬁ------------,------‘----------‘--------

Total - 13 A7 k95 - 1936 6259 63.52 3117 . 9852 . 100.00

--'d!---’-----.q---’gn._.qg-o-_q---nq-ut----------------,,--------_-

Q0
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Teble 2,16 3 Surplus land distributed to the allottees from Scheduled castes/Tribes ete. snd other
allottees under the Principal snd the Revised Act in Ysyataal dist:igt

"(Area in hectares)

----ﬂﬁ--------toﬁ----ﬁh-‘-----------------------------.

All backward castes W n-s-nieenon ' ' Sociotioo

!.lm T T e e il a0 S il e e - - ema - — ~a

Allottees Area Percentage nlott.ou “Area Percentage Allottoees Aru Percentege

----------------------------------------‘--------------

Yevateal 1497 2080 660 1% 213 676 8 200 6.36
Darvha 1252 1976  70.23 T 263 2 . . Th 2.5
Pussd 515 897  51.65 7 119 683 2 160 . 9.21
weni 986 DN T2.8) 52 72 378 - - -

Kelopur 2579 3883 78.90 30 W 0.0 1 53 1.09
Spl. Deputy |

‘5911.3t0r ' 509 ‘577 2“-0‘ ) - - - | - | -‘V . -

- e s B 4 e S .S 4 T g W = A S S 4 W S N e W i e W G ---------'----‘--------‘-*

Total 7338 11784 5594 339 522 2.47 1) 487 2.32

.---------------b‘---nn--u--------b-------,------------.

Contd.

Qo
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S A TR s e S ap o A o S-Sy O albal B S an an 0

' Allottees  Area  Percentsge . Allottees - Ares - Percentage

h—--.------g--bn-t----------—-ﬁ-—------ﬁ--‘------‘.

avotasl ASO - 656 - - 20,8 o 2089 M9 100,00
. 13 ety 249 - 1600 213 100,00
usad | S 561 BIETE : - 840 . ioo.oo
ani ) 283 450 23.79 1329 o 1893 | 100.00
slapur | 576 940 | 19411 : 3186 4920 100.00
Plisceor” 1360 4975 75.92 1869 6552 100.00
otal T T T a3 T T Team T T T T 3927 T T T T T owws T Tavods T T T1oocos T

‘--,--'---‘---------------------ﬂ---’-----“---"‘--‘-.
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" 4n each of the four sample distriets. It may be moted
hers that ia Tadbles 2.8 te 2.10 pertainiag te the Solapur
district weo hﬁn elubbed together the allottees delonging
te Seheduled Castes and Scheduled Trides as the tetal
nunber of allettees frem Scheduled Trides was very saall
= 53 and 11 under the Prineipal and the Revised Aet.
respectively. This was mainly because Scheduled Trides

a8 Such were mot ia large numbers im the Selapur district,
Another point te be moted abeut these tables is that we
eould nos get the castes of the ex-servicemen and service-
_men whe wers alletted surplus land ia the Solapur district.
Se 1% 15 1likely thad sone of the ex-Serviseaea and
servicemen aight delong to Scheduled Castes and the
propertion of tha distriduted land te the Scheduled Caste
allottees might change %@ that extent, IS may be moted
from Tables 2.7, 2.9, 2,12 snd 2.15 that the propertion
of surplus land distributed to perscns from the Scheduled
Castes and 3gheduled Irides in all the four districts was
much mers than the ressrvatien (50 per cemt) presorived
usder the provisiens of the Ravised Act. Thus, in the
Tavatmal distries, more thaa thres-fourths(77.40 per cent)
of the total surplus land declared under the Revised ict
was distriduted to the allotiees from the Scheduled

Castes and Scheduled Tribes, Im the sase of the Aurangabad
district the proportion ef surplus lani allotted ts the
backward elase allottees was gomparatively low 1.e. €5.5)
per sent. Ia the Solapur district it was still lower -
53.5 por sent, The case of the Thane district was typical,
a8 it is predoainantly tribal area, except its Southern
part,  In this districs, therefore, more tham 81 per eent
of the surplus land distributed uader the Revised Ach was
givea te the allettess from the Scheduled Tribﬁ only.q
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*Warli®, "Thakur® and "Katkeri®" are the thres major trides
fn the distriet and more than three-fourths of the tetal
allottees were from thess three tribes enly, Wiarlis® are
predoninant is Talasari and Dakanu talukas, while *Thakura®
and ."Katkaris®, ia Sahapur ard Jawvahar talukas, Palghar
is the eanly excoptienal taluka im the five sasple tllukai.
 where allottees frem the Scheduled Trides were SORpAra~
tively small im number. It may be seen from the tables
that 4f we add up all the surplus land distriduted te

the Scheduled Tribes, Sebeduled Castes and ether Backwerd
Castes, we find that alxost all the surplus land in the
district {96 per ssnt of the total surplus) was distridbuted
to the allottees belonging to the Backward Castes, and
enly & per cext to others, Thus, the reservatioa of the
surplus hnd (50 per gent) preseribed under the provie-
sions of t.ho xouud Aet was Tedunant, as far as the
Thave district was goncermed, 1% may be seen from the
tables that the inter-taluka variations im the prepore
tions of surples land distributed te the persons from

the Scheduled Castes and Scheduled Tribes in each of the
sazple districts were quite wide. In Awrangadbad dis-
triet 1% varied between 42 and 7) per cent} ia Solapur
distriet, between 4} and 59 per gent} in Yavataal
district between 10 and §2 por sent md in Thane

district th.nm 73 and 100 por nnt. These taluka

lwol proporum and the propmionl en the distriect
level clearly point ous that, by and large, the porsona
bolongins te the Seheduled cutu and Seheduled Tribes,
ete. appeared to han uulud their due share 1n the
surplus land distributed under the Revised Act.

Under the Prineipal Aes, a8 we kmow, there was ne
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such reservation eof surplus ares for the Scheduled Castes
and Sgheduled Trides, Even them the proportica of the
distributed surplus lamd te the allettees belenging to
-the Scheduled Castes and Scheduled Tribes, ete. was net
very lew. It was 41 per ceat in the case of the Solapur
diatries, and 32 per seny in the Yavatamal distriet. dow-
ever, betwesn the talukas in She twe districts, the pro-
portiens ef the surplus areas distriduted te the Scheduled
Castes and Schoduled rribo-, vuriod very widely., Ia
Solapur diatriet is variod between 26 and 88 pcr cont;
while ia the !nva&nnl diltrtet. boewnon 19 and 66 per
gent. On tho vholn, 18 appears thas the poracas from
the s:hodulod Castes and Scheduled Tribcl. ete, recelived
more than thnir dus share of tho lnrplua diatributcd
land uador the lcvisod Act as ngainlt the majer propore
tion of tho distrxbntod lnnd under the Prilclpal Act
going [ othur cn:to p00p10. I we add up the tctql
distribaxcd nrons undor the Princlpal and the Eevised
Act, we see thnt n.nr nbous half of tho total declared
surpla; ia the lllpl. diltrictl (50 te 55 per cent) was
di-tributod te tho allottees bclangin; to Scheduled
Castes ani Scheduled Tribes ete. and the ress to ex-
servicsmen and servicenea and persons from ether gastes.

During eur investigations in the four sample dis-
tricts, we found that there were many complaints of
malpractices invelved in the distributien of surplus
land, ¥e ebserved that iz many of the villages the
detalled procedure of distridutien of the surplus land
as given ia the Revised 4¢t was net strictly follewed,
Evea the major previsiens of the Act were at times
everlocked, W¥e ebserved that ia some of the sample



90

villages many of the allottees were total eutsiders and
wors not entitled te regeive the surplus land im the
sample uliuu. They were not resident evea withia

the required radius of § kilometers from the village
where the surplus land was situated. In this regard the
distributien of surplus land at Kegaon, a sample village
in u:c Selapur distrist prevides an interesting ease,

Kegaon is situated at ‘u distanee of abeut 12 kile-
Reters Co the west of the ‘Sohpur' eity. Abeus 11.40
hectares of surplus luid in this village was ultriliutod
to 9 allottees, All thi nine allettess were from the
Selipnr eitf. ¥one of the nine allettess was either
from Kegaon village or frea villages within the radius
of & kilometers ;ar Kegaon, It was not poiublo to under-
stand how applications frem tho total eutsiders who were
neither from logion per from withia the radius of §
kilometers wers eonsidered for the surplus land at
tejaon. x.u«;n_i. eould mot understand how the sure
plus land st Kegacn ecould be distributed te the applicants
from the Sclapur city, which is nmot withim the radius of
¢ kilomsters from Kegaon, Aind such alletment was done
when actually there wers 26 applicants for the surplus
land from Kegaon, itself,and 132 applicants from villages
within the radius ¢f 8 kilometers of Kegaon. Of the 26
nppuem- from Kegaon, 20 wers {rom the persons belong-
ing te the Scheduled Castes and the Scheduled Tribes,
kone froem thuo'penom. nor from she 158 applicants,
who neeorﬁing to the land Celling Act were legally
eligitle for the surplus land at Kegacn, eould get any
surplus land, And the entire land was distriduted to

as__. %8 . &,  asx . & - _ . _ _ & - - = aa - - - -
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of the fanilies from the Solapur sity which wers nos evea
eligible te apply fer the surplus land ad Kegaon gould de
entertained and ux&-m ef the surplus land wes made

te them? Ve were told by the applicants at Kegaon that
the meeting of the Surplus Land Distridbutiea Tribunal

was held at Kegaem itself and the surplus land was dis~
tributed by lets, whigh were drawn imn the presence of the
spplicants. It was difficult te believe that none out

of the 158 nppuqutl ’ net & single oio ﬂful the ,.achqq;ulod
Castes ud the Sc‘hidul‘od '!'ﬂbn. eould eeme up in the draw
while all the nine families from the Selapur eity ceuld
be drawa up in the lots and proved fortunate te get the
surplus land distributed at Kegaen., When we pursued

this matter with the Add{tional Tabasildar ef Korth
Sclapur taluka for same days, the cat same eut of the

bag. The podus operendi was very iinpls and almost lllly.‘
The Additiomal Tahnsiidar explained te us that all the
procedure was followsd 'lﬁrie‘ly aceording te the provie
sions -olt the Ach upte the peint of drawing lets, Lots
were drawa but while ammouneing thc successful applicantts
name the Chairmsn of the Tribunal, fnstead of reading

the name written on the drawa ehit, read the nsme from
the 1ist of allottess already prepared and kept ready
with his, Thus the mames of mine allottess from the
sohpar"city were meueod and the surplus land at
Kegaon was allotted to them, It is mere important to
note that out of these mine allottess, four were from

the Collector's and Tahasildar's effies, cne serving as

a driver on Government vehiele and the ether three, as

Lona? )

peons,

. 1m eommection with the distridution ef surplus
land , another serieus case which we eame across during our
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investigation im the Solapur district may be mentioned
hers, It was the case of a clerk serving in the Animal
Husbandry Seetion of the Zilla Parishad, Solapur, whe -
had managed So ioem surplus lands im three 4ifferent
namnes at three different villages in South and Korth .
Solapur talukas. The details of the surplus lands secured
by him were as under . '

Taluka Village " Area ia  'Cat?
i o L : : hectares No.

