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_P_R_E_F_A_C_E_ 

The Ministry of Food and Agriculture, Government of India, 
in consul t'ation with the State ·Government selected Alwar ;Bharatpur 
and Udaipur Districts for operation of Small Farmers Development . 
Agency(S.F.D.A.). The S.F.D.A. Scheme in th~se districts was 
started in 1971-72 to assist the 'category of small but potentially 
viable .farmers so as to make them viable. Therefore, it was desired 
that a Bench Hark Survey to study the socio-economic conditions of 
Small Farmers be conducted in these districts. 
/ The_pPesent report relates to Bharatpur District and 

gives in detail the findings of the Bench Mark Survey which was 
conducted by the Directorate of Economics & Statistics,Rajasthan· 
in 1973-7 4 to 'study the socio-economic conditions of Small Farmers. 
The reference period for this survey was 1971-72 the year when 
Small Farmers Development Agency(S.F.D.A.) Scheme was started. 

This report gives an account of the distribution of popu­
lation (by age, sex, occupation and employment status), land use, · 
cropping pattern, irrigation size of land holdings, livestock and 
availability of,social and economic amenities in rural area. It 
also deals in detail with the source and extent of income, pattern 
of expenditure and investment, source. and purpose of loans and 
their repayment, distribution of assets, employment and wages in 
respect of the Small and Big Farmers.·The position obtaining in 
respect of the small farmers has also been compared with that of 
big farmers in the district. Besides~ the estimates in regard to 
demographic particulars and agricultural pattern based on the 
sample villages have been compared with the district pattern. 

It is hoped that the analysis of the data based on the 
Bench Mark Survey will -help in identification of problems of the 
related sections of the society and ~orill be found helpful in 
assisting the impact of the S.F.D.A. Scheme in operation •. 

JAIPUR 
September,1975. 

{~""' ~ 
( R. N. Sharma ) 

Director of Economics & statistics, 
Rajasthan,Jaipur. 
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.BENCH HARK SURVEY REPORT OF SUALL FARMERS OF 
BHAP~TPUR DISTRICT - RAJASTHAN. 

*** 
INTRODUCTION: 

In the process of development of the rural society, it is 
Important to see that the developmental efforts are evenly 
spread-over all the sections of rural population. There has 
been a general feeling that the benefits of Agricultural 
schemes have gone largely to the big farmers. As such a 
Centrally Sponsored Scheme "Small Farmers Development Agency 
(SFDA)" was ~tarted in 1971-72 in Alwar,Bharatpur and Udaipur 
districts of Rajasthan to assist the category of small but 
potentially viable farmers so as to make them viable. .Fur-

tbf:v it '1.-ras desired that a Bench Mark Survey may be taken 
up to study the socio-economic conditions of small farmers 
in Alwar,Bha.ratpur and Udaipur Districts. 

OBJEC't 

The object of the Bench Mark Survey of small farmers was to 
collect and analyse the information in respect of their 
existing socio-economic conditions and to investigate the 
problems connected with the schemes for their development. 
This survey was conducted during 1973-74 in Alwar,Bharatpur 
and U4aipur.districts of Rajasthan. The present report 
relates to Bharatpur District. 

CRITERIA FOR S3LECTION OF PROJECT AREAS: 

The Ministry~of Food ~~d Agriculture, Government of India in 
consultation with the State Government, selected Alwar,· 
Bharatpur and Udaipur districts for operation of Small Farmers 
Development Agency on the basis of the following considerations:-

i) that th.ere is an adequate number of s;:1all but potentially : 
viable farmers needing assistance in the area. 

ii) that the infrastructure of Cooperative, Central Co-opera­
tive Bank and Land Development Bank is fairly strong and 
capable of undertaking the credit operations expected. 

iii) that either surface irrigation or ground water potential 
exists u1 the area. 

DEF llHT I ON OF S!-1.ALL F ARI~ERS : 

Small Farmers: 

Farmers with agriculture land holding (i) between 2.5 - 5.0 
acres irrigated land (ii) between 2.5 - 7.5 acres ~~-irrigated 
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(iii) both irrigated and un-irrigated land holding where the 
irrigated land being equated to un-irrigated land through 
standard d~finition (1 acre of irrigated land= 1.5 acres of 
un-irrigated land) together with the un-irrigated between 
2.5 - 7.5 acres. 

4.2 Big Fa~ers: 
Farmers with agriculture land holding (i) between 5.0 ~ 7.5 
acre irriu~ted land (ii) between 5.0 - 10.0 acre un-irrigated 
land (iiij both irrigated and un-irrigated land holding where 
irrigated land being equated to un-irrigated land through 
standard definition (1 acre of irrigated land= 1.5 acres of 
un-irrigated land) together with the un-irrigated land 
between 5.0 - 10.0 acres. 

5. DESIGN AND HETHODOLOGY OF SURVEY: 

5.1 The sacple design of survey is a stratified two stage one. 
The first stage units are villages, the second stage units 
are households. The iehsils being the strata. 

5.2 The sample size was decided on the basis of the number of 
households belonging to the category of small farmers in the 
districts, as ~iven in the Census of India 1961 part 3,House­
hold Economic ~ables Rajasthan (based on 20% sample). 

5.3 The sample size for Bench V.ark Survey' of Small Farmers for 
Bharatpur district was 50 villages, covering 2.68 percent 
of the total villages in the district. 

5.4 The ntl.":lrcr of villages selected for the district ~rere allocated 
in the tehsils in .proportion of households with land holding 
between 2.5 - 5.0 acres. The villages so allocated in the 
tehsils were selected from the list of villages available in 
the district census hand book 1961 of Bharatpur district by 
sir:lple Randco licthod. re-populated villages were excluded from 
the frace. In sacple villages, 15 households from the category 
of s:oall farners a...'ld hro households of Big Farmers were 
selected by si.!:lple Randon Hethod. 

6. FLA.:~ 0:? INVESTIGATIO~T: 

6.1 In tr...is survey the follo•(ring three schedules were canvassed:-

il Vill~~e Schedule. 
ii List of House-hold. 
iii Household Schedule. 
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6.2 The village schedule was meant for collecting infornntion 
relat~ng to the sample villages. The required information 
was collected from the records of ~illage level workers, 
Patwaries and cooperative societies serving the villages. 
In it was gathered the information regarding occupational 
distribution of population, land use classification,cropping 
pattern, irrigation facilities and social amenities available 
for the villages. Information on difficulties experienced 
in obtaining seed, fertilizers, pesticides etc. and availabi­
lity of agricultural labourers and their movement from the 
village to their neighbouring villages in se~ch of work,was 
also collected in this schedule. 

6. 3 List of Household$ ( Schedule-.2) was based as a frame for 
selection of small farmers and big farmers in the sample 
villages. All the households of the sample villages were 
listed and information on their principal and subsidary 
occupations with their agricultural land holding was colleQted. 
cted. 

6.4 In the household schedule, information on household composi­
tion, educational level, economic and employment status, size 
of agricultural land holding, irrigation facilities, cropping 
pattern, investment pattern, hpusehold assets, income by 
sources, disposal of crop harvested, livestock wages received 
by labour force, particulars of loans and repayment by house~ 
holds, expenditure on inputs and on fixed assets and household 
consumption expenditure and difficulties experienced by the 
households, w~s collected from the sample households. The 
reference period for all this was the year 1971-72. 

7. J:ITETHOD OF COLLECTION OF DATA AND FIELD ORGANISATION: 

7.1 Personal. in-;)·erview method was adopted for the collection of 
data. Actual investigation in the s~~ple,villages was done 
by a Statistical Inspector. · 

7.2 Th~ field uork of the survey was· started in the month cff 
AUb~st,1973 and was completed in the month of March,1974, 
under the supervision of District Statistician and under 
the tecru1ical guidance of the Directorate of Economics & 
Statistics, Rajasthan. 

7.3 The list of sample villages at Appe.ndix ( 1). 

8. SCRUTllJY AND TABULATION: 

8.1 The scrutiny and tabulation of the schedules 1-1as done by the 
District Statistical staff. The processing of the data and 
the p~eparation of the report was done at the headquarter of 
the D1rectorate of Economics and Statistics. 
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9. ABOUT ':'HE DISTRICT: 

9.1 The District is situated between 26°22 1 and 27°50' North 
latitude, 76°53' and 78°17' E~st longitude. It is bounded 
on the North and north West by Gurgaon District of Punjab, 
on the East by l·!athura and .Agra Districts of Utter Pradesh, 
on·the South by Hourcna district of Madhya Pradesh and on 
the West by Sawai 1-:adhopur and A11.;ar Districts of Rajasthan. 
The over all picture of the district is that of a alluvial 
plain with detcched bare hills in the North and fairly well 
wooded hills in the South. A range of sand stone hills runs 
from Southern part of the district upto Dablpur. These 
hills as well as the· parts further to the West are fairly 
well wooded with good vegitation. The Chambal is the only 
perennial river flowing in the district. 

~.2 The district lies in the belt having the minimum temperature 
ranging from 12°. 5c to 15°c and maximum temperature varying 
between 30°c to 32?.5c. The normal rainfalllannual)in the 
district is 66.98 ems. Generally the rainy season is from 
July to September. 

9.3 The district with its 8093 sq.km. of area covers 2.36 percent 
of the total area of the Gtate. The density of the population 
is 184 per sq.kc. There are 840 females per 1000 males in the 
district, 19.01 percent of the total population of the distric1 
is literate. 

9.4 The population of Bhnratpur District as per 1971 Census was 
1490206 which was 5.78 percent of the total population of 
Rajasthan. The rural population of Bharatpur District was 
86.24 percent of the total district population. There are 
12 tehsils and 9 tovns. The basic statistics of the district 
are given in Appendix-2. 

10. BASIC CHAR.Atl:TERISTICS OF THE SA11PLE VIDLAGES:. 

10.1 Population: 
The Bench Hark Survey (SFDA) was conducted in 50 sample 
villages i.e. in 2.68 percent of the total villages of 
Bhnratpur district. These selected villages had a population 
of 30385, coverir.~ 2.36 percent of the total rural population 
of the district. ~he tehsilwise number of villages and 
population of the district and for the sample villages are 
given in Appendix-3. 

10.2 Occupational Structure: 
Out of the total population of 30385 persons in the sample 
vill~~es,9618 persons i.e. 31.65 percent were workers. Out of 
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these -vrorkers, 84.44 percent were cultivators, 8.47 percent 
were agricultural labourers and 7. 09 percent w·ere en(;r:.gcd in 
other occupations. The corresponding proportion of workers 
&s per 1971 Census was 29.37 percent workers, put of which 
79.64 percent w-ere cultivators, 9.67 percent were agricul­
tural labourers and 1 0. 69. percent w·ere engaged in other 
occupations. This sho-vrs that the sample population was 
representative of the occupa.tional structure of the district 
population. Tehsilwise details are given in Appendix-4. 

10.3 Land use Classification: 
The following table gives the land use classification of the 
vThole district as compared to the sample villages:-

!aEl~ I==L~~ ~s£ Ql~s~ifica!iQn=(~e~c~n!aie=t£ !o!a! ar£ai = = = = = = 
Classification of In §ample Villages In Total Districiti__ 
Land use. 1969- 1970- 1971- 1969- 1970- 1971-

70 71 72 70 71 72 
-- -·-- -1:------ -2:---- 3.-- -4:-- -5:--- 6.--- ··-7-::-------------------------------------1 . Forests. 3.80 3.95 3.92 3.77 3.74 3.60 
2. Area not available 19 .. 63 19.96 19~81 19.69 19.54 19.68 

for cultivation. 
(i) Land put to non- 5.38 5.38 5.35 5.13 5".29 5.17 

agriculture use. 
(ii)Barren land and un- 14.25 14.58 14.46 14.56 14.25 14.51 

cultivable land. 
;. Other cultivable land. e.49 9.15 8~76 8.02 7.69 7.36 
ti) Permanent pastures & 5.28 4.63 4.50 4.76 4.55 4.31 

other grazing land; 
(ii)Land under Misc.trees 0.40 0.66 0.65 0.18 0.08 0.08 

crops & groves not 
included in net area 
sown. 

iii)Culturable w-aste 3.81 3.86. 3.60 3.08 3.06 2.97 
land. 