1. South Solapur Manje Ule - 1.66

L4
2. Seuth Solapur Rimbergi - 1.06 ikve given
3. Korth Selapur Shelgs 1.00 76/1C
| (Hippergi) '

This case sould eome to light enly because of an anonyme
ous application sent to the then Chief Kinister of
Xaharashtra, whe received is in September 1976 and
directed the Secretary te make enguiry about the facts
stated ia the nppneaun. The direstive for eaquiry
ultimately eame dowm to the Additional Tahasildar, South.
s-ohpur taluka, whe enquired iante the ease and found
that the allegations made in the snenymous application
were true, Hi found t.hat‘ the person eoacerned was
serving as a élork ia the Animal Husbandry Seetion at
Yauje Latkute im the nrnh Taluka. He had menaged to
secure n}rﬁu land ;t Ha.nji Bic in the nawe ef his wife,
and thebllotted land was im his possession, At another
village called Kimbergi, he had secured surplus land in
the name of his brether's wife, but he had not takem its
puuui__n till the datok of enquiry., 4% Shelgl village
he had managed te uwo‘ surplus lm in the name of |
Skri Anjanayya bumna Kalal. The Additional Tahasildar
tqund that there was ne jnrua of this name at Shelgi
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or in any other neighbeuring villages. It was Tevealed
that the glerk concerned had seeured the surplus land
at Shelgi under the fictitious nams and was eultivating
it for some time. After the completion of enquiry, the
Collector sent his report to the Divisional Commissioner
and suggested the institution of departaental actien
against the slerk soncerned,  The Commissioner had
peinted out ium his reply that "the elerk scacerned is
not a gasetsed officer and hence the astion has to be
taken by the Collecter himself." This was the stage of
the case when we got its report oa 12th February 1979.
The surplus land uilottod %o the clerk concerned was
SUill with Ris $411 the day of our visit. |

The two ¢ases gited adbove are adequate enough to
kaow the seriousasss of the malprastices follewed ia the
distridbutioa ef surplus land in the sample distrists,

As moted earlier once the finmal liss of allottecs
is drawn up and anncunced, the Chairman of the Surplus
Land Dlltribgtion Tribunal ;uthofinos an Officer, not
below tho raﬁk of Circle iuapoctar or Revenue Inspector
as a; Authorised Cfficer te hand over the possession of
surplus land to the allottees, The Chairman alse
announces the date, time and'placo at which the possession
of the surplus land would be handed ever to the selected
allettess by the Autherised Officer. As Seom as the final
1is% of the selected allottees is received, the Authorised
Cfficor issues a publis notice that he intends to hand
over possession of surplus land om the date announced by
the Chairman of the Surplus land Distridbutiom Tribumal.
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Ca the announced date he hands over the possessien of
.4:,1»4 land t0 the selected allottees and gets the
undertaking ia Form ¥ prescrided under Rule 11, executed
from the allettees, The autherised officer then returas
the proceedings to the Tahasildar ia charge of the
Taluka $n°'which the lands are sftuated. The Tahasildar
- thereafter ukn‘ neéiuuy entries in the l&guter of
Diﬁ:oul of Surplus Land, This is the precedure pres-
eribed in the Ae¢t for handing ever possession of surplus
land to the selected allottees,

Iz Tadle 2.17 we pressnt the data regarding the
allottess in the Solapur District, put in possession
~ of the surplus land distributed under the Prineipal and
the hvhg& dcts, Such data was not avallable for the
ether three distrists, .It may be noted from the tadle
that all the allottess who received land under the
 Prineipal Aes, were put im possessicn of their respee-
tive plots of surplus ares and the necessary entries
were made in the Regords of Right. Thus, all the
fornmalities as ngu‘ii 'uurnuuu ef surplus hnd were
‘ eo-plitcd for all the alloettess under the Prineipal Act
 and thers was aot a single case pending ia the Solapwr
districs, |

The task under the Revised Act was alse almost

" complets. It may be ssen from the table thas out of

* the total number of allottees reperted under the Revised
. Aet, about 95 per cent were put ia possession of their
rupoctln land and only 5 per eent had remained to be
given possesaion of land. ; Of these 217 or § per gent
allettees, 117 had refused to take possession of lands
allotted to them as they found that the lands were mostly



Teble 2.17 3

Allottees declared snd put in possession of the ellotted llnds under the

o Principll and tho Revised iAct in Solapur district

-------.-----..--------.-.-------Q.-----ﬂ---.----q

Teluks

North Solapﬁr
South Solepur
Barshi
Akkalkot
Hadba |
nalsir;a
Karsale
Sangola
Nohol |

"~ Mangalwedha

Pendherpur

mmmmc

rrineipal Aet

-..-m-.---

ggal:ﬁ‘;llottocs |
o
560
- 130
139
31
251
(3]
58
7
86
109

Allottool put in

~ possession of land

69
- 560
130
139
3
251
63
58
7
86
109

o S e s,

Allottoal sntered in
Record of hights

69
560
130
139
31
251
63
58
7
g6
109

-------ﬁ----‘-------‘--------‘----------------‘-‘

Total

1569

1569

1569

Contd.

©
a
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Revised act | Total

- . . A

e Ay S T 0 s e S W T S A4 Sy AR AR S gl > Sl D

Taluka | ¥o. of Allottees Allottees who returned Allottees Allottees No. of Allottecs Allottees

allottees put in  to take possession of entersd in entersd as sllottees put in entered in

declersd possession lsnd ' : ' record of - menbers of declared possetsion record of
S of land Koo T Ares In . rights village @ ~ of land . rights

R ek B R o'l S
North Solspur 285 265 17 | w25 . 265 354 34 3
South Solapur 496 - a9 - - e 496 49 1056 | 1056 . 1056
Barsht . 843 . T2 40 e ey 66 m 2 a7
akkalkot 312 372 - = w3 316 51 s g2
Medba | 3719 73719 . . 366 366 A0 A0 397
Kalsires T B 36 108 601 L0 8% - es2 852
Tarmels - 389 389 - . 389 389 as2 M2 52
Sangols | 27 0 2 19 | 36 2,1 | “2531 332 299 . 299
¥ohol 28 28 - - 219 279 356 36 - 352
Kongslwedha 165 165 - e a2 138 251 281 228
Pendharpur 168 163 5 12 16 163 277 - am 272

.------------------------------‘------‘----ﬂ-------"-------

Total . 4293 K076 17 265 nmn 3799 s862 5645 5541

---ﬂ-_-------------‘-----------a---------------ﬁ-.--------.--—-

e
op
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ungultivable, ' The area of lande Sfavolved im thess
‘eases was abeus 265 hectarss. In the case of the re<
maining 100 ‘allottess, the pessession seuld not be
handed ocver as the surplus landholders had fiiled wris
petitions in the Bigh Coeurt/the Supresme Ceurts and had
sesured stay orders against the distridution of their
surplus land, The talukewise data presented in the
tadble, peiat out that ia six talukas vis. Seuth Solapur,
Akkalkot, Kadha, Karmala, Mohel and Mangalwedha, all -
the allottees of surplus land were pus in possession

of their respective lands, The task could not de egom-
pleted 1a the resaining five telukas like North Solspur,
Barshi, Malsiras, Sangela and Pandharpui. -In these
talukas, snly 3 te 15 per cent of the allottees remained
teo be put im possession of the Burplus land alletted te
them, The mumber of allettees wheo refused te take
pessessien of She allotted land as it was all uncultiv-
able, was gomparatively larger im Barshi: (40) and
Malsiras (36) talukes, The surplus land fnvelved in
these sases was alse larger im the (bovd two talukas,

At tho aggr.gazo 1.7.1, about 96 per cont ot the
total allattoos unéer the Prineipal and the Revised
At , were pus in poasoaalon of the allotted _Surplus land
and only k per c.nt. hnd rqnginod te be ziveu such
pouaoacion. It may ho Seen from tho table that the
Recessary ontriou of abeut 95 per eent of the total
allottcoa h.d alse been cunplctod by thc ond of December
1978. So all the IagalArornalltios of diltribution of
snrplun land were ccnpleted for nott of tho allu&tcol
under tho Prineiptl and the Revised et 1n tho Selapur
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| Is 1is surprising o nots that malprastices wers
prevalents sven at the stage of handing ever pessession
ef the alletted surplus land im some of the sample
talukas, 'h'htmnlu ease in this regard was reported
at Pangaon village in Barshi taluka, In this vzuaso
a landlord vas d«hrod aurplu Jandhelder te the extent
of 60 acres by tho Surpl.ul Land Dourlﬁl.nauoa ‘l'rlbunal,
Bmhl. under its ordu' No, CLO (Pmaen) LYY 23/75
dated 21.:.1976. rhu order m connnod by the Maha-
rashtra Revenue Trlbml, Pune, under Fo. MRY /SH/66 /75
dated 29.&.1976. The surplus landhelder was therefore
roqurod te lmondcr 60 acres of his land under Section
A16 af tho lct. 'rn dispute arcse ia respect of Survey
Ko, 22 bolouing to the lurp.lu landhelder, The S.No.
22 ad-ouur!.u &b acres and 1\ (unf.hu boynnd a stream
was retained for himself, Ee had slarified his choice
in form Bo, VII that he desired te retaia 7 acres 1l
mt.hu at the southera side of 8.Ko. ‘22, where a mange
grove and 'Jubhu' trees were nndin;. On the basis
of bis dulu'atua the aurplu Land Dotouluuon Tridbunal
.dularod the rcuuing area measuring 37 acres st the
northu-a portion as surplus im form No. VIII, The same
impression was garried forward in the form Ne. IX issued
by the Cirecle Inspector. But while taking possession
snd handing it over t;o the nllottess the Cirgle Inspector
handed over the southera portion of the S.No, 22, where
the mange grove and fjambhul' trees were standing,
This was evidens from the sketch map prodused by the
Cirsle Inspector and was alse supported by the "panchanama®
éated 22.3.1977. The land was personally imspected by
the District Collector on 1947.1977., It was reported
that the cu’-eu Iupictor hid a _intcd interest and‘
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hence he teok possession of land cn:tha southern side
and handed it over to the allottees whe were inclusive
of his relatives. The dispute about this land was

still on, when we visited Barshi teluka om 25th February

1973,

Such cases, though net -an;, were roportod in
s0me tnlukaa of the oanplo districts, But the total
uunhnr_of auch lll.l and the total area of surplus land
involved in thiu; sould not be ilgorialn-d'boeauio of
various bogloﬂl.‘ The case presented above was found in
the official resords at the Solapur distries eollectorate
and we have presented it here as an {llustration., It
ean ;Lvo‘a broad idea of how malpractices sould ke
effectively adopted even at the stage of handing over
possession of surplus land to the allettees,

2,5 Com ens t‘

Compensation for uny.land.ncquirit by the Govern-.
ment for the purposes of the lLand Ceiling Act, was
avarded to the surplus laadhelders, at the following

rates,

1) 200 tinol the aaa-sa-ont per heetars but not

exceeding s »1,000/~ por hectars of dry land;
| 2) 400 tines the assessment per hectars but not

exceeding na.s.ooo/; per hectare ot land 1rrigttod
perennially by flow irvigation;

3) 300 times the assessment per heetarse but Rot
exceeding ks.5,000/~ per hectare of land irrigated
for ons season,

Under Section 26 ef the Revised Act, the amount of
compensatios may be paid in transferable bonds earrying
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interest at three per eent per annun, Bonds are of two
classes -~ one being payable during a peried of twenty
years from tho date of fasue ty equated annual instil-
ment ot prineipal and intoroot; and.tho other being re-
desmadle at part at the end of a potiod of twenty years
from the date of issue, It 1s left te a surplus land-
holder receiving sompsnsatien te chose payaent in one
or the other class of bends or partly ia one ¢lass and
' hartly ia another, If the amount of cunponzation or
~any of itvs part, eould not be paid ia donds, it is to
be paid in eash in larginfl cases,

- .In Table 2,18 are presented the eases of eompensa-
' tion,;aroal of surplus land fnvolved in such calci and
the uiountl of compensation awarded teo lurplai landholders
in the Solapnr distriet. SIch data was not available
for the other sample diutrictn.  Onder th- Prineipal
Aet, gbout Es.2.,15 lakhs were awarded inm 1li6 eases for
2,419 hectares of surplus land im the Solapur district.
The average amount of compensation per hectare came to
Rs.83;7.“ot‘thi total amount of eunp.ilntion swarded
under the Principal Act, Es.1.81 lakhs or about 84.5
bcr eont had been actually paid to the surplus land-
| holdof! till 31st Degember 1978. Out of the total
netuaily fald,rﬁl.1.77 lakhs or abeut 98 per cénﬁ, wae
baid in the form of bonds and the remaining a-ount of
R8.3,955/= or enly 2 per cent of the total was paid in

cash,

fthc total amount of ecompensation awarded under
 the kevised Act was apparently much bigger in the Solspur
. diatr}ctfal'tho‘nunbor of cases and the surplus areas

declared under this Aet were guite large. It may be



Teble 2.18 3 Compsnsation awerded under the Principul and the Kevised Act in Solspur district

- Prinaipel Act
Taluka - ;:“oﬁ-o;;;;:;;:uu -'t;‘nquirlu‘intol euu?;onplgt.;d-: | Eomp;mau;n swarded
 Now of  Ares . How of | ares T TTTTTTTRSemSeTe
e SR Javelved  rwes L avelwd e e e

North Solepur 4 _ 8 & -8 - 1,306
South Selapur kL 1063 LL B 812 _ | 28,255
_Barshi | 25 586 7 37 . 23,220
akkslkot | 10 237 10 i A 25,858
Madha " 09 6 . " | 7,770
Nalesires n 1027 50 270 | 39,462
Karaala 19 s 10 B 21,701
Sangola 16 ﬁ 198 1 172 __i 15,746
Johol 16 273 s 181 19,445
. Kengalwedhs 11 138 n 138 20,437
. Pendh&rpur 16 198 | 5 62 6,427

-------------------‘-’---------'-------'--------------

Totel 222 W272 146 2419 ' 2,14,627

‘Contd.

=
o
-



Teble 2,18 1 Contd.

.-------.---------.‘-_---‘..-------------.-------------.

- - Revised Act o o ' 77 Total

Fo. of eoap:;:ﬁ*h-;u;riu- 1:;;“ Eon;;:;auon“i;:-;;-;omponv” ‘ an'ui'r!.es-';nt‘o' 'Eo;ponuu;n
ralake :ation cuses 'cn::-conpi!:t swarded sation ceses cases eompleted swarded

Caves fhe  caes  Ame cases.  lne  ceses ine
e d . :oiv:d- . --‘«----7_1%1105-. -' -'_' _:.' -'_' o _' . ::1:@2 d'- -' -"_m:l:ig e e
Forth Satars 5,  s28 50 281 36,000 58 613 [ 36?» ' 50,306
South Satars 98 664 - 93 ;3529‘;‘,; 1,68,271 119 127 11 - 1402 1,96,526
Barshi 167 1248 es 491 1,02,079 192 16356 105 848 1,25,299
Akkalkot N M M Mk 1,67,90 .81 &1 &1 6% 1,93,748
Nadhe 100 658 72 362 G868 1. ™7 78 386 92,638
Malsires 164 1438 140 1346 91,308 232/ 2515 190 1616 1,30,770
Kermala W 837 140 %0 1,11,170 160 1215 150 €1 1,32,871
‘Sangola 93 725 o 556  1,77,32) 109 923 9 T8 1,93,069
Mohol 85 604 ¢s 596  1,09,570 101 877 8 M 1,21,015
Mangslwedhe 73 404 68 $14) 74,548 & . Si2 ™ S 94,985
Pandharpur 62 378 62 378 65,030 78 576 67 MO 71,457
Total : TTTTN08 T 7988 T T Ton9 T 6,169 11,88,097 1,330 12,260 1,095 8,588 | 13,02,72h §

\
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seen from the table that the total amount of eompensa-
tion awarded under the Rovi‘nd Aet stood at Es,.11.88
lakhs for 6,169 hestarss of surplus land declared from
949 cases. The average amount of compensation cane to
58,193 per hectare of surplus land, The tetal amount
of eompensation actually paid till the end of the ysar
1978, was eomsiderably sxall, It wes hardly 16 per
cent of the total amount of e&pcuatlol awarded under
the Eevised Act. Most ef the amount of eccmpensation
paid t111 1978, was in the form of twenty-year bonds
and ealy Es,3,000 or 1.5 per cent of the total, was
paid ia cash, e ‘ -

'rho toul. nonnt or couponnuan aurdcd ‘under
tho Prineipll and th. hvilod let cang to nc.u.oz
lakhs, of which oaly RS.}.76 lakhs or 26.8 per cemt
had actually been paid dy the end of 1978. Kost of the
compersation paid was given i the form of bonds and
only a small amount eof Re.6,955 or hardly 2 per cent
of the total was paid ia .-euh. | -
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- CHAPTER IX
SAMPLE ALLOTTES FAMILIES

Ye propose te present im this chapter the ;ajor
characteristics of the sample allottees from the four
districts selected for the Study. In -,Jor characte-
risties, we include their castes, fanily sise, propor-
tion of sarners, educational standard, their relaticn-
ship with land and the previous lendlerd prior to the
alletment of surplus land, Ve also present im this
chapter, the data regarding livesteck and agrigultural
implements owned by the sample allottees borord and
after the alletment of surplus land., The analysis of
this data may serve as a bdackground fer the later study
of the surplus land alletted Lo these families,

3.1 SE‘ lus Land Distributed
- an he ttees .

As siatod earlier the distribution 6! oufplus
land, under the Maharashtra Agricultwrsl Lands (Ceiling
on‘Holdingi)’Aet 1961, was dene 1n.two phases, The two
‘phases are distinguished as distridution under the
'Prineipal Act! and the 'Ravised Act'. The 'Principal
Actt 1.e. the laharaahtra-lgricultural Lands {(Ceiling
on holdings) Act 1961, came into foree on 26th January
196z'nnd‘tbo first phase of surplus land distridbution
began from the inforc-mimt date of 26th January 1962,
lnd_eontinuhd up to 2nd October 1975, when tﬁo relevant
amendaents in respect of the ceiling area and alse the
distribution of the lnrplua land came into operation,
Tho Prinelpal Act was nnondcd by"uaharanhtra 21 of
1975' and was referred to as the 'Revised Act'. The
locond phalo of distrlbutlan of surplul land thus began
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from the commencement date of 2nd October 1975 ef the
"Revised Act® and 1s still operative. The eeiling ares
kpftlérifod under the Prln&ipcifici varied between 66 and
140 acres of dry crop land. Under the Revised det, mot
only was the coiling limit on land holding lowered but a
lnnifarl.éeliin;"val'§§.leriboi for all the regions in the
State. Thus the Revised Aet did away with the variations
in celling area of dry erop land for various 'local
| nroii'. Unﬁor;tho Revised Act the eoiling limit was
lowered to 36 acres for paddy lands in the paddy region
and to 54 acres for cther éry erop lands all over the
Stato. Soetion 27 of tho Princlpnl Act was also sudbsti-
tu&od by"lahnralhtra 21 ef.1915' and the un:ilul area
" allecable te individual allettee was u-uuuny reduced
to ) hectares of dry erop lands. Se, the lewering ef
the ‘ceiling limit on laadholding and redueing the maxi-
mum aroa allocablo te an tndividual allottes are ‘the
two major distinguishing tntnrn of the Revised ict,
¥e have therefore attespted te Ppresent the data of the
' deelared and distributed surplus land in the selected
talukas of the feur districts separately for the
'Principal Act' and the 'Revised Act' (See Tables 3.1
teo 3.&). In the case of the Aurangabad district. how-
- ever, we could’ pr.sont tho ‘data only for the Revised
l'Aes an tho 1nfornatioa ot lands doclarod and distributod
under tho Princlpal Act vaa not availablo. At the
:'villago lovol. such a l.plrlt. treataent was not
practieablo as the caaos of allotment or surplus land
' and tho uroa of lurplul land diatributod under tho |
' Pr1ncipa1 Agt were very anall. at times nogliglblo in
7.0.. of the Illpll vlllagol.' So, as far as tho ‘sample
ﬂivillago: aro eoncorno& un proscnt . total pieturo et