4. Fallow land. 3.38 2.64 2.53 3.55 3.38 3.19 
5. Net area uown. 63.70 64.30 64.98 64.97 65.65 66.17 ------------------------------------

The land use classification as reflected in the sample villages 
was comparable to the land use classifica.tion of total district. 
About 65 percent of the area was reported to be under cultiva­
tion i·Thile about 20 percent of the a rea was not available for 
cultivation. Nearly 4 to 5 percent of the area was reported 
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under pe~anent pasture and other grazing land Pnd 4 percent 
of the area was culturable \-Tc-.s"':c l~.nd ::1.~d 2 t(') 3 percent of 
the area was reported to be fallow land. 
Cultivated ~rca by source cf Irrig:J.t:'Qll: 10.4 

10.41 In the samP.le villages about 25 percent of the1area was 
irrigated, out of which r.oout half of the area was irrigated 
by wells. The details of thJ oren cultivated by irrigation 
sources are given in tho follcwing tnblo:-

!alil~ I::~e~ I~i~a!e~ ~y:s£u!c~s=(~Jic~n£a~o:t£ £uXtiv~t~d=~e~)~ : : 
3ource of Cultivation In the sr>DJ'J.~.-yi:i).~f'll ;_, total villages. 

1969- i9'r'O · 1971- 1969- 1970- 1971-
70 71 72. 70 71 72 . 

1 • 2. ~ 4. 5. 6. 7. ... 
~-~-------~~-~~---------------------1. Irrigated froo Tanal, 1Q.90 8T00 14.40 6.10 3.63 5.04 

11 Tank3. 7.91 4 ~ 61 1.96 6.08 3.13 1.93 
1i1 Wells. 12.07 16.34 13.52 11.82 13.75 12.33 
1v Dahhr Sources. 0.04 0 .. 20 0.48 1.5J 1. 61 3.39 

Total area irrigated. 30.92 2S.35 27.36 25.57 22.12 22.68 
Total area unirrigated. 69.08 ";O .. oS 72.64 74.43 77.88 77.32 
!rea sown more than once. 15. 14 15.69 19.19 1.7. 36 16.38 20.79 
----~~------~------------------~----10.42 

1 o. 5 

A3 per the survey en an av-:;ra:~e there were about 20 wells per 
village, out of which 18 v.-ells ~rere in use. 
Cropping Pattern: 
The croppin& pattern of the district is reflected in the sample · 
villages. The area under cere1ls und pulses was 76.86 percent 
of the total cropped area and th~ re~aining 23.14 percent of 
the area was under oil seed and otcer miscellaneous crops.The 
:cain crops of the district ·.J~1·e Bajr-, i'/.;eat, Gram, Rape a.:rrll r1us­
tared. The cropping patt~rn as rzflected in the sample villages 
as co::1pared to the district is 5i 7en in the follOi-ting table:-

- - - - - - - - - - - - -c- - - - - ' - - - - - - - - - - .... - - - - - -1a£1~ l:_C~o~!ng gait~rn ~erc~n1age. ________________ _ 
Qr~- ______ ~oial __ s~Rl~ _ ~r~- _______ TQtgl __ §amPle

4 
-· 

Cereals & Pulses. 75.43 76.86 Oil Se~-:s;.· 24.52 23.14 
Rice. 0.95 2.33 ar~d ot~er. 
Jol:ar. 5.25 4.11 G:""•)'md nut~ 
Bajra. 21.07 23.22 ~es~~. 
l·:ai:e. 0. 05 o. 06 Rape & I·~u3ta.rd. 
•,.bent. 18.98 19.83 Ca3t&r Seed. 
Barley. 3.25 3.90 Linseed. 
Gra:J. . 22.44 19.62 Cotton. 
Other pulses. 3.49 3.74 3anhe~p. 

S".l6a:c a.ne. 
Ctillies. 
:;:her c=:::>ps. 

2.79 
0.49 

13.29 
o.oo 
0.15 
0.01 
0.07 
0.64 
0.22 
6.86 

1.46 
0.59 

1 o. 92 
0.03 
3.17 
0.01 
o.oa 
0.83 
0.12 
5.93 

--------~---------------------------
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Averar:.e Land Holding: ---
. operational 

In the sample villages, the average/land ho~ding per household 
was 6.57 acres. Out of which own land was 6.46 ~cres, 0.17 acres 
of land was leased-in and 0.06 acres was leased out. Out of the 
land owned' 1.51 acres land was irrigated. · 
Size of Land Holding: 
The distribution of cultivators according to size of holding, 
shows that about Y4th of the cultivators were having land hold­
ing size between 2.50 and 4.99 acres, but 20 percent of the 
cultivators with l~~d holding between 5.0 and 7.49 acres. The 
percentage distribution of cultivators and the average land 
holding per household is given in the following table:-

Eand hclding size in Percentage distri­
bution of cultivators. 

Average land holding 
per household(in acres) acres. 

Less thar1 one acre. 

1. 00- 2. 49 

2.50 - 4.99 
5.00 - 7.49 
7.50- 9.99 

10.00 12.49 
12.50 - 14.99 
1 5 • 00 - 1 9 • 9 9 
20.00 - 24.99 
25.00 - 29.99 
30.00- 49.99 
50.00 ... 

1. 05 
18.04 
26.56 
19.63 
1 o. 61 ... 
11.65 

5.07 
3.25 
2. 01 
1. 01 

0.97 
0.15 

0.51 
1.69 

3.47 
5.69 
8.36 

10.88 
13.70 
16.33 
21.46 
'87.23 
36.98 
50.00 

--------------------~---------------
10.8 Amen:ht.ies avaiihable in the Sample Villages: 

In the earlier paragraphs, the ·comparison of important 
characteristics namely Demographic particulars of the 
population and agriculture of the district indicated 
that the sample was representative. The percentage distri­
bution of the sample villages of all types of amenities 
lvould reflect the amenities in the villages in the 
district. 
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a) A~inistrative/Post & Telegraphic Facilities: 

The following table summarises the position of availability 
of amenit_y:-

... - - - .. - - ..... - - ........ - - - - ... - - ...... - - - - - -- - - - -- .- -- - .......... --
It reveals that 28 percent of the villages were having a 
Patwari head~arter while 46 percent of the villages were 
at a distance of less than 5 kms. from patwari headquarter. 
Similarly, V.L.\i. headquarter was reported for 28 percent 
of the villages and 48 percent of the villages were at a 
distance of 5 kms. from V.L.W. headquarter. Only 10 percent 

of the villages were having ~anchayat Sami ti headquarter at a 
distance of less than 5 kms. 16 percent of the villages were 
having a Police Station at a distance less than 5 kms. 
22 percent of the villages have reported to have a post 
office facility while only 2 percent were having a telegra­
ph office, but 44 percent of he villages were having a post 
office at a distance of less than 5 kms. 

b} r1e~ms of com:nunicat ions and. marketing facili tges: 
It was reported that 10 percent of the villages w~re having 

a bus facility while 28 percent of the villages were having a 
bus stop at a distance of less than 5 kms. ~Only 8 percent 
of the villages were within a radius of 5 lms. from the 
Railway Station. 10 percent of the villages were connected 
by metalled road. Agricultural marketing centre was reported 
at a distance of less than 5 kms. in case of 12 percent 
villages. The details are given in the following table:-

~a~li ~:!viil~hili!Y:oi ~e~~s ~f:cQ~~~i£aiiQni & ~arki~Ing !a£iliii~s!) 
Distance in '[!.;:us.) Bus Ra.llway Netalled "11arke-'clng Nearest 

stop. Station. ~oad. Centre. Town. 
'C(within-viliuge}- To--- -1b'--- -1o---- ------- =----
I.3ss than 5 28 8 38 12 8 

5 - 10 38 18 30 26 26 
10 -~15 8 14 6 24 22 
15 - 20 8 18 8 18 14 
20 + 8 42 8 20 30 
--~----~~~~-------------------------
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c) Hcdice.l and Veterinary facilities: 
Only 2 percent of, the villages were having a facility for 
a Hospital while 4 percent with a dispensary. 2 .. percent ' 
of the villages were having a Fareily Planning Centre while 
a dispensary ~~d Fzmily Planning Centre was within a 
radius of less than 5 kms. for about 20 percent villages, 

12 percent of the villages were having a facility of 
Pri.:Jle-.ry Health Centre :rithin a radius of less than 5 kms. 
Thus 62. percent of the villages were having a dispensary 
vrithin the radius of 10 kms. Facility for veterinary 
hospitals was within a radius of 5 kms. for 12 percent 
of the villages and veterinary dispensary for 8 pe~cent 
of the villages. The details are given in the following 
table:-

!alili 1:!vii1a~ilifY:o! lle~iQal ~ Yefe~~a~y:F§cilitiei(Ee~ciniage} : : 
Distance in (Ems.) Hospital Dis- Primary Family Veterinary __ 

pen- Health Planning Hospital Dispen-
-(- __ '- _____ .,. ____ s_9;r~·- Qe!!tr.e.!.. Q.egt!:_e.!.. ______ §.UO".!.. _ 
0 within the village, 2 ~ - 2 · - -
Less th~~ 5 10 18 12 20 12 8 

5 - 10 24 40 14 30 26 32 
1 0 - 15 20 14 20 24 22 22 
15 - 20 4 14 16 14 16 18 go_+ _________ 4Q ___ 1Q __ 3§. ___ 1Q ____ g4 ____ 2Q 

d) Educational Facilities: 
· The facility for primary education ·was available in 56 per­

cent of the villages. In the remaining villages, 30 percent 
were having a primary school 'tvithiri a radius of 5 kms.l\Uddle 
School and High School ,;ras not available in m1y of tho 
sample villages, but 48 percent of the villages uere having 
a middle school facility ivithin a radiu:s of less than 5 kms. · 
14 percent ~f the villages were having a High School within 
a radius of 5 kms., Thus 86 percent of the villages were · 

. having a pr~ary school within a radius of 5 kms. while 
~anhd 

1
a H~gh 88 percent of the villages >vere having a middle school with­

e 00 w:-th-in a radius of 15 kmsL for 70 percent of the villages. 1 0 per­
inf a15r~~1us cent of the villages were having a social welfare centre 
0 -AWS., 1'1ithin a radius of 15 kl:!ls. The details of educational faci-

lities are given in thG following table:-

!alil~ ~::A~ailibrliti Qf=E~uQaiionnl:ficilities(~e~c~n!age} : : : : : : 
Distance in .t:ins. J Primary 1hddle HighJHigher Social Welfare 
-,- ________ ~ _S£h~ols~ _S£hQo~s- _s~c£n£~~ __ Qcut~e- __ _ 
0 within the village~ 5o - - -
Less tha..'>'l 5 30 48 14 10 

5 - 10 10 26 36 22 
10- 15 4 14 20 20 
15 - 20 8 14 10 g_o_+ _____________ ·- ___ 4. ____ 1§. ______ 2.8.:. __ _ 
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c) Fir.::.ncieJ. Institutions: 

The fin~1cial ~lstitutions play an important role in the 
village econo=y. 34 percent of the villages were having 
cooperntiva society while 26 pcrc~nt of the villages were 
having the f~cility of cooper~tivu; within the radius of 
5 k=s. ·cn1 10 percent of the villages were having a Bank 
facility within ~ radius of 5 lms. 56 percent of the 
vill8ges were havinG a indigenous ~oney lender. The details 
ore given in the folloulng table:-

··c:::fil:Q: 9::: :Fin~£i:@.:rnsii!u!iQ!1§: =~Otcrc~nia&e) : :: :: : : :: : : : : : : 
a-:i.Jtr,n~'"'e in IK"Js .... ) Cooncr~tives Ban!,::s !nde.crenous mone"'r lender 
(within -the vill~e) -- - 3~- ·· - - - --- - - - Q, -5b' - - ;:..~_ - - - -

· ~ J s then 5 2 6 1 0 1 0 
5 - 10 16 Z2 12 
I)- 15 4 12 8 
5 - 20 10 6 6 
') + 1 0 50 8 

Thus about 3/4th of the vill2.ges were having a cooperative 
facility within a r.:,dj.Lls of 1 0 kms. 

f) Irrieation & El8c.tric:i ty facility, availability of 
inproved seeds, f-::1: ''.1:..·:0:. -.~'-"n:; and p~esticides: 

8 percent of the ~~1plo villages were reported to have 
been electrified and improved seed was available in 28 per­
cent of the villagec. '!he Cher:1ica1 Fertilizers and p!!esti­
cides was avail['.blu in 2 p0rcent of the villages. The 
availability of the imprJ·;od seed: fertilizers and ~estici­
des is giv·c:l in the follc··ri.·•)E table:-

f:.1blc fo: Electricity laciiit~r7 cv~.IlabiYity of-iiDproved' seeds, -ferti: -
li:crs and '!'lesticid8s C'ti::r•~e·.1t.:-:-e) 

~istanco -in [~s:->- -t-- El.£;ct.ricit] ··Ii;;r~V:~:z.- ~emical- -Pesticides:- -
se~d. fertili-

zers. 
·•- .... - .... --- ... - ......... ------ -· -· --- -.. ------------
J( within the vill2.ge) 8 23 2 2 
Tess th3.!1 5 2-~ 10 16 12 

5 - 10 28 12 22 20 
~o- 15 12 8 14 14 
·j 5 - 20 ~ 8 10 10 
'J + 2-~ 3~ 36 42 

. - - - - - ..... - - - - - .,._ .... - - - -· - - ... - - - - - - - - - - - - - -w -
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10.9 Availabili~f Agricultural Labourers: 

The shortage of agricultural lab~~ers was felt in the nor-th of 
February, March, April and Nay. The work to the agrim.l tural labou­
rers was not available during the month.3 of January & 11ay and it 
was reported that they were required to go outside the villages 
for employment. 

11. RESULTS OF THE SURVEY: 
General: 
The survey reveals that 84.44 percent of the households were 
cultivators, including 26.56 percent small farmers. 8.47 percent 
were agricultural labourers, less than 1 percent of the house­
holds were engaged in livestock and forestry occupations and 
remaining 6.32 percent of the households were engaged in other 
than agricultural and allied activities. Details are given in 
the following table:-

----------------------------------~-lahl~ 111 Re~c~niage_of §ogs~hQ1Qs_a£CQr£ing_tQ ~rin£ina1 QC£unaiiQn~ _ 
~r!nQi~al QcQUQaiiQn~ _____________ P~rQent£g~·- _____ _ 
1. Cultivators. 84.44 

( i) Small Farmers. 26. 56 
(ii)others. 57.88 

2. Agricultural Labourers. 8.47 
3. Live stock, forestry etc. 0.77 
.4,._0ih~r§.. _______________________ .§.. 2_2 __ ·- __ _ 

TOTAL: 100.00 · 
~----------------------------------~ 
12. HOUSEHOLD CQrllPOSITION: 

The average family size of small farmers households was 5.58 per­
sen$ as compared to 4.48 perscns in case of big farmers. The x&s 
sex ratio in a small farmer's househ6ld was 825 females per 100~ 
males as compared to 817 of big far::ners households. 

13. AGE COI1P9SITION: 
The age composition of the households surveyed is given in the 
following table:-

!aElg I2I ~e~c~nia&e:disiribytion Qf:P2PYlit!on EY:agP~groYP.:~d:s~x:: 
Age Group PERCENTAGE TO THE ·rOTAL 

-::-::-~S;;;.:iri::._.all ~armers_. _ B:hg_Fa~er~!.-
- Hales Females· Total. I1ales Females . Total. 
Below OnG.- -1~87- - -2735-- -2:o9--- 3.04--- 2.97---- 3~01-
1- 4 12.69 13.53 13.06 11.03 12.38 11.61 
5- 14 31.88 26.21 29.36 31.18 24.75 28.39 

15- 34 27.92 26.67 27.37 26.72 28.22 27.;7 
35- 59 21.74 25.29 23.31 23.9$ 23.76 23.87 
~0~+- - - - _3L9Q-- _5~92 -- _4~81 ___ ~.Q8 _ __ 1.~2- -- _ 2.£5_ 
l01~:- __ 1QO~OQ __ 1QO~OQ __ 1QO~OQ __ 10Q.QO _ _ 10Q.QO ___ 10Q.QO_ 
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It reveals that about 50 p~rcent of the population were in the 
age group of 15 to 59 years while about 30 percent were i~ 7~:o 
age group of 5 to 14 years in both the categories of farmers. 
About ~ percent of the population wer~ in the age group of 60 & 
above. In this age group, proportion a.~.· females vras more in c &se 
of big farmers as co~pared to s~all farmers. 

14. HA.IUT AL s:r ATUS: 

Out of the total populatio~, a~out half of the population was 
unmarried a.'1d about 42 p~..: c:::t -v;cre married while about 8 percent· 
were in the categor~p of wide;;:~~~ divor~ed. The details are given 
in the following table:-

~ 

:7able 1 : f!a.Titai status -(P'erc'Gnt·a -:;e·r - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -M 
!,:aritaPstatus-- :..:&:narl-F'a~ers~_:_:_.:_: -~- -lhg F'tltme:r.~!..-=---=--=-= · 

H'~les Females Total. Hales Females Total. - " - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - .. _ - - - - - - - - - . - - - - - .... 1.~nmarr1ed. . 50.03 47.38 48.86 52.47 46.54 49.89 
?.Harried. 41.39 43.46 42.31 37.64 45.54 · 41.07 
3.W1dowed. 7.64 3.96 6.23 9.51 7.92 8.82 
4. Divorced/ · 
_ ~e~arate~·- __ Q.~4- __ Q.£0 ___ Q~£0 ___ o~~ ___ ~ ____ 0~2~ 
_ !oial. ____ lOQ.QO __ lCQ.QO __ 10Q.QO _ _ 1QO~OQ __ 1QO~OQ __ 1Q0~0Q 

15. EDUCATIO:;At L~: 
Literacy perce!ltase a~ reflecte.i from the survey was 16.65 per­
cent in c<: 3e of sm. all f ar..ners as compared to 19. 50%for big far­
cera which is ca::pJ.!'able vTit:t: the over all literacy percentage 
of 19.01 for the distri~t a~ a whole during 1971 census. The 
details of the Educr..tional Level of the sample population m:E"e 
given in the following table:-

Jahli I4I ~d~cEtionUl Ie~ei £f:popy1itiau IP~rQentrg~)= : : : : : : : : 
·.uucational __ S::-.::11 Fa!":::ers __ Big Farners. _ 
I.e·1rel. Eales Fe:nales To-!;al I:lales Females Total. 
-f.Ill'iterate7- -77.4a-- -90.72----83.35--74:-53- ·- 9o:59-- s1:-5o 
2.Pricary. 10.87 s.e2 9~96 13.31 6.93 10.54 
3.Midd!e. 5.56 0.33 3.2~ 6.84 2.48 4.95 
j.tl.§.LH~S~S~ __ £.29 ___ Q.!3 ___ l·i4 ___ 5~3l ___ : ____ 3~01. 
__ TQtnlL ___ 10Q.QO __ lOQ.QO _ _ 10Q.~O- _1~0~0Q __ 1QOLOQ __ 1QO~OQ 

It reveals th~t about 10 percent of the population have attended 
the pri~ary level education in beth the categories of farmers 
w~ile 3.25 percent of the population of small farmers attended 
the ciddle school education a3 COQpared to 4.95 percent i~ case 
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of big farmers. The difference in the level of education was not 
significant in both the categories of farmers. 

16. Ecmrmuc STA:rus: 
23.89 percent of the population of Slliall farmers were categori­
sed as self supporting as compared to 21.81 percent of big 
farmers. Out of these, proportion of females was only 3.89 per­
cent for small tfarmers and 3.96 percent for big farmers. About 
43 percent of females in both the categories·of farmers were 
earning dependents which indicates- that generally females do 
not earn enough to be self supporting but they work mostly as . 
helpers on the farm. About half of the population were non 
earning dependents. The details .are given_ in the fol~oWing table 

!aEl~ I51E£ouo~i~ ~t~t£s:oi ~arP~ri ~ non-iarpiPg ~e~endinisiP~r£eutgg~) 
Economic Stat us &.:nalJ Farmers. Big Farmers. 

Nales Females Total. I1ales Females Total. 
T.se1f-supporti~g 43782-- -3:89-- -23.89- 39:66-- -3:96-- 21:8T 
2. Earni.."1g depen-

dents. 8.36 43.24 25.80 11.29 43.56 27.65 
3.Non-earning 

dependents. 47.75 52.87 50.31 49.05 52.48 50.54 

: :T:Qti11:;: : : : :1:Qo~o:Q : :fQo:;:oQ : : Io:Q.Q:o:fQo::oQ : :tQ:o:oQ : ::1Qo:;:o:Q 
17. EI''IPLOYMENT STATUS: 

17.1 The survey ~eals that about 52.05 percent of the males a"1d 
47.13 percent of females were reported to have '1-Torked either in 
agricultural or in non-agricultural activities in case of s~all 
farmers. The corresponding percentages for big farmers v1ere 
50.95 for males and 47.52 for females. The details of employment 
stat us of sample population are given in the foll?I-Ting table: .... 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - T - - - - -)- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -1aQl~ 16l Em~lQ~ent_Stalu~ _P~rQegtgg~ _______________ _ 
Ernplo;yment Status Small .carmers. . Big Farmers. 

Hale Female Total Hale Female - Total. T. Working on-OWn- - - - - - - - - - -.- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
i ) Farm. 3 4. 06 - · 7. 3 9 2 2. 2 4 3 8. 52 5. 9 4 2 2. 38 

ii)Non farm ent-
erprise profe-
ssion. 3.28 1·.83 1.14 0.64 

2.Working as regu­
lar salaried emp­
loyee/wage labou­
rers. 
i)On Farm. 1.66 

ii)Non-far:J enter-
prise profe-
ssion. 0.16 0.09 



- 14 -
Table 16: Continued - - - - - - - ...... - -·- - - - - - - - - ........ - - ... - - .... - - - - - - - - -mployment Status. &J~J.l Famers. _ Big Farmers. __ . ·-·---.. 

Hale Fer:1~J.e Total. r·1ale FemaJ.e Total~ 
;'.":;iorkine na-casua!------- ---------------- ---

wage labourer. 
1 ~On farn. 4.42 

ii !lon farm enter-· 
prise profe-
ssion. 0.31 

4.Working as house-
hold helper. 
1 ~On farn. 7.89 

ii l;on farm enter-
prise profe-
ssion. 0.47 

5.llot worki.""lg but 
available for work. 

6.Attcnding Educa-
tional institu-
tions. 

7.Engnged in dor:1es-
tic work. 

8.Too young to work/ 
to ctt~nd school/ 
to seek er:1ploy-
ment. 

9.0ld & disabled. 
10. Othezs including 

pcns1oners,re­
c1ttnnts,beggers. 

9.10 

30.33 
8.32 

1.70 3.22 

0.17 

37.65 21. 21 11.29 41.58 26.44 

0.39 0.43 

6.53 7.96 9. 51 8.42 9.03 
14.44 6.40 

1~.87 ~.59 

22.16 26.57 .33.08 24.26 29.25 
9.74 8.95 6.46 6.93 6.67 

:: : :T~tn1: : : : :1Qo~oQ : IoQ.Qo: :1Qo:o~ : IoQ.Qo: :1Qo:oQ : IoQ.Qo: 
17.2 It reveals thnt 34.06 percent of the males of small farmer's 

households and 38.52 percent of big farmers were working on own 
farrn ~""ld 7.89 percent oalcs of sr:1a11 farmers and 11.29 percent 
of big farmers were working as households helpers on farms. / 
The proportion of fe~ales working on ovm farm was 7.39 percent 
in case of s~all f~r~ers ~""ld 5.94 percent in case of big farmer~ 
while fe~ales workL""lg as housc~cld helpers was 37.65 percent in 
case of sr:1all farmers 2~d 41.59 percent of big farmers. The 
farmers working as casual -:;age labourers ivere 4.42 percent males 
and 1.70 percent fe~ales ~""ld 1.66 percent ~ales were working as 
:""eg-J.lar sal~ried er::plcyees o~ farms in case of small fariners. No 
ce::1ber of big farr::er hc'J.sehold has reported to have worked as 
cas'J.al w3.ge labo'J.rer or regJ.lar salaried employees on farm. 
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The proportion ofworkers in non-farm enterprise was 4.22 percent 
males and 0.39 percent females in case of small farmers and· 
1. t4 percent males in case of big farmers. No ~male of bib fc.r·· 
mer's households have reported to have worked in non farm enter­
prises. 