. v .
R U Lo BN
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Tatle 3,1 & Surplus land declared and distridbuted under
- the Revised Act in Aurangabad districs

{Area in hectarss)

Taluka | - Revised Aet |
Surplus Surplus - Ne, eof Average
declared distriveed U QliGiEee

ceccceceeeeer e e acean .

Aurangabad 621  5A0 308 175

Patthan M8 770 39% 195

silled 295 276 132 2.09

Smﬁos_' 22 20 128 1.6

Jalma 979 836 ASh 1.8

Anbad 2050 1996 112 1.78

Ehokardaa 856 757 W06 186

Jafrabad 213 266 13 1.99

Vatjpur 515 A6 281 1.69

Gangapur 597 sTh 28 2.02

Kannad 273 224 15 1.66

Khultabad wo .m0 2,09

Total . 7821 6956 3815 1.8

the surplus land distributed under the Prineipal and the
Revined Act. -

| It is oudons tr- 'hhlo 3. 2 tlut urplul hnd vader
the frineipal as nn u tho louud Aet nn found im 54
psr cent ot tho toul mbor or t.hc oxiul.ng villages h
the eight ulnt-cd ulnku of the Sthur distriet, Ill
the rut of no vnhgu in t.lu Bolapur district no'
mpl.u area was auu.abh. This meant the surplus land
vas duhm and ustrtbntod in su;htly more than hnu’
ot‘ t.ho tetal nunbtr .: villages in the ulouod talukas
of tho Sthnr uuriet. in ﬂnno usmu, however, the
tanl n\n\m- of vuh;u luvl.n; aurplu land in the selected
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Salukas was esmparatively small, 157 out of 659. It
forned oaly 23,8 per eent of the total aumber of vifluu.
It means the surplus land was declared and distributed

in less thar guarter hmhcr of the tetal villages in the
selegted talukas ef the Thane district, In the gase of
the remaining two districss, Yawatmal and Aurnum, we
did mot ges the Sctal pumber of villages where the surplus
land was deslared and distributed in the selected ﬁluku.
Iv may be seen from Tables 3.1 te 3.) that in all the
selected distriets, the total area of surplus land dis-
triduted under the Hevised Aet was much larger than that
of the surplus land distributed under the Prinelpai det,
In the Solapur district caly 21 per sent of the tetal
land was distributed under the Primeipal Act and the ress,
79 per esnt -of the total land was. distributed wader the
Revised dst. Ia Thane and Yavatmal districts alse the
area of surplus land distributed under the Revised Act

was larger but mot ;o mueh as wo motiged in the m. of
the Zolapur district. TAls was all the effect of lowering
the seiling limit under the Revised Act. As the egeiling
1init wvas lowersd, more surplus land ceuld de found under
the Revised Act than that under she Prineipal Aes ia

sach of the four distriets, It may be noted from Tadble
3.2 that of the total of 4,933 allottees in the Solapur
district, as many as 4,177 or adbeut &5 per cent nri
ropmd under the kevised Ac¢t and only 756 or about 15
por cent under the Pringipal Act, Ia the cther districts
28 well the ease was siallar, though the proportions
might be comparatively ssaller. Ia the ease of individual
talukas alse in sach distriect, the total number of allot-
tees was much larger under the Reviged A¢t than that under
the Prineipal Agt. 7This meant that because of the anendaents
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brought adout by "Naharashtra 21 of 1375 mot only was

~ more surplus land foumd but it was alse distriduted te
greater nuabsr of allottess im the selested diltricﬁt.
As the maximum area allocable to individual allettes was
drastically reduged more nunber of allottess .gould be
given surplus land under the Revised Acs, Obviously,
the averags surplus area per allottee was somparatively
smaller than that under the Prineipal Act. It may be
noted from Table 3.2 thas the average area per allottee
ia the Selapur district was about 1,77 hectares under
the Revised L‘t and 2.63‘ho¢tarca under the Primeipal
Aot, In the case of the Yavatmal district the average
sres per allottee was as large as 7.81 acres under the
Prizeipal Act aﬁd 3.5, acres under the Revised ict. :
In Thane distriet, however, the sase was reverse, The
average area per allottee was smaller {0.91 hectares)
under the Principal Act, tham thas (1.06 hectares) under
the Revised A¢t,. On the whels, 1% may be goneluded from
the four tatles that larger area of surplus land, greater
pumber of allottess and smaller sverage ares of surplus
land per allottee, formed the three major features of
the Hevised Acs and all of thess indicate that the Revised
Act was certainly an improvenent over the Prineipal dct.

3.2 2 ;] ottees

The procedure followed for sslection of the sample
talukas and villages for the present study in the four
districts 1s described ia the first chapter, The sample
in the selected districts was to have govered surplus
land allettees under both the 'Prineipal Act' and the
fRevised Act'. The distinctiom between the two sets of
allottees as explained earlier was te be used on the
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- eligibility te rnoin the benefits of the 'Central Assist.
ange SChin' to mew allottees under the Twenty Polmt
Prograsas. Thus, in view oftho assistance sontemplated
all the allottees after lst JM 1978, irrespective

of the surplus Auotunt um undcr sither ot the Agts,
wvere ingluded undor “Revised Act! as new nnot.tns. All

" " the other allotteess getting surplus alletment previcus

to lst Jamuary 1975 were n be included under the *Prianeip
Act', This 19 in se far as tho uvulon of grantees in
the twe sets for the purposé of Burvey ia the aohpur,
Thane and !autnl un.ricu. In the case or Aurangabad
distriet, however, we gould gaver only the allottees
under the 'Revised Act'. Ye could fo% sover ia our
‘sawple the allettess under the 'Principal 4dct! as detailed
information of such allettees was ;ot availadle and is
‘was not pessidle te draw a sample with whatever little
information was made available to u . B{lg‘rz_bguan,
proceedings ia this partisular distriet had changed

bands from oRs autherity te anether and records were
spread all ever the district and thus, it was impossible
S0 ¢ollect the mesgessary information, Im the Aurangadad
distriet, therefore, we were required to restrict our
sazple to the allettees under the Revised 'ht alene,

As pelnted ocut earlier eur objective was to study
all the sample allottees from the villages selected for
the study. Put we could do it only partially as we seuld
not contaet all the sample allottess in all the selected
villsges as some of thea could met be lecated at all and
some were not available in their rsspective village at
the time of our -Vlllt. In Tables 3.) and 3.4 we give
the talukawise distributien of the allettees whe could
be eontacted and those who could not be contacted im the
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sample villages from the Solapur and Thane distriets,

In the case of the Auran;aiu and Yavatmal distriets,
such data was mot available. IS is evidens from Table
3.5 that we could sontact and sollect data fl"en 571 eor
abeut £0 per sent of the tetal sample allettees in the
selected villages from the Selapur district. This meant
that 149 sample allottees or 20 per eemt of the total
eould not de sontasted ia spite of our sarnest atteapts,
In the mo of the Thane distriet, however, the percentag
of the sample allottees whe gould mot be contacted by us
was munincant. It may be noted .l'rcn"rnbih 3.6 that
most of the sample allettess (347 eut of 611 sample
allot.tus) were contasted and ealy 6& or 10.47 per eent
of the total eould not be studied as we sould not mest
them 1n the sample villages at the time of our investiga-
tion. ¥e fom that two main factors were Tesponsible
because of which we ¢ould mot sover the entire sample of
the allottees ia the selected villages; Tirst, the taluka
end the village 1ists of the sample allottees provided
to us by the offfisers 4ia charge of distridutien of the

- mrplui lands were falty, and Sesond, the allettess te
whom the surplus land was granted did 'not_. stay ia the
village uhiro the nloticd surplus land was situated,

Ve shall dlscuss £n brief thess twe factors .up.ntoly,

{1) Tealuka ots

¥eo found that at each taluka offige viuro the re-
gisters were .uuninod, oae was for the land alletted
under the Pringipal Aet and the ether for the land dis-
tributed under the Revised Aes. It must be mentienmed
here that in all the Tshasildars? effices of the selected
talukas, the registers were kept uncared for. In sone



Table 3.5 : HNo. of allottees who were contacted and who could not be contected in
. - the sample vills;es from Solepur district

villages allottees -allottees sllottesa sllottees who  allottees who

] - ‘sceording eecording who were ecould mot be ‘eould not be
$._; ) S to talaks %o village eontactid contacted o3 contacted

: ' records . lists por villege lists

 Forth Solspur  . 7 178 104 .'.93 S TR | 1.3
South Solapur | § W7 17 I S 2.6
 Barshi & 109 2 109 12 9.9
© Akkalkot® 6 I I 7 Y . 3 199
Kadha 6 Sk 61 35 26 __ 2.6
Malsireas & 9. m - e 50 T ' ¥ 3
~ Karsala 6  6h‘ 68 58 BRI | 15.9
Sengola 6 6 T A8 22 3144

BIT
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of she talukas they were also imcomplete., It was disturbd-
ing to nete tht the registers dealing with an lnportint
aspect of land and its distribution sheuld have been kept
in such unkempt sendition, 4s a result we foudd a number
of éiscrepancies in the tetal mmber of allottees given
in the records of the district Collecterate and the
registers uvailadle at the Tahasildar's office (ses |
Tables 1.4 and 3.2 of the Selapur District). For example,
in South Solapur taluka of the Solspur distrist the tetal
nuxber of allottees under the Principal Act listed in

the records of the district Collectorate was as high as
560 and at the Tahasildar's office, the number listed
was a8 low as &3 allottees, Similar was the case in

the Malsiras taluka of the same district. The same kind
of uieropinclia was noticed in the case of the Revised
Act as well, even though its resords wers more recent.
Tor sxample, im the South Solapur taluka ggaim, the
total mumber of the allottees under the Revised Act, was
496, as per the Cellector's fuords, while at the
Tahasildar's office which is located in the same premises
of the Cellestor's effiee it was as high as 1062, Ia
the other talukas alse the tetal muabder of allottees
under the Reﬂu(ht, supplied te us by the twe offices
d;d ;ot nliy'm the difi'orimu iurc not very large.