17.3 The propo'rtion of population outside labour force in case of 
small farmers was 47.25 percent males and 52.87 percent females 
while in case of big farmers the proportion was 49.05·percent 
males and 52.48 percent females. Out of this population outsj.de 
the labour force, 14.44 percent of females in case of small far­
mers and 12.87 percent of big farmers were engaged in domestic 
work. The percentage of children attending educational instituti· 
ons was 9.10 percent boys and 6 .. 53 percent tsirls of small farmer: 
households. The corresponding percentage of children attending 
educational institutions in case of big farmers households was 
9.51 percent boys and 8n42 percent girls. The population which 
was too young to work or to attend the schools or to seek employ· 
ment wa~ 30.33 percent males and 22.16 percent females in·case 
of small farmers. The corresponding percentages for big farmers 
were 33.08 percent malee and 24.26 percent females. ·About 9 per­
cent in case of small f&rmers households and about 7 percent in 
case of big farmers, the pop~lation was old and disabled. 

17.4 No household~ has reported to have un-employed member in his 
family vrhich indicates that either the population surveyed was · 
engaged in gainfd occupation or working as helper on household 
farm or enterprise or they w·ere outside labour force, but it doe: 
not mean that the l&bour force wagagFoc fully employedo 

17.5 The participation rates of labour force engaged in agricultural 
activities of the sample population in the age group 15 to 59 is 
given in the following table:- · · 

Table 17T Partici ation rate----:---:----~-----------­
Type:-- - - -- _!J'_ -IN AGRICULTURE ---- - - -- -TOTAL~- - - -- - . 
______ ~ _ ~ale __ Ee~~le ___ T~t~l- _M~l~ __ F~m~l~ ___ !oial._ 
2mall Farmers. 87.82 82o66 84.91 96.31 83.41 ti9.88 
£ig ~a:rm!lr§.. __ 2.7 .!.5.2. __ 92_. 2_2 ___ 9.4, .. .§.8..:. _92.§0 __ 9.2_. 2_2 __ '- _ 9.5.!'M93.. _ 

17c6 It reveals tha participation rates for small farmers engaged in 
agricultural activities was 87.82 percent for males and 82.66 
percent for females. The .corresnonding participation rates for 
big farmers was 97.55 percent maies and 93.32 percent females. 
The participation rates including the agricultural and other 
activities for the population of age group 15 to 59 was 96.31 
for oales and 83.41 for females in case of small farmers. 99.80-
percent for males ~~d 93.32 percent for females in case of big 
farmers. This shows that the participation rates for males and 
females 0f big faroers vras more as compared to small farmers. 
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18. SIZE OF HOLD:LT"G: 
The average size of m agricultural land holding of small farmer 
household was 4.70 acres ~s co~pared to 6.60 acres in case of 
big farcers. households. The irrigated land was 0.85 acre in small 
f~er's l~~d holding while in case of big farmers it was 1.34-
acres. 

19. IRRIGATIO~T SOURCES: 
The main source of the irrigation in the rural area was thraugh 
the irrigation wells. As per the sample survey 30.12 percent of 
the small f~ers households and 35.58 percent of big farmers 
households were having irrigation wells. 1.40 percent of small 
farmers households and 4.81 percent of big farmers households 
were reported to have a tube well. 2.01 percent of small farmers 
nnd 3.85 percent of big farmers were having a well with pump set, 
While 26.71 percent of the small farmers and 26.92 percent of 
big farmers were having a well without pump set~ 69.88 percent 
of small farmers households were having no well as compared to 
64.42 percent of big farcers. The details are given in the 
following table:-

lclil~ rs: 1riigaiiQn:s£urc~s=(~e!ceniaiel : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : 
~y~o_oi Ir~igaiiQn_SQurc~s- ___ ~~1 Ea~~r~·- __ Big_F~rme~s~ __ _ 
1. Tube wells. 1.40 . 4.81 
2. 't.·olls 

i )With- pUI:lpsets. 
ii)Without pucpsets. 

3. H~ving no wells. 

2.01. 
26.71 
69.88 

3.85 
26.92 
64.42 

------------------------------------20. C~OPPTI~G PATTEiliT: 

The cain crops raised by both the categories of farmers were 
Bajra,Wheat,Barley,Gram,Rape and }mstard. The cDopping pattern 
as reflected in the survey is given in the following table:-

T~~le-- 19: cr£Pning-Pattern- TPercenta~e)--------------
c . -- - ------~--~---------------.... __ rQ.p.._ _____________ .£1!. Ear.mg_r§.. ___ Big_FE:~.er.s..t. __ _ 

.{ice. 0.77 
Haixe. 0.37 0.03 
Jowar. 11.79 6.80 
Bajra. 23.41 17.70 
hbeat. 24.56 32.09 
Barley. 4.61 3.76 
Gra::~. 15.13 14.56 
~~ses. 0.68 0.33 
Oil seeds. 14.17 14.50 
Qtger. Qr.Q.P.[. _____________ 5.L2§. ________ 9..._4.§. ____ _ 
_ _ _ 1_oia.J... ____________ 1Q.O..t.OQ _______ 1QO~OQ ____ _ 
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21 • IHVE S HlENT P A':r T ERl'f : 

21.1 Efficiency in the utilisation of capital resources is as impor­
tant as in an:r other industry. The farm investment of capital is 
important to agricultural land, wells, agriculture implements 
live stock and other items relating to agriculture operations. 
Proper allocations of cafital resources is of prime importance 
to increase the efficiency in farm investment, pattern. Distri­
bution of investment of farm assets is given in the following 

.table:-

Table 2o7 Distribution-of investment-of farm-assets.---------­
-Items:------------ smaii Farmers.--- -Big-Farmers~---

Percentage Value of Percentage Value of 
distribu- farm ass- distribu- farm asse­
tion of inT ets per tion of in- ts per 
vestment. household vestment. household 

T. 'Laiid-and-Farm 'build"iiig·.- ·- - - - - - -
1.1 Agricultural land. 57.91 
1.2 Home stead land. 10.49 
2.Irrigation Sources: 
2.1 WellsrPump sets4 
3.Agriculture implements. 
4.Live stock. 
5.F2rm vehicles: 

7.16 
1.92 

20.48 

iin Es~)- ______ lin Bs~)-
11264 

2041 

1392 
373 

3984 

60 .. 56 
9.30 

6.47 
2.3$ 

19.13 

13482 
2071 

1441 
529 

4258 

5.1 Carts. 1.86 362 1.91 426 .,2.g .Qyg_l~s.!.. __________ 0.!.1§ ~ ___ 2_6 ___ .Q.£5 _____ 52 __ 
_ _ _ !o1a1. _________ 1.Q0~02 ___ 1~422 __ 10Q • .QO ___ Z,2g6g __ 

21.2 It reveals that average investment of farm assets by a small 
farmer household 1vas Rs.19452 as conpared to Rs.22262 of big 
farmer's household. The land and farm building assets form ftbout 
70 percent of the total investment by both the catc;gories of 
farrn.::;rs. About 20 percent of the tot£>.:~ investr1ent 't·ras liv-estock, 
about 8 percent form the part of irrigation sources namely 
";vells ,pumpsets and agriculture implements. About 2 percent form 
investment on vehicles. 

22. INVESTI-TEN·:r FOR CROP PRODUCTION: 

The investment for crop productioL takes into account the value 
of agriculturc:>.l la."Yld dra11~~:t cattle, wells,impler::.ents. Details 
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are given in the :t'ollor,.ring table:-

!a~li ~1I Inieit~ent:rilitid:witli Qr£P:P~o~u£tion.: : : : Irn Rs~>: : : _ 
Items. . Small Farmers. Big Farmers. -

Investment Investment Investment Investment 
per house- per acre of per house- per acre 
hold. agriculture hold. of agricul-

- _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _lgng. _ _ _ _ _ _ ___ :t.u.re_l,gn.g. 
t.Agricultural land. 11264 Z397 13482 2043 
2.Drought Cattle. 1221 260 1466 222 
3.Wells. 1392 296 1441 218 
4.Implecents. 373 79 529 80 
_2.Qar_t§.._ - - - - -- - - - - ~6?. - - - - 17_ -- - - .4.2.§. -- - -,/2 - -
- - -- - .'f'.01a!·- - -- - - 14_1~ - - - 2,1Q9_ - - - 172.41. - - _2_2§. - -

On an average, the investment on crop production by small farmer's 
household was Rs.14612 as compared to Rs.17344 by big farmer's 
household. But on comparing the investment per acre of agricul­
tural land possess by these t·vo categories of farmers, it was 
observed that on an average the s-mall farmer's household invests 
Rs.3109 per acre of agricultural la~d which was more as compared 
to Ib. 2628 by a big farme:- hot:.sehold. It shows that a small 
agricultural land holding is not economical. 

23. HOUSEHOLD ASSETS: 

The economic status of a household is reflected by household 
assets like durable and seni-durable articles, furniture and 
utencils etc. Dotails for both the categories of farmers is 
given in the following table:-

I 

!a~li ~2I !v~rn~ y~ui Qf:hQU~eEoid:a~siti ~e~ ho~sghQl~ Iin sa~>: : : __ I!egs~ _____________ S£all __ F~~e~s~ ___ B!g_F~~e~s~ __ 

1. Durable and semi-durable. 
1.1 Clock/Watch. 
1.2 Radio. 
1.3 Furnitu.re, Utencils etc. 
1.31 Cot. 
1.32 Chair. 
1.33 Trunk. 
1.34 AluminuiwT vassals. 
1.35 Bell metal vessels. 
1.36 Hurricane lantern. 
1.37 Earthenware. 
1.38 other household assets-. 

10.41 
5.29 

112.11 
0.98 

44.70 
22.64 
48.40 
9.59 

16.39 
134.83 

24.52 
10.10 

115.01 
4.23 

53.59 
21.06 
54.79 
9.20 

14.12 
144.55 

- - --- - Total'.- - - - - - - - - - - - - 4o'§'.31- - - - - - -451:1'7-
----------------------------~~~--~--
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It reveals tha~ the average value of household assets per houseT 
hold was Rs.405.31 in case of s~all fa.~er~ as compared to 
Rs.451.17 for big farmers. This reflects the disparity in the 
level of livi~g in the two categories of f~~ers. 
INCOHE BY SOURCES: - -
The average annual income of small farmer's household was 
Rs.24.04.12 as compared to Rs.2526.17 of a big farmer household. , 
The following table giyes the details of income and receipts 
from a:Ll sources:-

!alili ~31 1nQo~e=aud:ric~inti fr£ID:ail:sQ~cis:dyring I911~7g.:::: :. 
Item .. Small Farmers. Big Farmers. 

Percentage Incoffie per Percentage Income per 
Income. household Income. household. 

T.sare-of Farm-Produce7-- 59. 
(Rs.) (Rs.) 

24- 1424:18 -- -62.72- - - 1584~40-
2.Sale of Live stock and 

poultry etc. 
3.Sale of Milk and Milk 

products. 
4.0ther Livestock products. 

'5.Income from wages through 
labour on farm. 

6.Sale of fixed assets. 
?.Income from rent and share 

6.39 

1 o. 59 
0.88 
3.82 

5.68 

153.69 

254.55 
21.05 
91.93 

136.56 

7.93 

9.45 . 
0.83 
1. 55 

5.67 

200.42 

238.60 
20.96 
39 .. 23 

143.36 

produce. 1.21 29.06 0.84 21.15 
g.Qthe! lnQoge~ _______ 1g.19 ___ 2~3~1Q ___ 11.Q1 ___ ._2I8~02 _ 

Total. 100.00 2404G12 100.00 2526.17 
-----------------------~-----------· 
24.2 About 60 percent of the income was from sale of farm prcduc8 

in case of both the categories of farmers. About 17 percent 
of the income was frcm sale of li¥e stock and poultry, milk 
and milk products and other live stock products. Income from 
wages in case of small farmers ~ras about ~ percent of the 
total inco;:."l.e while in care of big · fanners trhe proportion 
of income from wagen was 1.55 perce~t only. The proportion 
of income fro~ the sale of fixed assets was about 6 percent 
while about 13 percent of th~ income was from other sources. 

25. DISPOSAL OF CROP HARVESTED: 

The survey reveals that about 60 percent of the income· was 
from sale of farm produce in case of both the categories 
of farmers. The disposal of crop at the harvest stage 
retqined fDD seed, and for home consumption and the available 
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produce for sale is given in the following table:-

Table 24 A: Disposal of Crop Harvested - Small Farmers (Per~entqge) 
crop--- -Rent -sh'are-to--- 'Gus-- -For- -Home- lv'iiia::- -Total--

share Partner/Labour tome- Seed con- ble for Income. 
of co-sha- in ry & snm- sale. 
Land re.· kind other ption 
Lord. pay- . 

.:.. - - - - - - - - - - _____ menta ___________ . _____ _ 

., !._ - - - _2 ... - _3.!. - - _4.!. - - ~·- - .§.._ - 1·- - _8.!. - - - - _9.!. - -
uo·.-~ar. · 5.78 0.30 0.03 1.18 10.15 52.29 30 .. 27 · 7.12 
B~jra. · 0.24 0.21 1.72 1.58 63.37 32.88 7.88 
'11l1eat. 8.51 0.48 0.12 5.16 8.80 39.40 37.53 ·30.28 
E~rley. 5.61 5.78 13.98 49.16 24.47 1.24 · 
Cr3lll. 0.10 0.12 0.92 10.73 37.03 51.10 14.10 
lulses. 6.07 9.13 39.18 45.62 0.40 
Jroundnut. 2.11 0.82 6.12 10.49 80.46 5.28 
P.t.pe and 
mustard •. - 0.51 6.88 10.80 81.81 15.36 
0hillies. · 0.01 0.13 0.42 · 10.88 17.02 71 ~48 16.28 
J::o.Q.d_qr ... __ :. ___ -___ o.!. 4§. _11.§3 __ 12,.§.3_5,g • .§7_ g1.:.01 ___ g • .Q6_ ... 

25.2 It reveals that in case of soall farmer household about 30 per-
cent of the income was from sale of 37.53 percent of wheat after 
retaining about 9 percent for seed, 39 percent for home consum­
ption. In case of Gr~,Rape and mustard and chillies,about 15-
percent of the income from sale of these crops. In case of Jm'!'D.r, 
Bajra, the pro'portion of income was about 7 to 8 percent. About 
10 percent of the produce was retained for seed. Normally about 
2 percent of the produce was disposed at the harvest-stage as 
rent share of land lord, share of labourer, partner,co-sharer or 
customary and other payments except in case of jowar,barley and 
fodder crops which was comparatively more. · . . 

25.3 Disposal of crop harvestage in case of big farmers household is 
given in the following table:- · 

Table 24 B: Big Farmers. (Percent age) 
Urop7 -- ~ent -snare-to -- - -cus= - 1or --Rome- - Ivai1a= -Total-

Share Par~ner/ Labour toov- eeed con- ble for Income~ 
of ce-share in ry & sum- swe. %to total 
Land ki~d. other ption income fron 
Lord. pay- sale of 

_________________ mg,nis.&. fo.r ______ .. __ ~g!_l.:_.P!..03..UCE 
Jowar. - 0.14 0.48 5.63 5.94 69.53 18.23 4.25 
:aajra. 2.35 10.12 29.!..1 58.12 0. 44 
I·~aize. 0.58 0.31 3.09 63.56 32.46 11.01 
\lt'heat. 3.17 0.16 2.23 9.25 37.48 47.71 27.30 
Barley. 2.84 5.93 11.59 46.34 33.30 12.99 
Gr~. 0.29 0.05 0.77 11.57 45.25 42.07 8.71 
Pnlsas. 2.45 12.86 46.49 38.20 0.34 
Jrou.!'ldnut. ,. 10.42 12.27 77.31 3.15 
Pepe & Bustard.- 5.14 42.15 52.71 21.97 
Chillies. 0.20 0.05 0.05 11.04 18.73 69.93 5.88 
Fodder. - 1.66 1.87 15.76 13.79 43.87 23.05 1.56 .Qther. QrQ.P~·:. _________________ :. __ §.8.!..92 _ 11.!..0.4. __ .?,.2,9_ 
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25.4 Out of total income from sale cf farm produce, 27.30 percent was 

from sale of ~vheat, 21.97 percent from sale of Rape and mustard, 
about 2t to 3 percent l6f tLe farm produce 'l'TaS disposed at the 
harvest stage. About 10 perc0nt of the farm produce was retained 
for seed.. About 70 percent of the jcn-':i.r produce was retained for 
home consunption while only about 37ot8 percent of wheat produce 
was retained for home consUiilption and about 48 percent of ivhe at 
produce t·;as available for sale v 53 percent of the produce of 
Rape and mustard was available for s&le. 

26. LIVE STOCK: 
26.1 In a village economy as already discussed in the earlier para­

graphs, about 17 percent; of the income of small farmer's and 
big farner's household was from ~alE of live stock & poultry, 
milk and milk products etc. The following table shows the averag 
number of draught and milch cattle per household and their 
distribution to total nQ~ber of live stock:-

. 
!alil~ ~51 AvQrig~ numbir:o~ li~e:sio£k:Pir:hQUQehold~ = = = = = = = = =· 

Item. Small Farmers. . Big Farmers. 
Average No. Percen- Average"""NO:--:Percenfage 
per house- tage per house- total. 

______________ hQ.lQ. .. ____ tQt§}.!.. _ go±_d.!... ________ .. 

'1 • Draught cattle. 
(a)Bullocks. 
(b)He buffaloes. 

2. Milch cattle. 
(a)Cows. 
(b)She buffaloes. 

3. Young stock. 
(a) cattle. 
(b)Buffaloes. 

4. Sheep. 
5. Goats. 

1.~5 13.25 1.92 16.05 
1.58 ~1.44 1.64 13.71 
0.25 1.81 0.28 2.34 
5.59 40.48 7.46 62.37 
3.16 22.88 3.33 27.84 
2.43 17.60 4.13 34.53 
2.00 14.48 2.04 17.05 
0.82 5.94 0.87 7 .27 
1.18 8.54 1.17 9.78 
0.04 0.29 0.43 3.60 
4.35 31.50 0.11 0.93 ------------------------------------

Total. 13.81 100.00 11.96 100.00 --------------------
26.2 It reveals tqat on an averag~ a small farner household had 

1.83 draught cattle as compared to 1.92 in case of big f:3J:1!lers. 
The average number of milch cattle in a small farmer's house­
hold vras 5. 59 as compf:.red to 7. 46 in a big farmer's household. 
The average number of goats per household of a small farmer 
was 4.35 as compared to 0.11 in case of big farmer. 

27. PARTICUL~.RS OF LQAHS & ~PAY11E~rTS: 

27.1 The survey reveals that on an aver~ge, loan outstanding on 
31.3.72 1-vas Rs.500.13 in case of small farmer household as 
compared to Rs.581.34 for a big farmer household. During the 
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Year under report a scall fp..m.er household borroued Rs.383.29 
while Ra.244.81 by a big f~~er. The outstanding loan at the 
beginning of tte yea:r ~·;as 381.55 in case of small farmers 1.rhile 
Rs.514.42 for a big farmer household. The interest on loan paid 
by the s~all farner was Rs.65.65 as co9pared to Rs.32.56 by a 
big far=er. ~he details are given in t:ie following table:-

m - - _6.._ - - ... - - ..... - ..... - ...... - - - _ .. I - - - )- -- - - - - - - - - - - -!I!ll~ ~ .:__!!o.e_.n_~d_r~~en.t.§. 1911::.7g Ia gs!.. ____________ _ 
_ !e~s~ ________________ -~~all_FgrQe~s- _Big_Fg~e~s~ _ 
1.Loan outstanding en 1st April,1971. 381.56 514.42 
2.Fresh Loans taken during the year 

1971-72. 383.29 244.81 
R Total La~~. 76~.85 759.23 

3.Re~a~ent of loan. 264.54 177.89 
(1) For previous loan. 221.85 , 166.35 
(11 )For current loan. <1-2. 69 11.54 

4.Loan outstanding on 31st 1'~~ch, 1972. S00.31 581.34 
2·lnie~e.§.t.Jgi~.- ______________ 25~62 ____ 22~5~ __ _ 

27.2 I;oroally loans were taken fror.. ::;rivate noney lender for 
docestic purposes, only about 2 peraGnt of the households have 
borrowed loan fran co-operative societies. 

28. EXPE~TDITURE mr FIXED ASSETS: 

The following table gi7es the expenditure on fixed assets:-

~a~d= !aEl~ l7l ~x~endit~ri Qn:fix~d:ais~ti.::::: ::::::::: 
Ite~"'~s 8-::1~11 F~D3rs. Big Farmers. 

- • Fercentcg~ Ave~age Percentage Average 
to total expendi- to total expendi­
expendi ttu-e t'J.re per expenditure ture per 

H.H. H.H. 
tand-ncvelopcant7----- 26742--- -11.4~-- -30.44--- -19.07--
F~ building. 15.66 6.78 16.67 10.77 
Water Supply. · 8.29 3.59 11.60 7.50 
bple~ents & Hachinery. 22.17 9.00 20.00 12.93 
F~ vehicles. 24.55 10.63 21.29 13.76 
.Qtb.e!S..s. ___________ 2.!.,91 ____ 1.2,6 ___________ -'b __ 
_ _ _ _ TQt~~ ______ _ 1QO.!.OQ ____ 42.20 __ lOQ.QO _ ___ 6i._3 __ 

On ~~ average the expenditure en fixed assets was Rs.43.30 by 
a s~all f~er h8usehold ~s co~pared to ~b.64.63 by a big farner 
household. The proportior. of expenditure on the land developcent 
was 26.~2 percent of the total expe~diture on fixed assets in 
case of s~all fa.rners as co::1pa.re;l to 30.44 percent by a big 
far=er household. Tte ~verage exnenditure on each iteo of fixed 
assets was nore by a big fe~er h8usehold as conpared to snall 
fal~er. ~~t th~ percentage distribution of expenditure on 
fixed assets on different ite~J re7eals that the proportion· 
of expenditure on i.:lple::ents c:.n:i ::1achincry and faro vehicles 
was slightly ~ore in case cf s=all farner. 
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29. EXPENDITURE 01: INPt.i"TS: 

The average expenditure on inputs vrs.s Es .. 877. 51 of sn :~l f:;.r::c r 
housGhold as coopared to Rs.971.22 by a big farr:1er household. 
The percent2~e distribution of expenditure on inputs is given 
in the following table:-

!aE1£ g8~ Ex~eudit~~ 2n=igp~t~ ~u£igg:1~7I-f2:(Re~ciniage} : : : : : : 
Iter!. Small :B'arners Bier Famers. 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - _o_ - - - - -1. Seed 
1.1 Local. 

1. 2 Ir:::proved/H. Y. V. 

2. Irrigat io~ 
2.1 Government Canal. 
2.2 Operating charges of tube well. 

3. Chenical Fertilizers. 
4. Organic mannures. 
5. PE:sticides 

5.1 Purchase of Pesticides. 
5.2 Charges for sprayingo 

6. Tr2nsport_ charges. 
7. Land tax:. 
8. Other tax charges. 
9. Repair·s a.nc r!:aintenance of inplements 

and nachines. 
10. Farm Labour. 
11. A,&ricultural Ope rat ions 

11.1 Sowing & tra1splanting. 
11.2 Operations when crop standing. 
11.3 Harvesting. 
11.4 Threshing. 

12 • .f.1aintenance of Bullock. 
13.0ther operations. 
14.Rent. 
15.Interest on crop production. 
16.0ther expenses. 

Total. 