*In the ¢ase of Thane distriet also our experience
was more or less similar, For example, ia the Talasari
taluka the total mumber of allottses under the Prineipal
snd the Revised Ach was as high as 2,783 as per the
Collector's lists, while at the taluka offise, wve gould
get the 1liast of 1,311 allottees enly, In Palghar taluka,
the tetal number of the ‘allotted registered under both
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the Aets same to 1,146 according to' the taluka lists,

. though the records as the Collector's office, showed
enly 824 allettees, It may be noted from Table 3.6

that the total numbder of allottees listed at the
Talasari, Dahanu end Shahapur talukas was much lower
'shup their -rup_i‘ctiv‘o sumbers reported at the Collecsor's
otrin.- The rﬂmn was the case in the fnlghw taluka,
or m the »uluku in the Thane district, the avaber. of
allottees -ﬂ.ﬂ."’dtd‘ in the ao;isurq of the ‘ramu}i |
Saluka ymi ‘ﬂdioul'auly low te substantiate the figure
of tho'totql. number of mﬁuun recorded at the Collector!
office.

' Amother discrepaney which we found im the case

‘of the Thane district ia ;uu'uouhi'.w had resulted from
mixing of the allettees of the surplus land acquired
under the Ceiling Act and those whe were allotted the
forest and the Government waste lands, Ia the Dabanu
taluka it was observed that the Register showing the
distribution of surplus lsnd was sommon and i% ineluded

the distribution of forest and Covernment waste lands
| as well, ¥e found that scme of the allottees whe were
given the ferest lunds were inmcluded ia the list of the
allottees of the surplus land, In Modgaon village frem
the Pahanu Saluka Shres cases of such allottees were
reperted. Upen faterrogating these allottees, they
replied that they were given the govermment foress lands
and not the lands dnhrod'aurpiu wnder the Land Ceiling
Aet, Bimilarly twe allottess at Xurge village in Talasari
taluka alse reported thas they were alloetted the forest
land and mod the surplus land, In the case of the sasple
villages in the Thane distrist we wers, therefore, required
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te reconstruct the lists of these allottees who had
received surplus lands under the Land Ceiling Acts and
of those who had acquired lands under other schemes,

The diserepancy which we moticed in the reeords
frem the Collector!s offices and those from the Tahasil-
dar's offices in the Solapur and Thane districts appesred
te have pergolated from the Taluka reeerds te the village
records. (See Tables 3.5 and ).7). 7Tor example, in the
Korth and South Solapur talukas, the total number of
allettees ia the lnn}i. villages, as noted in the village
records was far lower than their mumder recorded ia the
taluka records, The opposite was She case in the ether
Temaining talukas - the total aumber of allottees ia the
-anpio villages as listed in the village lists was much
higher Shaa their numbers recorded at the Tahasildar's
~effiee, Bowever the discrepancy was not éery large in
the ialo of the sample villages from Akkalkot, Karsala
'and,San;oln talukas, In the éalc of the Thane district
alse sinilar type of discrepancies were noted between
the taluka and the village Regerds., In the sample
‘talukes 4n the Thane districh the total number of the
allottees as moted in the village lists was lower than
"thalr'nnnbgr resorded at the Taluka office (see Tables
3.6 and 3.8). 1% appeared frem the taluks and the
village records in both the districts that such a dis-
erepaney had erept inm mainly becaune of the three
fagtors § {1) doudble counting of allgttees under the
Primeipal and the Revised Act, (11) Benazi allottees,and
(111) delay ia the gerrection of records, Ia the first
- sategory, all the cases of allottess were found to be
recorded Swige under the Principal as well as the Revised
dct. The total number of such cases reperted in the



able 3.6 1 Ko. of sllottees who wers ¢ontacted end who could not be contscted in the

semple villeges in Thane district
- Noe of No.of allo~ Fo. of sllo~ Mo,

ectors office :alukn recor-
. = B

Talasari’ . ,5  B (R 1X 1

of

. Villages  ttees sccor- ttees sccore. sampls allo-
S - ding to colle ding to the - ttees

Ko. of

sample slle-sample slloe

.~ ttees econ-
tected

ttess not
., contaeted

Proportion
of semple
allottees
who were
not conta-~
cted '

169
Dehams © . 5 "y 21 C vey 160 29 1§.j;._
Palghar 6 - 834 1146 iz - ny s 410
Jawhar 2 a0 193 »B 30 '3 TS
Shehapur 6 7}0 - FON 107 91 16 14.95
;o;-f"'-'--zzu--.;ﬁsn"'235'2“”-31?"“-;4?'-'-'62-'""1'ofk§"'
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Table 3.7 3 The tetal number of allottees in the sample
villages as por village liste and surplus
‘land allotted $o0 them im Selapur distriet -

{Area ia hectares)

Taluka®  Village Ko, of Area of Average
L : allot- land area
| Sees . x
Forth iaruba 28 58.45 2,09
Solapur - Tireh s 18 28.43 - 1.58
Kalman 16 21.9) . 1,37
fioe Y ga o
Kegaon 6:Z5 1:)3
Bhegaon & ‘$.72 1.43
$outh' © Rimbargld - - ‘80 §7.75 ;1;22
Selapur  Kasegaon 20 2k .05 1.20
" Barur | 12,12 ‘135
“Abherwadi -3 3.63 1.21
Total 14 139.58 1.2
Barshi Sasure 7 61.10 1.36
0 Yewadd 18 28,77 1.60
T 7 Uphale Dumale 10 10.75 - 1.08
Deogaca S 13.51 2,2%
~ EholenjJe ] ,1.25 H 1e45
‘Keregaon i | 90 1.38
S ?"‘ e _ 3 A9 10 |
Total "7 109 157.89 1.45
- % ® B W B S WG W s B W d S e e e B P e
Akkalkot ~ Badole Bk,- 22  Al.A3  1.88
- Devikavathe 10 20,00 2,00
- Chapalgaon 9 12,29 1.36-
Beregaom ? 12,79 1.8)
Babaled - b 3.70 0.93
- Bereti Bk, 1 1.00 1.00
Total T8 T oLz .72
Fadha . . Xhafegaom = L4 40,28 3.02
Akele k4. 8 16.67 2,08
Wadshinge b 11450 2.88
Upalwate 'S 8.86 2.22
. HIIBQ'h‘. - . ) | 9.28 3009
"“m - 2026 1.13
Total ' T T35 T Tasas T 254

W W G A WS A W W AR D WD DWW W S W S W W -
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Iable 3,7 s {eontd.)

1 2 ) 3 5
Malsiras Cirawd 17 A392 2,52
Bijawadi 12 uoO’ 1.50
. Shingeranl 12 29.13 R.hY
- Khalawe 3 12.04 2.41
Illllpﬂl' 3 4.08 1036 .
;Q:J—---fqlﬁ‘wtsz---bT!u 2.21-
Karmala  Kandar 27 56,77 2,10
Jinti 10 23,08 . 235
Raogaon 2 16,52 1.84
~ Wadshivane i1, - 1.98
‘Rgl“ & 9.0 2021
Nimgaon 2 3.42 1.71
Total 38 12137 209
Sangola  Latewadi 15 33.83 2.26
e MHanegaon 1A 26,26 1.88
 Hingarge == 7 (12,28 . 175
Hedsingi . 5 11,61 2,32 .
Chopadi 5 7 b 1.49
Pare 2 b 20 2,10
Total T T T Teser T T 1499
Gramd Total S7L 102235 = 1.79

saxple villages from the Solapur district was 16, Ia
She case of the Thane district the number of such allet-
tees was 26, In the second eategory we found that soms
of the allottees as resorded in the Tahasildar's offiee
oonld'aot,pa,trncca 4t all ia the sample villages. JXo
on; in the sample villages could guide us to the persons
bearing the nemes givea in the taluka lists. Such was
the case of 22 alie%tccl ia the sample villages froa the
Solapur district, ;h the sample villages from the Thans
district such sases were mot reported. The third eategory
is purely of administrative delays 1n‘qerrcet1ag the

roeordl'pt:allutgcqs kopt at the taluka and the village
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Table 3.8 1 The total mumber of alletteecs in the sample
villages as per village lists and surplus
land alletted to them in Thane distries

(Arda in hectares)

WO N G WA AN W S M YR N W W WA W W T W oW W

Taluka Yillage Fo, of Area of Aversge
- - allet« lanmd arsa
Sees (h‘o, ' .
Talasari [Kurse 19 16,91 0.89
Yaravade 58 43.8% O.ZG
- Yadavall &) 28,81 0.67
Yevaji } § 0.97 0.97
Zat - 9 ‘t°7 - 0467 -

s a oar e W M AD G A A G U AR B WD W kT W W W

Total 130 96.61 0.7

- o A A W R S A W S W O A T AR WA AW W A W e

Dahamu  Madgaon

) 2.92 0.97
Ambesari ) 33.43 0.;6
Chari 10 5.;2 0.52
Janshe$ 56 A2, - . Q.76
Kelavall 3 727 145