Average expenditure on input per 
household (RS) 

15.81 
4.85 

0.46 
4.62 
3.06 
6.65 

0.64 
0.04 
0.35 
2.05 
0.06 

1.90 
2.83 

3.37 
1.61 
5.31 
.1 • 2tl 

411-.24 
1. 01 
0.15 
0.12 
2.63 

1 00.00 

877.51 

16.18 
5.15 

0.92 
8.12 
3.56 
7.88 

0.41 
0.01 
0.63 
2.36 
0.12 

4. 01 
4..82 

3.16 
2.11 
5.39 
3 7:.7 

o ./ I 

28.24 
0.53 
0.12 
0.14 
2.77 

1 oo. 00 

971.22 

------------------------------------
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It reveals that about 20 percent of the expenditure on inputs 
was on seed including about 5 percent on inproved H.Y.V. seed. 
The expenditure on irrigation was about 5 percent of the total 
expenditure on inputs of soall farmer households as coupared to 
9 percent by b5.g farner household. The expenditure on ferti­
lizer& and-orgru1ic n~ure was about 10 percent of the total 
expenditure on inputs in case of soall farmer as compared to 
about 11 percent in case cf big farner. The expenditure on 
farm labour was 2.83 pe~cent i~ case of small farmer household 
as conpared to 4.82 percent in case of big farner. The expendi­
t1.l.I!e on agricultt::.re operations like pluu.ghing, sowing, harvest­
ing threashing etc. 1vas 11 . 5'5 pGrcen·..; in case .of small farmers 
as compared to 14.03 percent in 0aze of big fa~ers. The pro­
portion of expenditure on J.;he ne-.int6nance of bullock in case of 
snall farner was coop~atively nigher i.e. ~1.24 percent as con­
pared to 28 •. 34 percent in cas::: of big fal .... uer. ~he expenditure 
on land tax liaS about 2 peree:1t. Thus about 60 ~"'ercent of the 
expenses was on seed end maintenance of bullock ~n ·case of both 
the categories of faroera. 

FAMILY BUDGET: 

The study of the far-ily budget of the farQ f2milies is of 
special significance because of the closeness between home and 
agricultural operations. ThG average annual expenditure per 
household and per ce~ita is given in the following table:-

!ahli l9I Avirigi ~~u~~=c~Qn~ifu~e:pir:fi~Ili/~er £a~i!a~ : : : : : : 
_ l,t.Qc..~., ____________ -· _ ._. ___ Sg_a1_l_Fgrg_e,rs_ ]ig .Ea!:f!l.§.r£._ 
1.Average n~ber of wembers per family. 5.58 4.48 
2.The consuner expenditure per fanily(in Rs. )2900.01 3252.83 
3.Consucer expcnditu=e per capita. 519.72 726.08 
4.Percentnge of expenditure on purc~a8e 

itetls of total consuner expendit,~re. · 55.29 5$.58 
84.85 5.Percentage of consuner expenditure on food. 87.58 

--~---------------------------~-----
30.2 It reveals that in a snall far·1:f;r ho"J.sehold of fanily size 

5.58 persons, annual per capita consuner expenditure was 
Rs.519.72 as compared to Rs.'726.08 in -::ase of big farner 
household 't-Ti th family siza of 4. 48 persons. Out of the total 
consuner expenditure, 87.58 percent expenditure was on food 
by scall farner household as oo~~pared to 84.85 percent in 
case of big faroer household. The percentage of expenditure 
on purchase items of total consuoer expenditure was about 
55 percC:'nt. 
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31. DISTRIBUTION OF EXPENDITURE OlJ HOUSEHOLD CONSUN?TION: 

31.1 The a-verage arlnual expenditure by s.w.ell farner household -ms 
Rs.2900.01 as conpared to Rs.3252.83 by a big f2.mer household. 
The distribution of expenditure on hov.'3ehold consur::ption is 
given in the· following table:- · 

- -It ens-: - - - - - ~ - socii Farners - - - - - - -Big -F-;_...;:ers-:- - - - -
Cash Home Total. Cash Home Total. 
Pur- Grown Pur- Grown 
chases. donsu- chases. ConsumT 

_____________ u:p1,i.Qn..!. __________ :Q.tio.n. ____ . 

1 0 .:. Cereals. 37.47 56.00 47.68 38.90 50.22 44.50 
2.Pulses. 16.88 10.40 13.31 12.19 15.89 14.02 
3.Milk & Hilk 

product. 11.25 24.26 18.41 6.28 26.29 16.17 
4.Edible Oils. 2.13 1. 45 1. 75 1.66 1. 52 1. 59 
5.Meat,Egg & Fish. 0.44 0.11 0.26 0.19 0.24 0.22 
6. Vegetables. 2.83 0.87 1.75 2.55 0.99 1. 78 

7. Fruits & Nuts. 0.80 0.04 0.38 1. 47 0.08 0.78 
8TSugar. 3.08 0.03 1. 40 2.37 0.36 1.37. 
9. Salt. 0.53 0.24 0.44 0.29 0.37 

10.Spices. 2.16 0.40 1.19 5.24 0.03 2.67 
11.Beverages & Refresh.2.58 0.08 1 • 21 2.73 1. 38 
12.Total of Food. 80.15 93.64 87.58 74.02 95.91 84.85 
13.Pan,Tobacco and 

IntoxicB.nts. 1. 7 tr 0.12 0.85 1.44 0.11 0.78 
14.Fusl & Light. 1.67 2.59 2.18 1.24 2.73 1.98 
1 5. Clothing. 7.52 0.20 3.49 8.70 0.14 4.47 
16.Foot ivear. 2.38 1. 07 2.73 1.38 
17.Miscellaneous 

Ser-vices. 3.78 1 0 07 2.29 5.86 2.97 
18.DQrable goocs. 2.34 2.38 2.36 4.89 2.48 
19. Rent. o. 01 o.oo 
20.Taxcs. 0.27 8.12 0.21 0.10 
21. Other I tens. 0.14 0.06 0.89 1.11 . 0.99 
22.Non-food Total. 19.85 6.36 ' ') !'r2 25.98 4.09 15.15 
Total Consun1er 
Expenditure. 1 oo. 00 1 oo.oo 1 oo. 00 1 oo. 00 100.00 1 oo. 00 
Average expenditure 
per househoilid. 1603.48 12~6.53 2900.01 1645.32 1607.51 3252.83 
-------------------------------------

It re":""eals that 87.58 percent of the tot~:.1.l consuner expenditure 
was on foJd by snall farner household as conpared to 84.85 per­
cent by big fnr~er household. ~lt of this, the expenditure on 
cereals 1-ras 4 7. 68 percent by s::1all farmer household as conpared 
to 44.50 percen·:. by "uig faro.er household. On pulses the expendi­
ture was about 14 percent vrr~ile on nilk and nilk product it was 
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about 18 perce~t in case of sme~l farner ~~d 16 percent in case 
of big fa.rr:ler. The expendi tur .. : on clothing was 3. 49 percent in 
case Of S:lall farwer housel:olc r S CO~:par-ed to !,. • !r7 perce::t in 
case of big f~er housoholc.. ~ne expenditure of intoxicants 
P~~,tabacco was 0.85 percent ~n c~se of small fa~~r which was 
core as co:1p·ared to 0. 78 perc::mt by a uig farner. 6ver all 
the ex~enditure pattern of both the categories of farmers was 
aioilar. 

31.3 The consu:wer expenditurr i~: relr.ti:n of income of a household 
is given in the following tal.:lu_=-

!ahli ~11 ~x~enditgrft ini ~nQoGe:0! ~~ill ~~~ ~ig faiffiQrg.: : : : : : : 
Ite:1. Sna:.l j.l:_~;>:IiL "Ri_g __ :.;....:?a=l:;.;;;:'m;;..;e;;.;::r;..:;s:..:: • ._·~---=---

Average .Fe.:. .:.::;nt- .... :v,·erage Percentage 
expont;li:l; a:!;e to -::xpendi- to the 
ture .pe:"' i.l1~; +.otal. ture per total. 
householQ household. . A.ExPENDlTURE:-- -- -- - - -·- -· -· ~ - - - -- - - - - -- - - -- -

1 nputs. 877.51 2Z.97 971.22 22.65 
1i Fixed Assets.· 43 .. 30 . 1.13 64.63 1.51 

111 Cash Expenditure on 1603.1V=l ·~1.97 1645.32 38.36 
household cortsur:lptim1. 

iv)Value of house grOim 
faro produce consuced129oo53 
Total. · 3820.82 

B.INCOHE 
62.)2 

1607.51 
4288.68 

2526.17 

37.48 
1 oo. 00 

58.90 i)Cash income fro:1 
all sources. 

11)Value of hoce p 
produce. 12?5.~3 J3.93 160~.51 37~48 
Total Incoce. 3700 .• 65 9G.85 41"'.3.68 96~38 

Q.liei £lefi£1i. ______ 12Q .. 17 .... __ .2-15_ -~ _ -~25.!-0.Q ____ l.£2 __ 
The average az1nuz.l e::p.:m~lit1.::.r7 incl,~ding expenditure on inputs 
fixed assets was r.s.3820.D2 r.:-r a Sinall farner household as compa­
red to r.s. 4288.68 by a big :fa::::e"r' J::ousei10ld. Out of this, 22.97 

. percent of the expe:ndi ture -v:?,S en inputs in case of sr.:tall far­
mer while 22.65 percent by big fame~. The proportion of expendi­
ture on fixed assets uas 'l .13 pe~'cc::1t by snaJ.l farmer and 1 .·15 
percent by big fe.r:J.er. CaslL e:::pe~rHture on household consUDption 
was 41.97 percent of to-l;al \o:t.po,1J.iture by small farner household 
and 38.36 percent by big f2r2c~ ~0use~ld. The average annu~l 
inco:1e of snnll fa..rner l:c1:s-:::olJ v-;[·.s F.s. 37 JO. 65, cut of which 
62.92 percent was inco::J.a ::'J. .. ).:l ;~~ll sc,Irces vrhile for a big farmer 
household the aver£-ge i;'l.CO:Je ii:Ots Rs.41;·3.68, out of which 58.90 
percent was inco:Je frcn ~~l rJurccs. ln order to balance the ex­
penditure, value of hc::e prod'.lce 1vas also included in incone 
which was 33.93 perce:rt o:i the total incor:!e of a si:J.all farner 
household as co:w.pared to 37. ~-~ percent of big faroer household. 
The deficit of 3.15 percer.1.t ::.:2 c·:1se of s::1all f::>rmer and 3.62 per­
cent in ::::ase of b!g f3.-'""'!:.er -v;as :...:.et out by taking loans fron 
various sou=ces. 



32. SUHHARY OF FINDTI~GS: - 27 -

32 t; 1 !r.. Bharat::;rJ.r District' s..;.. 44 percent cf the :wuseholds KeJ.'e 
cultivators including 26.56 percent small farmers. While 8.47 per­
cent were agricultural labourers, 0.77 per~ent were engaged in 
livestock and forestry activities and the remaining 6.32 percent 
were engaged in other occupations. 

32.2 ~he average size of agricultural l~~d holding of small farmer 
households l-ras 4. 70 acres out of which 0.85 acres of land was 
irrigated. The average family size of si!lall farmers households w-as 
5.58 persons, out of which on an ~verage 2.78 persons were earners. 
The participation ratee of labour force (15 - 59 age group) was 
96.31 percent for males and 83.41 percent for fenales. Generally 
females did not earn enough to be self supporting but worked as 
household holper on farm. 37.65 percent of the females worked as 
household helpers on farm. 

32.3 The main crops raised by small farmers were Bajra,Wheat,Gram, 
Rape end I1ustard. The percentage to the total sown area under 
\'/heat 1-ras 24. 56 percent, Bajra 23.41 percent, under Gram and Rape 
and }1ustard it was 15.13 percent and 12 percent respectively. The 
incor:1e ·from sale of farm produce accounted for about 60 percent of 
the total income of the small farmers hausehold. 

32.4 The average annual income of small farmer households in 1971-72 
was Rs.3700.65 including Rs.1296.53 as value of home produce 
consu.r:1ption. 

32.5 The average annual expenditure of small farmer households in 
1971-72 was Rs.3820.82 including Rs.1296.53 as the value of home 
produce consuwption. Out of the total expenditure of small farmer 
household, 75.80 percent 1vas spent on household consurnption ( inclu­
ding repayment of loan), 22.97 percent on inputs and 1.13 percent 
on fixed assets. The dificit of Rs.120.17 per household was met 
out through loans fro~ private money lenders. The outstanding loan 
at the end of the year 1971-72 per househ::ld vras Rs.500.31. The loan 
repaid per f~ily during 1971-72 was ~.264.54. The average annual 
investoent on crop production per acre was Rs.3109.00 including 
~.2397.00 as value of agricultural. land. 

32.6 The shorte.ge of agricultural labourers uas felt in the conth 
of February ,T·~arch, April and Nay. The v.;rork to the agricultural 
labourers. was not available during the conths of January and Hay 
and it was reported that they were required to go outside the 
villages for e1::ploynent. 
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20 percent of the households reported that if finances are 
provided, they could supplement their income through other acti­
vities. About J5 percent of the households expresced their demand 
for Governoent loans for boring of wells. 8 percent of the house­
holds reported to have difficulty in getting loans for agricultural 
operations and 15 percent of the households desired the Bank 
facility to be at a nearer place. 14 percent of the households 
reporte~ that improved seed, chemical fertilizers and pesticides 
are not easily available. About 3 percent of the households asked 
for financial aid to set up tr~de and occupation other than 
agriculture. 
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APPENDIX-I, 

LIST OF SA11PLE VILLAGES FOR BENCH MARK SURVEY FOR SMALL FARMERS._ 

DISTRICT; BRARATPUR. 

- - - - - - - - - - Number-o'f - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Tehsil Sample . List of Sample Villages. 

----------~~M~L---------------------
1 • Kaman. 5 1 • Vilang~132) 2. Lawana~152~ 

3. Samlor 66) 4.Kakatpur 177 
5. Kanwari ( 1 23 ) • 

2. Nagar. 3 1 • ManapUr1(73~ 2. Barkhera Foj~ar(29) 
3. Sihawa11(63 • . . 

3. Dee g. 2 1 • Nagla Ehaman ( 63) 
: 2. Ngoli ( 41 ) • 

4. Nadbai. 2 1 • Chhat arpur ( 31 ) 2. Basaiya Abhai ( 1 05). 
5. Bharatpur. 4 1 • Girdhar1ur(189) 2.Bansi Birhana(234). 

3. Tontpur 194) 4. Noorpur(208). · 
6. Weir.· 5 1 • Jeewad(137) 2.Chhokarwalakhurd(17). 

3. Mukha1na(27) 4. Gadhi Sadh(47) 
5. Narol1(8). 

7. Bayana. 4 1 • Kotha(110) 2. Gajnua(125) '· ·· · 
3. Samantgarh(17~) 4.Suhha Seela(133). 

8. Rupbas. 3 1. :Burana( 58.) 2. Raseelpur(72) 
3. Ghat a( 64 ). 

9. Baseri. 6 1. Golari( 117) 2. Patipura( 14) 
3.Subhanpura~95) 4. Gulabpura~104~ 
5.Khushapura 112) 6. Gironiya 111 

1 o.Bari. 5 1. Sanger( 18) 2. Ban Bihar{ 119) 
3. Japmval1~70) 4. Mastoora(1'15) 
5. Ehairari 5 ) • 

11. Dholpur. 8 1 • I11rzapur( 19() 2 Halauni Ehurd ~ 6.8 ~ 
3. Jagriyapura 133) 4.Kolharikhas 35 • 
5. Sahraul1(11~ 6~ Sakhwara(50) 
7. Kookra I1akra 10 8.Mohammadpur( 1 a.5 ). 

12.Raja.khera. 3 1. Neemdada(18) 2. Didhi(20) 
3. Dihauli (59). 

---------.-----Total. - 5o- .... - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - -
--------------~---~~~-~----~-~------

N.B.:- Figure in bracket indicate census code No. given in District 
Census Hand Book,Bharatpur District(1961). 
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APPENDIX-II 1 

Basic Statistics of District Bharatpur. 

T'eiisil- -- - --'Tot lrea- - "Occupied- -No.of- j - -Totar-Populatioli.-
in Sq. residen- house ersons Males Females 
Ems. tial hou- holds. 

ses. ------------------------------------T 723.3 23759 23954 148161 78306 69855 
1. Kaman. R 697.4 21030 21170 132407 69926 62481 

u 25.9 2729 2784 15754 8380 7374 
2.Nagar. T 468.3 14995 15162 27442 51589 45853 

R 468.3 14995 15162 27442 51589 45853 
u 

,.Deeg. T 501.1 16114 16338 103957 55905 48052 
R 490.7 12492 12695 81690 43899 37791 
u 10.0 3622 3643 22267 12006 10261 

4.Uadba1, T 446.7 14403 14465 90390 48635 41755 
R 431.8 12930 12980 81601 43849 37752 
u 14.9 1473 1485 8789 4786 4003 

5.Bharatpur. . T 954.8 39695 40839' 256008 139453 116555 
R 931.4 27643 27942 186106 100983 ' 85123 
u 23.4 12052 12897 69902 38470 31432 

6. Weir. T 613.9 18943 19962 117060 62717 54343 
•R 597.5 17567 18557 108212 58014 50198 
u 16.4 1376 1405 8848 4703 4145 

7 .Bayana. T 804.0 . 19065 19351 111884 61559 50325 
R 725.0 16407 16675 96439 53208 43231 
u 9.0 2658 2676 15445 8351 7094 

a.Rupbas. T 549.1 17114 17292 105649 57303 48346 
R 549.1 17114 17292 105649 57303 48346 
u - - ·-9.Baser1. T 997.8 14768 15999 94828 52902 41926 
R 997.8 14768 15999 94828 52902 41926 
u - -

10.Bari, T 808.8 15073 15369 94206 52409 41797 
R 795.5 11967 12145 l74957 41870 33087 

.U 13 .• 3 3106 3224 19249 10539 8710 
11.lholpur. T 815.4 31305 32811 200909 110812 90097 

R 807.2 26323 27500 169044 93550 75494 
. u 8.2 4982 5311 31865 17262 14603 

12.Rajakhera. T 387.3 10196 10901 69712 38436 31276 
R 358.5 8208 8837 56736 31308 25428 
u 28.8 1988 2064 12976 7128 5848 

Total. T 8093.0 235430 242443 1490206 810026 680180 
R 7942.i 20144~ 206954 1285111 698401 586710 
u 1501 33986 35489 205095 111625 93470 

~-~--~~-------------------~---------
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Appendix II(contd). 
Tehsil-------- -schedUled-Caste- Scheduled Tribe -Literate & Edu--

cat ed p~.rlLQ~ 
Males Females Males Females. Males I!'emales. 

T.Kaian.-- --- T-- 9601---8583--558---463--16671---3422-
2. R 8254 7387 259 226 12806 2072 

u 1347 1196 299 237 3365 1350 
2.Nagar •. T 9036 8214 971 855 12331 2344 

R 9036 8214 971 855 1233~ 2344 
u 

3.Deeg. T 11561 10096 204 ' 205 16833 3249 
R 8441 7374 200 203 11281 1175 
u ·3120 27Z2 4 2 5552 2074 

4.Nadba1. T 11261 9916 1:!25 1087 16688 2455 
R 10063 8982 1250 1~'5i 14332 1506 
u 1198 934 75" 1 51 2356 949 

5. Bharat pur. T 30465 26221 2092 1832 57121 14819 . 
R 2!501 20318 1~96 1768 34881 3698 
u 6964 5903 97 64 22240 11121 

6TWeir. T 15886 14045 5350 4685 18538 2718 
R 15014 13307 5309 4649 16418 2115 
u 872 738 41 36 21.20 603 

7.Bayana. T 15570 13299 1615 1381 18098 2825 I 

R 13489 11441 1568 1355 13681 1290 
u 2081 1858 47 26 4417 1535 

8.Rupbas. T 13895 12076 638 548 18767 2711 
R 13895 12076 638 548 18767 2711 
u - '? -9.Baseri. T 11137 9036 7063 5909 12010 1952 
R 11137 9036 7063 5909 12010 1952 
u 

10.Bari. T 11685 9537 3906 3271 11421 2111 
R 9683 7885 3881 3251 7709 . 691 u 2002 1652 25 20 3712 1420 

11. Dholpur. T 20195 16743 52 24 29690 6185 
R 17506 14472 12 21177 2469 u 2689 2271 40 24 8513 3716 

1 2. Raj akhera. T 7204 6043 3 8985 1372 
R 6079 5107 2 6629 686 u 1125 936 1 2356 686 

Total. T 167496 143809 23777 20260 237153 46163 
R 146098 125599 23148 19800 182022 22709 u 21398 18210 629 460 55131 23454 

- - - - - - - ...... - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- -- - - - - - - -- - - - - ... -
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,I!o.uU!aii.Q.n_of :!:!;Ol:k~r.§L gr.£ n.op-"w:r:k~r.§. =. .Pi.c=rt:;ri.c.t_~ttf:f~iP1P" _ 1971 ( ~'"'~?n~nsl · 
Tehsils. Total u ~- • , 

Workei::::;. vators. Agrl.1abou£el~~ 
Nales Females Hales Females Nales ...... - "':), .. 

- ........ .u .............. '""'b --- ...... -------------------------------1 • Kru:l an, T . 39735 2297 30436 1110 3269 681 
R 35652 1965 29170 1066 2960 5'86 
u 4083 332 1266 44 309 95 

2.llagar. T 26499 1589 20882 1108 1937 30q 
R 26499 1589 20882 1108 1937 309 
u .. - - - -

3.D3eg. T 26955 1357 . 18378 685 2913 399 
R 215'1'7 1127 17228 666 2668 36i 
u 5378 230 1150 19 245 38 

4.Uadba1. T 23858 788 18353 260 1762 307 
R ~1680 651 17842 256 1681 297 
u 2178 137 511 4 81 10 

5.Bharatpur. T 65075 2411 34452 668 6453 506 
R 48189 1425 33828 608 6096 478 
u 16886 986 624 60 357 28 

6. Weir. T 31717 3296 23635 1737 3678 1327 
R 29632 3249 22702 1728 3570 1313 u 2085 47 933 9 108 14 

7 .Bayana. T 32~83 2537 22612 1242 3003 944 
R 28553 2364 22178 1233 2871 913 
u 3632 173 434 9 132 31 

s.Rupbas. T 23210 838 20450 388 4078 260 
R 28210 838 20450 388 4078 260 
u -

9.Ba.ser1. T 29643 943 25357 617 1209 219 
R 29643 943 25357 617 1209 219 
u T 

10.Bar1. T 29101 705 24399 289 819 258 
R 23966 427 22613 162 594 241 
u 5135 278 1786 127 225 17 

11.Dholpur. T 57872 1308 44641 578 3114 156 
R 50671 907 43822 559 2882 141 
u 7201 401 819 19 232 15 

12. Raj akhera. T 20889 366 18072 250 977 18 
R 17442 264 15925 210 829 14 
u 3447 102 2147 40 148 4 

TOTAL. T 411739 18435 301667 8932 33212 5384 
R 361714 15749 291997 8601 31375 5132 
u 50025 2686 9670 331 1837 252 

----~-~-----------------~~----~~----
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7 

Males FemareB 

T • , • 

Ivlales. Females 
Livesto~k,Forestry & · . . Household Indus· 

. plant::-t~ons ?f.c~arts __ l'hn~ng & Qry•stry. ' 
& all~ed act~v~t~es. Males Females. · 

'f.Kam"an.- --- - T-- 326- - - -6- - - 16- -- -~49- - -849--- Tt9 -
R 311 5 16 4 572 50 
u 15 1 277 69 

2.Nagar,.,.,,....., T 311 19 2 653. 14 
R 311 19 2 653 14 
u ... -

3. Deeg. T 178 4 1 1000 36 
R 114 3 1 453 10 
u 64 1 547 26 

4.Nadba1. T 290 35 4 497 14 
R 285 35 4 436 13 
u 5 - - 61 1 

5.Bharatpur. T 363 23 25 - 1790. 234 
R 288 J1 23 i- 971 53 
u 75 2 2 819 181 

6. Weir. T 241 4 94 -1 795 42 
R 207 4 94 1 707 39 
u 34 88 3 

7.Bayana. T 411 16 321 37 738 80 
R 393 1di 318 36 582 61 
u 18 3 1 156 . ' '19 

8.Rupbas. T 175 5 105 .. . 4 . 442 38 
R 175 5 105. 4 442 38. 
u . - _, •" 

9.Baser1. T 349 ". 17 236 -282 . 16 
R. 349 17 236 . 282 :· 16 
u ~ ' . -

10.Bari. T 72 '2 34_ . .393 25 
R 39 1 34 ~·· 124 ·. 5 u 33 1 269 20 

11.lholpur. T 176 :; il84 5 891 77 
R .142 2 70 5 597 70 
u '34 1 14 294 7 

12,Rajakhera. T 113 1 t 167 18 
R 104 1 1 132 10 
u t. 9 ..:. 35 8 

TOTAL. T 3005 ' 135 923 . 51 8497 713 
R 2718 129 904 50 5951 379 
u 287 •6 19 1 2546 334 

- - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - .. _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
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- ¥eh3Tl7 ----- -Manufacturing processin&-3?rvices 
?~d re~airs. ConRt~~ction Trade & Commerce 

ather Household - ··- - }1ales Femclcs 
than Industry 1 

··--
=----l-Iales. Females Nales Females. -------------------------------------

1.k~e.n. T 604 16 274 4 1269 18 
R 211 7 81 2 592 9 
u 393 9 191 2 677 9 

2.Uagar. T 344 14 220 8 731 5 
R 344 14 . 220 0 731 5 
u -

3.Deeg. T 566 15 492 5 1156 27 
R 71 4 47 1 185 5 
u 495 11 445 4 971 22 

4.~adba1. T 456 78 263 7 784 4 
R 99 13 108 2 297 3 
u 357 75 155 5 487 1' . 