- A WA A M W A A W A W W WS A AW M A W @ W W W

?II‘hAtu - Akkarpatts 2 - 13.68 0.57

Alyald 11 {-37 0.49
Sh{}zaol b8 § 73 O.43
Umbapada 2 1.37 0.69
Durves 60 58.86 0.98
Jowhar  Male 9 818 091
Nyshale 23 19.)9 0.92
Shahapur At‘aon | 29 ’5.32 1.22
Dhamang 29 373 1,51
Nusai 2 137 0.69
Shirvenie 2 2.4) .22
Sakurld b 6.50 1.6)
Birwadi 15 2%.19 . 1.6
T“.l - o e - e e -‘1 - ﬁ’:’;- - I.zou - - -
Grmd ,.t.l . - o e - e 0“9. ‘Ibn:l; -l-.;.;a----

@ W S A dr W M B W DWW W W e R W e W W W
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levels. For example in some cases the surplus ;l.md ale
ready allotted to the allottees was takea back ind
Testored to the surplus landholders whe obtained a stay
order from the Nigh gom/nahiruhtra Revenue Tribunal
ete. against the du_trlhutipa of their surplus areas,
The naaes of @aeh allottees were taken off from the
village lists but mot from the taluka records, h some
other eases the converss had occurred, The net resuls
of both was a discrepancy ia the total mumber of auoi-
tees {n the sample villages moted at the Taluka and the
Village levels, Such cases were reported ia almoss all
the selected talukas ia the Solapur districs and their
totsl nuaber was alse ecmparstively large - (56 allet-
tees). Ia the case of the Thane district nuxber of such
allotnu' was net available. | .

(2) ~Absentee Allottees

-Besldes the above stated di_lcropuiein, Shere were
many ot.hor- allottees, who had sorrectly appeared ia the
taluka and the village lists, but we could mot sontast
thea and sclleet the required dgt{ for our study during
the periocd of our investigation. ¥e eould iot neet
these allottees because af several reascas the important

ressons, however, were four |

1) migration of allottees)
2) mon~receips of t_h- alletted surplus land;
3) native village far off from the village of
. the allotted surplus land; and
&) death of allottess,

Ia the Solapur uitﬁet. we could not contast 127 allet-
tees in the sazple dlhgu ‘because of the above stated
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fowr reasons, . Of these, 54 allottees gould not bo‘
coatactod as they had left the village either provi-
sionally eor wmutijr in search of ,‘oalnblbynm. ¥e
eould not collect the required data from 21 other sazple
allottees a» pessession of the allotted surplus land was
aot handed over t¢ them till the date of eur enquiry,

In 49 cases the allettees did mes atay ia the village
where the allotted surplus land was situated. They stayed
ia the ‘muhbmm villages, in scae sases in far

off plages like Ahmednagar, Pandharpur, Daund, ete. and
1t wvas met practiecable for us te coutaet then for our
study. However, it is difficult te understand how the
surplus land could be allotted te some of these allettees
staying in tar off places llko lhnadnn;ar. Daund, ete.
vhen the Aet spoeirically proscribcl thas the surplus
laad sheuld bo distridbuted to families within the
villagc er tho aurplul land ur'vithia a radius of 8
kzlanctorc, -tipulatod under Soctinn 27(5) Sub-Clause
(ltl of th. Iavlsod Aet. The 1sst reason of death of
allottcoc was reported ia three cases 1in the semple
villages rrn- the Solipur distriet, rhola three allet-
tees had died aftor the allotmont ar tho nurplua land
and tholr widows refused to give any data roquirod for
our study. |

AR the sample villages {rom the Thane district,
we gould not gontaet around 10 per cent of the gllot-
tess as they were net avuilabl; in their respective
villages ad the time of our investigation. We, however,
enquired abeut their wheresgbouts from ether local
farsers and found interesting iaformation, Wwe found
that ia Vadavell village from the Talsseri taluka, all
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the feur Adivasi allettees, whe eould mot be conSacted,
wvere employed ia some uau:t \:t‘x“lg?k \:n‘ ”Ptm::“& 0;:““ de
of them was an wiculturu. graduate, L\uro brought up

by the Vishva Eindu Parishad at Talasarl and the Parishad
was managing their lands with the objective of raising

a plant nursery thereon. Ve could mot ascertain how

th‘ laid;' of the other ti‘ allottess ia this village
were being managed. The absentee allottess ia the ot.h'or
sanple villages ia the taluka Bad left their villages

ia search of seascnal esployment elsewhers. One of the
allottees at Varavade had not even taken possession of
kis land and the previcus owner of the land was using

is for grwm fodder.,

In ubouri vmag- tro- she Bahanu nluka,
sixteen auottau were nnch. whose whereabouts eould
not be traced at all. Fodedy im the village could
help u;qu_loeatm 'tl"uu allottees,. Besides these 16
t_hc;i woro nvin other allottess to whom we c¢could not
econtaet, bnt we eoild ;ci some tnfmatxon about them,
One .r t.h‘onfallott.ou had died after the allotment of
the land and the remaining six allottees had left the
v;ih;q tor nﬁlopcnt &% some other ﬁlacu. One of
t.bu m an agrﬁutuﬂl graduate and was managing a
hnd uu a the nabchtrl. Filk Project where he was
mnuuu erul-bnd eows and cultivating 2 hectares
of land, Ve conld not get information whether these
Seven allott.ut were at lesst in possession of the lands
allott.od to thes,

The absentee allottees im the other villages in
the Cahanu Taluka and im villages in the other talukas,
noted in the table to whom we could mot contact had left
the village mostly in search of seasonal employment,
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S8ome allottees in the villages im Shahapur taluka had
left the village for work at the Bhﬁ.u dan wbereas some
others from the other talukas had gone eut for work st
the briek-kilns, ult-pail,' ste. It was nﬁ, thirororo,
possidle for ul te onqu.t_rﬁ |

3.3 on e e A}

-In rm. J.9 %0 3.12 we give the talukawise dis-
tribution of the sample allottees in the four districts
whe were c;nuctu and froa whom the required data wers
collected for our study. It may be noted fram the
tables that the final total ef the sample allotiees
whe were studied by us was 388 in lunhgabad districs,
571 anotuu in the 8ohpur dut.rlct. A9 sllottess
in the Thane um-ut and 1,014 allottess in tlu
Tavatmal district. Thess allettees in each distriet
constitute the final sample of the allottees for the
analysu of the prucnt uudy. The arns of surplus
Laids allotted to thu- allottees in nch of the sam-
plo talukas are alse givena u the nblu. The tablu
m self oxplmtory. The nmagc uru of lurplu lm
per allottes was rnt.hor hlgh (nou than the two hectares)
in soae of the talukas in the Solapur and Yavatmal
districts. nu was mainly because, under the Principal
dct h.rg; aress of the surplus land (betwsen S and 7
hocuru) wers auottod to some of the inph allottees
u t.hcu talukas. Ia all other sample talukas ﬂu
avon;o area of surplus land per mottn was below
two hectares.. It varied betweea 0.7 and 1.99 hectares.
This was uzuﬁ the limits (two hectares or five acres)
1aid down in the Revised Act.
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Table 1.9 ¢ Sample allottoes who were gontacted and the
surplus land allotted to them in the sample
vi e8 from the Aurangabad district

- A e o 9 O 9 9 @ % e o % a D 9 B T A A A A A S A a

Taluka Fo. of 5o, of Area of Arverage arsa
sanple sasple. land per allottee
v o8 allot- alletted ,
tees
Anbad - 13 132 238.06 1.0
Jalna . o
Lhokardan 18 98 186,40 1.90
Jafrabad . . _ '
Silled - :
Soegaen s M8 89.69 1.87
Paithan 6 0 58.7 1.47
Yaijapur |
Gangapur s 70 126.63 1.8
Kannad ‘ .
Total 53 388 699.5%  1.80

-----_--------‘-----‘--‘---ﬁ--

‘rg;d 3:.10 3 Sample allottees whe were eontacted and
] the surplus land alletted to thea in the
saaple villages r_rul the Solapur distriet

- A S W e W W WS AN G AR AR el dh NS WS W e E® e e

Taluka No. of Ko. of ,rea of Average area
villages sample land per allottee
: allot= alletted

teas. :
South Solapur 5 134 139,58 1.22
Barshi ] 109 157.89 lebhS
Akkalket é 53 91.12 l.72
Kadha ) 35 88.85 2.54
Malsiras - 6 62 . 137.12 2.21
Karmala ’ é 58 121.17 2,09

- Ak A IR R W W S W W S B W G B W e ek W d e W oW W

Total 50 51 1022.35 1.79

- e 4 W 49 S o @ & e 9 W B O O S W e W N S S S T e W W
-
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Teble 3.1] ¢t Sample allottees who were gontacted and
T thcptnrplu land allotted to them in the
sample villages {rom the Thane distriet

Taluka L. Ree of No. of Area of: Average

' sazple saxple land area per

2 8 allos~ allotted allottes
tees | |

,----.dungy-oﬁ.-fﬁﬁnqp.‘.-,;ﬁ-_.&.-’
Talasari R . 130 96.61 Q.7h .
Dahemw . s 1 91.41 0477
Palghar . 6 . 120 - -85.00 . 0.77
Joshar - . 2 .. 30 2757 0.85
Shahapur == = 6. . 81 113.56 . 1.40
-a-'-_._-_.'ﬂ‘--ﬁ-'--'---5,--.-.'-h'p-.‘v-
Total 2k 469 blh.13 0.88

- - W W W W W e - s W - up-_-‘n’f-.-;‘_‘- - e

¥

Jable 3,12 : Sample allottees whe were contacted and
the surplus land allotted to them in the
sample villages from the Javataal district

- S e TS S E S W eSS e e S %S e S -

Taluka ' Hee. of Ne. of Area of Average
R - sample - sample . land = - ares per
v e8 allote« alletted allottee
. . ' . .t'.. ! R . '
Yovatmal 9 205 32,29 2.11
Darvha B | 187 337.22 2,02
Pasad 3 215 5SS 198
vad 3 138 282,08  2.0h
Kelapur - 3 229~ h29.00 1,88

. U
-, T W & W S W W S w W W S T W A W e W W W W W .

Total == = 23 1016 . 2025.56 2.00

- S Ak O T W P B A S W W W TS S S B W e W e
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| 3.4 Sise of Allotted land Holdings

Section 27(7) ef the Revised Act stipulated that
the upper liais so granting iand would be'3 hunrn of
dry crop :uu rnun; under sub-clause (o) of clause 5
of Sutlon 2. lmnr, when actual unribut.lon of sure
plul land ns about $o0 be undmnku, the Goveransent of
lwuruhtra by its cu‘cuhr !o., ICH 376/5993-1.7 (Revenue
and !orut Dcpamoat) dated 29th January 1976 made it
clear :t.hat tl;o 1imits givez for distridbutien of surplus
hnd‘tqo auogtul in respect of lands under urfgrcnt
lu’b-clmu ot Clause 5 of Section 2 were the upper
limits ud 1; is. cpcn te Surplul Land Dlatr!.hnuoa
'rrlbunl te mot land less than the above uuu when-
ever, lt 1! round? essential to 40 80, It seeas that
t.hc Gonmut. sxpected most of the allettees to get
approxiqatoly 2 hutag'u or 5 acres gf surplus land,

' ZIn Tables 3.13 te 3.15 we give the distriduties of
the auot.ton in the sample talukas from Aurangabad,
Selapur and Yavatsmal districts by the sises of areas
of surplus lands allotted ta them. The case of the
ulph allottees from the lllpl. talukas in the Thane
dhtrlct was. found different, in the senss that the
dinrl.buun of surplus areas in this district was more
or less, of a unifora nature. XKest of the allottees in
the lmlo t;luku of this district had received less
than one hectare of surplus land, ¥e, therefore, did
not pﬂuﬂ the conserned informatien is a table form,
1% uy be nom from Tadbles ). 13 te 3.15 that majority
of the mottul wers anotm surplus land below 3
hectares each. h Sohpur district, for example, the

oporuon at such auot.nu wa® as high as 97 per cens,



Tadle 3,13t Distridution of sazple allottees according to thdr s!zeu of the allotted curplus lmd in
Aurangsbad dictrict '

(Area in hectsres)

-...‘.--------'---.----‘-.--'------.----------.--.--.'

Upto 1,21 1,22 to 1,62 1.63 to 2,00 2.01 to 2.91 2,92 & above ‘Total
Ko.0f Ares. - Ko,0f Area No.of Area No,of Ares Ko.0f Ares No.of Area
allos allo~ . allo= allo~ allo~ . allo~
ttees _ ttees ttees ttees ttees . ttees
Azbad 18 17270 31 MSI7° W3° 7818 M0 96.Bs = = v ‘132 238.06
7 P . S SRR A
Bhohl::'rdm 9 10,3 17 26,80 W9 93,10 22 2,99 1 3,17 98 186,40
Jafrabad ' T
sille L | L
souagx’n g 8 951 17 26,35 9 16.60 11 27.68 “ K 9-35.‘ h8 89.69
Paithsn 12 2.4 20 - 27.49 1 165 7 170 .= = 40 58
Vaijapur o y o
Gangagur:é 12 13.85 - 11 16,97 32 57.77 12 27.88 3 1019 70 126,65

..-----‘--.--.--------.‘--‘..‘-----“------’.--..----.-

Total 59 63.4b3 96 143,38 134 247,30 92 222.73 7?7 2.7 388 699.5%

- & e W B W W % e W W N S e WSS W e T DS D R W WS S G W WS M W Y A W W W W

621
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Iz this district, we noticed that there were only 17
| sazple allottess whe bhad received more than 3 hectares ot
surplus land each. The total area of surplus land dis-
triduted te these allettees came te 8.06 per gent of the
total surplus area distriduted in all the sample villages
As against this, thers wers only four cases, twe each
in Barshi and Malairas talukas, where the allottees were
given very snall area of below half an heetare sach. Ye
found that the surplus land alletted te the two allottess
in the Malsiras taluka was ganal irrigated, while in the
Barshi taluka, it was all dry but likely te ge unmder
seasonal irrigation from the local tank., Barring these
extreme cases on beth sides of the average, we find that
there was concentratiom of the sample sllettees im the
t.hru;:r“ouﬁ of 1.01 to 1,50 hectares; 1.51 teo 2.00
hectares and 2.01 to 2.50 hectares. These three groups -
of sise holdings ta.ktf_l together covered about 79 per cemt
of the tdt.al number of‘lauot.t.ou% and about 73 per cext
of the total mplul hnd duu-ibutod ia t.ho unpl.o
vnlagu. This nnns more thu thru-fourt.hl of the
tot.a.'l. mottcu had ﬂ«lnd 1lte 2 0 hecuru of the
aurplu land md tho total lurp].us u'u dintrlbuud to
them a].u cans to abm t.hru-tounht of the total
lnrplus land.

o r

The distribution of the surplus lands appears to be
maore or less sixzilar in the Aurangadad district as -:&11:--
It may be seen frem Table 3,13 that 134 allettees in
the total sample had received 24,7.30 hectares of the
surplus land with an average allotment of 1.84 hectares
of land per allettee. The allottess in the other two
groups of 2.07 to 2,91 hectares and 2,91 and more, had -
received somewhat larger area, varying betwoen 2 to 3 -
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hectares, .. Considering the total distribution by sise -
of area allotted in the sample talukes, it is slear
that 60 per sent of the allottees [betwsen 2 te 3
hectares) had received 70 per cent of the area distridbuted,
The .average holding of these allottees came to mear abeut
2 hoctarpg.. On the ether hand,allottees getting less
than twe hectarss of surplus land accounted for 40 per
cent of the tetal allottees and they had received 30
per eont of the total distriduted area. The average
sise of land allotted te these allottees was about one
and half hectares each, i,e. far less than the ares
{2 hectares) that the Government expected to gramt te
each allottep, IV nppq;fl_;hqt im the Aurangabad dis-
trict the distridution eof surplus land was somevhat in-
oqpitablq; However, it is difficult te say whether
this gould have btcnii:prcvod,in,sho given cirecusmstances,

"In the' case of !avatnnl district alse the diltribu-
tion of surplus land appoarl to bo 1noqu1tah1¢ to sme
oxtcut. It nny'bo ‘seen fro- the Tablo 3.15 that nero
than half of the total allottess (58.48 per cent) in
. the lanplo talukas of tha Yavatmal diatriet had received
on an averago about 1.31 hoctcrel of .urplul ‘1and. Only
13.8 pcr eent ‘of the tetal nllottoes had secured about
1.93 hectares or about § acres or surplua area each,

This noana lajority ‘of the lanplo nllottool in the
distriet wers alletted tar less land ‘than the prcscribod
area undcr thn lcvilcd lct.' As a;ainlt ‘this there wers
27.7 por eent of thc lample allottctl who had secured

on an arora;c 3 93 hectares of surplus land each which
was such more than ‘the pr.scribod area, Of the total’
diatributed land noarly'halr (48.26 per cont) vas claimed
by these allottses, We found that the distribution of
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surplus land ia the distriet appears inequitable mainly
b&cauu of the arsas distributed under the Principal
Act. Most of the allottess whe had received more than
2 hectares of the surplus land wers under the Prineipal
dct. It may be noted from the table that two allottees
had secured more than 6 hectares of land each and both
of thex had recelved it under the Principal Act. ¥ajo-
rity of the allottees goming under the sise groups of
2.91 to 6 hectares were those whe had received surplus
lands under the Primeipal Act, which stipulated the
upper limit te allotment of surplus land to an allottee
at one-sixth of the selling area prescribed for respec-
tive "local areas' as giveu im the "rirst Schedule'.

If we look to the distributiom of surplus lands under

- the Prineipn' Act and the Revised Act separately, we |
£ind distinctly different patterns. Under the Prineipal
Aet larger areas of surplus lands were allotted to the
majority of allottees in the district, Ye found that
Kore than 90 per cent of the total allottess under the
Principal Act had received more than 2 hectares of
surplus land sach. Only 5.86 per cert of the allottees
2ad secured less tham 2 hectares each.. The reverse

was trus under the Revised Act. Y¥e observed that

84.49 per cent of the ianpli allottees under the Kevised
Act were ullot.t.od less thuk 2 huuru‘ of the surplus
land. m-_ n@ only 15.51 pcr eent of the allottees
could get piu.r sise holdini: of more than 2 hectares
of ourpiu ‘h.nd. The total distribution of the surplus
aru; ia the Yavatsal distrletl appears inoqﬁit.ablo
because of tho'u two dhtinet ﬁattcm of distribution
followed under the Prhéipnl and the no_vlsid Act,
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Thus, the distridutiea of the surplus land to the
sample allottees appears rather inequitable ia Aurangabdbad
and Yavatzmal districts. In Selapur and Thane districts,
en the othu- hand, u vas um oquiubly distridbuted.
The quality of the lurplnl land distributed in the four
districts was generally peor as-enly inferier lands were
surrendered byjthi surplus landhelders. This was to be
nﬁturnlly expected when thi choice of land to retain
for self cultivatioan ard to surrender as surplus was
entirely left to the surplus landholders, It was but
Ratural that surplus lanchelders retained good quality
land for themselves and surrendered only inferior land
as surplus, The land revenue data available for the
surronder@d lazds in tﬁo Luran;ibad and'thg Yavatual
districts brings eut this faet very clearly, Ve gind
15 these twofdi;sric;llth;t as the land revenus per
acre increases the surplus area surrendered to the
Government decreases. This means the better the qua-
1ity of land, the smaller was the area uurrtﬁdorod
as surplus. This was as we expected to happea parti-
cularly when the choice of land to be surrendersd as
aurplﬁi, uii’entir;i} left to iho'iurplul landholders,
3.5 Castewise Classification of

Lhe Allottees

W

As pointed out earlier the Eevised idct kemd special
stress om distridbution of surplus land to Scheduled
Sastes, Scheduled Tribes and other backward classes
by reserving 50 per ecent of the surplus land for the
landless persons from these castes. In view of such
reservation the castewise analysis of the allottees
and the surplus land distributed to them gets added
importance. In Tables 3.16 to 3.19, thcratoro.'u;