5.Bharatpur. T 3796 66 1112 37 ' 4076 48 
R 576 19 297 23 730 11 
u 3220 48 815 14 3346 37 

6. Woir. • T 467 20 249 5 825 14 
R 350 10 150 4 598 14 
u 117 2 99 1 227 

7.Bayana. T 557 12 466 9 1207 15 
R 143 6 179 8 433 9 
u 414 6 287 1 774 6 

o.Rupbas. T 465 13 154 2 798 8 
R 465 13 154 2 798 8 
u 

9.Baseri. T 165 1 159 2 734 5 
R 165 1 159 2 734 5 
u -

1 o.Bari. T 614 8 175 ·3 1145 9 
R 33. 1 13 107 1 
u 501 7 162 3· 1 03B 0 

11. Dholpur. T 1300 18 525 4 1893 30 
R 345 5 224 1 639 8 
u 1035 13 301 3 1254 22 

12.Rajakhera. T 213 4 129 391 6 
R 26 17 80 3 
u 187 4' 112 311 13 

TO~AL. T 9627 265 4216 86 15009 189 
R 2828 91 1649 53 592~i 81 
u 6799 174 2567 33 9085 108 

--------------------~---------------
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---------- .... -- -m---- .rtEer-Tehsil. _._ lrans. . 
storage. ~-- .Services Non-Workers. --.-.....--- ~ __ .----

Males Few. ales. Males Feoales Iv.Iales )!··em ales 
- .... - -- - ... ._ .... -.- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
1. Kaman. T 157 2 2537 337 38571 67558 

R 69 1670 236 34274 60516 
u 88 2 867 101 4297 7042 

2.Nagar. T 95 1324 112 25090 44264 
R 95 1324 112 25090 44264 

" u -
3. Deeg. T 256 2 2015 184 28950 46695 

R 30 7JO 77 22322 36664 
u ~26 2 1235 107 6628 10031 

4.Nadbai. T 173 1359 1276 24777 40967 
R 47 923 881 22169 37101 
u 126 436 395 2608 3866 

5.Bharatpur. T 2509 16 10499 813 74378 1 i 4144 
R 660 5 4720 207 52794 . 83698 
u 1849 11 5779 606 21584 30446 

6. Weir. T 176 1557 146 31000 51047 
R 131 1123 128 28382 46949 
u 45 434 18 2618 4098 

7. Bayana. T 991 3 1879 179 29374 47788 
R 641 2 815 80 24655 40867 
u 350 1 1064 99 4719 6921 

s.Rupbas. T 295 - 1248 120 . 29093 47508 
R 295 / 1243 120 29093. I. 47508 1 -

9·. Ba~·et.'i; .. u: . ~ .. T . . . 
T 168 ·- 984 .. 66. 23259 40983 
R .J.68 .. 

---- ~ .... :.984. -~; ___ 66- - 23.259• . "'40983 .. -. --u -. . .:;. 

10~Ba.:r1.- -· - -· - T - . 240 - ... - 5" ·· t21 o- - 106- -23308 .. !,:~ 038 
• :a ':Sf t 328 "'15 17904 . 32660 ' . 

u H>9 4 :a82 ~91 . 5404 "8432 
11 • Dholpur. T 1258 6 3916"' 431 52940 88789 

R 329 t 1621 115 42879 74587 
u 929 5 2289 316 10061 14202 

12.Rajakher9.. T 56 -1 '110 68 17547 30910 
R -23 1 305"" 25 13866 25164 
u 33 465 43 3681' 57~6 

' .. 
TOTAL. T 6J74 35 29209 .2645 398287 661745 .. 

R 2569 10 15799 : 1223 336687 570961 
u 3~05 2? 13410 1422 61600 90784 -

-.-- ~-- .-.------ ~--- -~--- -~·~- ·--- _ ....... -· -~,~- _jj..;..•...;..- I 
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' I --.,.---·---

NUl!BEa OF- :VILI;AGES .AND RURAL POPULATION ( 1971 CENSUS) 
. . . ·. . . ·:'.DISTRICT :· i 

. ~ Bru.RATPUR. 
' I ·-

~ ": . . . ' -- - -.. - - -............. - - - - - --- - - - - ..... - - ..... - - - \- - - ... - ....... - -Tehsil , · : ~. ' · Total.·:. ~ ~~- Sanm"le ~ · Percentage· of -;,· 
. ~ ': No. of Populut ion No. of Eo pula- :-; Sample to Total.' 

. r ••· · Villa- . . Villa- t·ian. ,~ Villa- Popula-
.. ~.: : .. ges.~; _,i' . ·ges. ~· ... ~, :ges. .tion, •.. -:~.· 

- _. .... - - .... - - .... -· ·.,...:; - - -·. ~ f- - - ....: ·- - - - - <.:_ - - ·- - - - ...... - - .,;.... -1 2 '7; '. 5' ,, 6 1 
- - .... .a. - - - - - ..!. ~- - - - ttl.~- - - - .. .L ·- - - ..... ..:.. - - ',;.... ... ..!. - - - ·- -

f.Kru!ian •. _·:~.; i ·24f· - 1324o7 ·- ·- -'s· 4072. ·· ::·· 2.(J7- -- ·.2:-~o_s~ .--.• ·: 
2.lia6ar. _,_ · .• · .. 165_ · 97.442 :- .-.: )~- 1{ds. ~~ 1.82 1.44 

·~· 

).nieg~ , r. r 110'' ~- . 816go-- -- ·:.~2 ... 121."3' ... · .. 1.82." . 1.:.4.8.-; •. ·,-t 
'1 ') t ' •. '1 (· • t ·,: ~ \ ' ,. 

4'.-Uadbai. : · -: 111· .: .. _ 81601 _'.2 'G47 .~ 1.80 · o. 79 . '. 
I • \.::.' : 

5.Bharatptir. ~: 26Ej. 7 186106 4 1755 · 1.50 
6.Weir. , 146 ~ :. 108212 .-5 2876 , 3.42 2.66 
7.Bayana.:.- ·;· :- 157 ~-, 96_4-~9 ·:4 ::,61.7 ': 2.55 .: ., . .-~.·~4. ~.· i 

a.Rupbas.. 14~. 195649 _3 1.~68 2.11 1~29 ... 
9.Easeri.-;: ~ · -118-; 9482a ~& ~.1?9 · 5.08 1,.82, 
16.E~i. \' ~-~~.-·1fe·:7' 74957 >5 ;566 f 4.24 =:t.76·'.-. 
11. ~OlJ>UE• .:. : 218. ~ 169644 -~S 9)0S. '-' 3. 67 5. 51 
12.Rujak.~era;.· 76 -58736·-·- -· ~-~--- ~- ·<-rs:2s·-- -.. _ ).95-.:~F;~-22 , ..... 

. . . 

- - -. ·- - - _r .... - .... - ·- - -.--.- - - -;- - - _, _.·_..:.. - - - - - - - - - - -
Total •. 1285111 50 3~3$5 : 2.68 2.36 • 

I ... • .: : " ... - - - - -.- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - --· ..... - - - ~- - - - - - - ........ 
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- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - s - ':::" - - - - - - - - - -· - ·- - - - - - - - -· .- -
Teilsil. - Popuia:" - - - To~~r·LQ.e_ - eu1ti-- -- - -~ricul= - - - - Others- · 

"Cion. Workers. vators. tural Lab- \Yorkers. 
curers. 

-1':·.K8inan7 - - - - - 4o72- - - - - T1b"o- .:. - - 965 - - -- - 85- - - - - - - T1o - -
(28.49) (83.19) (7.33) (9.48) 

2.Nagar. 1405 610 567 26 !17 
(43.42) (92.95) (4.26) (2.79) 

3.Doeg. 

4.Nadbai, 

:).Bharatpur. 

6. Weir. 

8. Rap bas .. 

9.Baseri. 

10. Bari. 

11. Dholpur. 

12.Rajakhera. 

Total. 

1213 

647 

'i755 

2876 

136C 

1730 

3566 

9308 

1828 

30385 

307 190 97 20 
(25.31) (61.89) (31.60) (6~51) 

186 180 6 
(~8.75) (96.97) (3.23) 

4 79 267 1 05 1 07 
(27~29) (55.74) (21.92) (22.34) 

826 666 118 41 
(28.69) (80.~3) (14.30) (4~97) 

259 . 174 16 69 
(41.98) (67 .. H?) (6.13) (26.6.~) 

3?9 279 92 28 
(29.17) (69.92) (23.06) (7~02) 

. 654 582 40 32 
(37.80) (88.99) (6.12) (4.89) 
1142 1 087 12 43 

(32.02) (95.18) (1.05) (3.77) 
2942 2537 211 194 

( 31 • 61 ) ( 86. 23 ) ( 7. 17) ( 6. 6 0) 
655 627 ' 13 15 

(35.83) (95.73) (1.98) (2.29) 
9618 8121 '815 682 

(31.65) (84.44) (8.47) (7.09) 

-------------------------~-~--------------
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OCCUP/.TIOHAL DIS'l'RIEUTIOU IJP POPlf.i;JS:OU(fmRAL)DISTRIC·~ BHARATlUR ·t9'71~C:;:rsu:)) 
- - - - - - - - - - -Pon.ul"B-- - -~-~-~+, ~;1_ - - - - - - - - - - - ·- - - - - - - - - - -

TeLsil. Populnt ion. Total Cul ti- :Agricuih- other 
Workers vatoro. tural Lab- Workers. 

curers -17Koman7--- - -1324o7--- -,3~GJ~-- -,30236----- -3D4b ~--- -383~---
28.41) 80.38) (9.43) (10.19) 

2.Nagar.. 97442 · 28088 21990 2246 · . 3852 
{ 2 8 • 8 3 ) { 7 8 • 2 9 ) ( 8 • (')('\ ) ( 1 3 • 71 ) 

3.De0g. 81690 22704 17894 3029 ·1781 
(27.79) (78.81) (13.3~) 07.85) 

4.Nadbai. 81501 22331 18090 1978 2255 
(27.37) (81.04) (8.86) (10.10) 

5.Bharat;..u-. ·186106 49614 34436 6574 8604 
(26.66) (69.41) (13.25) (17.34) 

6.Weir. 108212 32881 24430 4883 3568 
(30.39) (7!J..30) (14.85) (10.85) 

7.,Baya.na. 96439 30917 23·1.11 3784 3722 
(32(06) (75.72) (12.24) {12.01) 

8.rr~pbas. 105649 29048 208)8 4338 3872 
(27 .. 49) {71o74) (14.93) (13.33) 

9.Baseri. 94828 30586 25974 1428 3184 
(32.25) (84.92) (4.67) (10.41) 

10.Bari. 74957 24393 22?75 835 783 
{ 3 2'. 54 ) ( 9 3 • 3 7 ) ( 3 • 4 2 ) ( 3 ; 21 ) 

11.Dholpur. 169044 51578 44381 3023 4174 
(30.51) (86.05) (5.86) (8.09) 

12.Rajakhera. 56736 17706 16135 843 728 
(31.21) (91.13) (4.76) (4.11) 

Total. 1285111 377463 300598 
(29.37) {79.64) 

36507 
(9.67) 

40358 
(10.69) 

~~~~-------------------------------------