Teble 3.17 : Castewise classification of the semple allottees in Solapur districe

Sehoduhd cntu .« .S5che« JNomae Other o Othor Rindu Castes

Telaka =~ duled dic - Backe rvemesana, :mu- Total
uahu- Hang Chan- rml 'rribqs Tribes ward. . Brahe.. lm-tt.hn ungay-s 'l‘onl LT

bhar Cutunln = '~“------
North Selepur 2% 9 2 35 _’2" oy m - o 6 2 9 g
South'Solepur © 22 “10 6 38, a2 7. 31 9 O T T R T
Bershi % 21 3 8 - 9 m - a3 g " 109
Akkalkot 2 2 5 a8 . 1 6 - 2 6 ¢ 10 %
Kadha ' b 8 3 '15. " 2 13 w‘- Y ‘_- 4 - .' 38
Nelsires 6 24 - “"30 - -« 23 1 s - 9 < e
Karzals 17 M - 2 . 3 gy . 10 - 107 58
Sengola 6 3 3 22 . - 21 5 - s 2 7 .
Total -;J;,-'e;'zi.,-aff-' 5 "3 "By "2 B IR T T - i

A2 571
- 43»60 0.83 6.13 24434 ' o o 17.69 7.36 100.00

.ﬁ_---ﬁ-----p‘-‘-----I----.ﬁ----'------.-----b-‘---o-----

LET
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Tahlg_}.ib t Castewlae classificetion of the sample allottees and surplus land allotted to them in
o - Solspur district ,

- e - w W W S s s e e e o T W S @ S W --‘7---------'------------‘-------

| Scheduled Castes - ' Scheduled Tribes = Romadiec Tribes
Teluks : No. of Area - Avg;; Fo. of f;;tl Avg. DBo. of j ‘;rol ,.I;;:-'
o _ allottees ’ ~ area allottees area  allottess | sres |
North Solspur 35 74,19  2.12 2 3.65 1.83 3 2.35 0.78
South Solapur © 38 46,61  1.23 2 2.18 1.14 17 19,29 1.1)
Barshi 53 79.99  1.51 - -— - 9 13.76  1.53
Akkalkot 28 8.6  1.Th e - = 1 1.00  1.00
Nadhe 15 3451 2.30 1 158 1.8 2 349 1.75
Malslires 30 68.16 2.27 - - - - - -
Kermals 28 60.05  2.1h - - - 3 6.13  2.04
Ssngola 2 @ .92 t1.82 - - - - - -
Totel  TZa9 | a52.36 | 1.82 5 71 148 35 a6.02 131
43.60  hi.24 - - 0.88  0.72 - 6.13 4.50 -

---------‘----p----qﬁw--n-----------"-.--'-—---t.d'-ﬁ'--.

Contd.

8ET



&bie » 13 Contd. _

-‘---'-.------.—-—.‘----‘--

Other Backwerd Castes Other Hindu cuu ] _- Muslims ©° Totel - - - -
Taluka Bo. of Area Avg. No. of Xrea Avg. No. of Ares Avg. No. of Area avg,
. allo- ' area’” allo-"' - °  area sllo= = afes allo= “area
tteen o ttees- ‘ - ttees - ttess A
-p-----pogoﬁu--'--ﬁ------—--‘------6‘.»dl----"'-t'----ﬁ'-"&--.--
Korth SOI.PHI' 21 6’ .’2 2.92 i 2.7 &' 003 1.‘7 '-9 '.‘6 ) on,k ’ 92 '9‘ 00 - 2.0‘
South Solepur 31 - '10.78 1.32 ) 5"16 - “.ﬂ*’ 1.1 10 12.69  1.26 114 ~139.58- 1,22 .-
Bershi - 1O 10 27 A 18 e 1490 1.66 109  157.89 ° 1,45 -
Akkalkot 6 1070 178 & - 12,05 151 10 187 187 53 9142 1
Kadha 13 34.76 2,67 - [ 14.51 3.63° « - - 35 88.85 2.5, -
Kolsiras 23,  56.88 247 9 12,08 134 - e e 62 137.12  2.21
s.lzﬂll‘ " aY 45.68 2.18 - b 3N 9.82 “1.96 - - o A8 95.62 1.99 - ’* ‘
Total 139 595.5'1" 2.11 101 ;53.'5:' 159 A2 62.83  1.50 371 “1022.35 1279
2‘.35 ‘o?’ - ‘7 69 15. - 7.36 6-'5 - 100-00 00 00 79

.----.----.-------“-‘------------------‘-------------

6ET
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present the castewise distridution of the sample allot-
tees inm the three selected districts - (Aurangabad;-
Solapur and Yavatmal] and the surplus land alletted.

to them, .

The cntnd.u chuiﬂeauon of the mple allot.-
tees u tho Thane dntrict is mot lnclndcd in the tables
as non ot tho nmph anottnc bolouzod to tho Scheduled
Trides. Thno diat.rlct. as ve knou, is prodoninont.ly a
tribal ma, ucOpt its uut.hon pmlon. e found
t.hat. noro thm t.hru-fourt.hl or t.ho luplo allot.tus in
the ustrict. were rra- tho Sehcdulod Tribes only. Amongst
the Sehcdulod Tribes *Warli’ was very prodoninont, -
aceounting for nm than 57 ﬁér cent of the total ninpio
allottou. Surplus hndn were d:lstubut.cd uclusinly
to the pcrsm from t.hu single tub. in t.ho Talasari
and tho Dahm talukas in the nltorn pm of the dis-
tr:lct.. In the Shabapur ta.lnh. the "l'hakur' was the
prtdolinont tribe and 80, more than 38 per eont. of the
mott.iu u the talun bclonged to Thakur tribe alm.
Anot.her hporunt t.ribo was that of 'htnri.' uhi.eh
accounted for ahont 16 por com'- of the allottees in
the Shahspur taluka, This 'éarli’, ‘Thakur! and "
tXatkari' were the three hporunt tribes to whleh most
of t.ho sample allettees belonged 1ia the Thm district.
The castewise chuineauon of the uaplc allottees u
the ot.hor three dutrtetl was qui.t.- diﬂ'orm.

It may be seen from Tables 3,17 and 3.18 that in
the Solapur district nearly thres-fourths of the sanmple
allottess wers from the heknid castes., Of the remain.
ing, 17.69 per cont belonged to other Eindu castes and
736 per gent were Kuslims, Amongst the backward castes,
the Sgheduled Castes formed a deminant 'greuy claiming
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about 43.60 per ceut of the tetal allottees and within
the group of the Scheduled Caste allottees, }Mahars were
An majority (56 per ceat of the t.ot@ allottess froa
the Scheduled Castes). The allottees belonging te
Scheduled Tribes were enly 5 or less than éne per gent
of the total. - Amongst the allottees belonging te .
Eomadis trites, *Pardhis’ were relatively more in numbder,
in the other Hindu Castes, Marathas formed a dominent
;rouﬁ. elaiming about 79-3‘1’”‘ cont of their total
allottees. It is evident frea Table 3.18 that the
allottess belonging to the Backward Castes were the majer
beneficlaries of the distribution of surplua hnd in the
sample village. 48 pointed out sarlier they were about
'tmktomhsg of the total allottess and claimed more
than three-fourths of the total surplus area distributed
in the selected villages. Thus, it appears that the
Backward Caste persons had quite a fair share of the
distribution and more than what was reserved for thea.
In the case of the Aurangabad and the Yavatmal districts
as well t.ho allottees from the Backward Castes were the
major bononciarhl of the distribuuoa of surplus hnds.
In the '!ant.ul. dlstriet the Backward Caste allof.tul
accounted ror about 78 per cent of the total allottees
nnder tho Boviud Act and thay had roccind more than
7% yor eent or t.ho tot.al snrplul area dint.ri.but.od 1n
the district. In t.ho nnp].o nuattou nllo the propor-
uen of mott.ou frun t.ho Backward Cutu wu as high
as 83 por cont. and the surplus u‘u .nm..a to thea was
u hi.gh u 85 por unt of the tot.al dist.rtbnt.od aurplns.
In the lurangabad distriet thc proport.!.on of allottou
fro- the Bachurd Castes was about 66 por cent of the
total allot.t.oel, and thoy had received near about the
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same proportion of the total iurplul area distridbuted.
In the sanple allettees al2o the proportion of the back-
ward Caste allettoes was as high as 77 per ecnt and they
were given alnout the same proportien of the total surplus
area. Thus, ia all the four sample districts the Backward
Caste aliuttoel appear te have recsived quite a fair shere
in thcfdlstribntion ofrsurplun land, Ia fact they had
secured far more tham what was reserved for thea under
Seetion 27(9) ‘of the Revised Act. Some of the Backward
Caste allottees, therefore, must have roeoﬁrod land out
of tho unrusorvsd portion of the surplus land and this
- 43 as lt should ba in se tnr as they meet the priorities
provided under Section 27. Thers is nothing in the Act
that praohibits Backward Castes persons from getting
surplus land from the unreserved arsas. Sinee there
| were ni ecomplaints regarding distridbution on these grounds,
: their getting land out of the unreserved areas appears
- te havi been ia order,
3.6 [amily Members end Earners
in Allottee Families

Ia m}zi-. 3.20 t0 3.2) we give the distribution of
- members and the earners in the families of the sample
allottees 1a the four ;oloetod districts, It may be
noted fram the tables that the total population of the
sample allottee fazilies was reported at 1,765 persons
in the Aurangabad district, Two thousand nine hundred
seventy six persons in the Solapur distriet, 2,504 per-
sons 1n the Thane district and 4,861 persons in the
Tavatmal district. The average sise of family for all
the sample allottees was 4.5 persomns ia ihe Aurargabad
 district, 5.2 persons im the case of the Solapur district,



Jeble 3,20i Meuders and earners in'the sllottes faniliss inm ‘Aurangabad District’ -*
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Iable 3,21: Earners in.the population of the allottes families in Solapur District
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able 3,22t Number of sarners in the allottes. familiss in Thane District: . -
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5.25 persons in the Thane distriet and 4.8 persons in
the Yavatmal district. More than half of the total °
population of the allottee fa-ilios was reported econo-
liélily active ia each district. lon