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CH.P..P'r· >R I 

THE PROBLEM AND TP.E PROGRAl•'J·iE 

Introduction , . 
' .. 

. . The ~.robd. ?bj,"cti;r_e of nation"'l pl!,nning in Indie is to 
ma:nmJ.ze p~r CE.~J.ta.natJ.on~~ income~ The str~;t~gy for achiE-ve
ment of ~.·.1l.s ObJectJ.ve consJ.sts .. an J.ncre&se in productivity on 
the, on~ ""nd and emp~oyme~t ?n.the other. These strategic 
measu~~~'ar~of crucJ.al sJ.gnJ.fJ.cance in ~;griculture which is 
the ~ol.n ~ource of·employm8nt ahd income for a vsry large 
s ectJ.on o~ the popul;,tion. · · 

T~1a &gricultural 1-rorking force :is composed of cultiv:?tors 
~nd. agrJ.culturel labouz:drs. .Among th:2se, small holders and 
egrJ.cultural labour occupy a key position. Ov~r tt:a yEars the 
~umber of small ferm~·rs hBs b<-:m on the increase ~;nd this 
J.ncretse could. only be accounted for by .incr·~ss'?d fragment;;.tion 
and t •. e ec~nomJ.c compulsion to cling to one 1 s parcel of lcmd · 
'l'he sm<:ll · Mlders in India fonn 52 per cent of t!lc; total rur~l 
~ouseholds bu~ only 19 per cent of the cropped area is comprised 
;n small-~ol~J.ngs. This skewed distribution of land holdings has 
iiCCe~tu&t·~d. t~e problem of gr?•rling disparities e:mong the Vtrious 
s~ctJ.ons.of·ogrJ.cultural communJ.ty and h~;s baen engaging atten
tJ.?n of tne. Government 9f India vnd "~?he ·Ph•n.aing Commission for 
qlll. te s~m~tl.':lle. :All .the ~ gricu].tural developm.ciltal programmes 
~aunch:'a l.i1 "Ghe country, 11; the pc,st few. ye,•rs, have brought 
J.nto sncorp-"r focus the socio-economic dfspbri ties betwe<m the 
various sactions of the agricultural community. wherever the 
new tecnnology has oeen aP.plied.in substantial measure and had 
m~::de .&n impe;ct on· agricultur~;l production, the result;ing· · 
benefits by way of incraas.ed returns have -not been equ~lly 
shared·by different. size groups fa=.s with tbd result that the 
rich have ·gro·f/Il richer .. and the .poor poorer or at le~;st compt.r<-
tively poor-r. Th~ operbtion of ~lJ. the·sa 'davelopment&l · 
progr!:llllllles ,;u:.:ve; al.through1 "been h"'avily in f<Jvdur of· large cmd 
to· an· ext~mt miudl,e .f£:rms as sg&inst ·the sinall holdings which . 
constitute the 111ajor portion of the fr:;rming household. . . 

The majority :·~f small. family farms have not take~ up the 
new technology,·may be, because of :;;ituations of pl::ysical end/or 
econqmic.· uncert&inty that; results into self-provisioning 
produc~ion as the esstntial.meons of livelihood and wher8fore, 
these·· small family farl!ls ,are frec;uently found to prefer . 
cultivating verieties which provide them with maXimum secur~ty· 
with minimum expepse~ .Invariably these hap?en to-be establJ.s?~d. 
local variE'ties or its variants thc,t h&d beeri--in vogue for o,uJ.te 
some time. 

The handicaps, fi..ced.by the sm~li:f.ormers d~ffer from ar:a 
to area· but on the whola

1 
fragmentation of holdJ.ngs, insecurJ.ty 

of tenut.e, lack of sufficJ.ent credit· f~:cili~ies,_both for. long 
. term investment in· .land· and short term credJ.t ·for current 
expzns.:ls of egricultur.P-,.an~ dif~iculties_in l!larket~ng.<:nd 
storc:ge ar:il the .com.non dJ.ffJ.cultJ.es stendJ.ng J.n•theJ.r.way in 
securing the benefits of improved t~chno·lo~ •. Essentially_ the 
small farmer's reaourcas do not properly f1t xnto the requ~re: 
meats of the new technology. The result of this lack of fJ.t l.S 
that the f8mily operating a farm too· small to~ produce .. _ 
subst8ntial re;o<"rves, .necessarily incurs debts for consumptJ.on 
purposes •. adoption of new technolbgy~ould invo~ve deeper 
comnitment than is involved ;(ith _the •.:tell establl.shed loc&l . 
verieties o.nd cultur~;l pract:i;._c;es. · AJ;'readY in dc:~;>t, many ~. ·tJ.mcs 
for· pr<io-harvest. consumption &nd :for occasional rJ.tu"'l ob~J.gc.,.,.. 
tion "the ·small ·farmer would face the ·necassity~of. doublJ.ng or 
trebhng his indebtedness ).f ~a is t;o .change o:v0r to the ned . 
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t~chnology. If· tha ~m~n· f&rm:er is to undarte-ke such a 
commitment th&t is Co>rtainly very much beyond his pres~nt maf,ns 
and capacitias. }Iodern technology is capabla of r.:Jnd;ring 
even sm9ll ferm~rs of 1-2 hectares economically viable and if 
the small fc..rmcrs c·ra to be broug!::t into the mainstream of · 
developmental efforts some sp-:ci.fic progrBmmes nt>eded to be 
devised solely for the small farmers. The Government of India, 
therefor~, acccpt=d the recommendations of the All India tiural 
Credit r<eview ColiiJlittee regarding the ·setting up of sp:ocific 
projects for the benefit of small but potentially viable . 
farmers. This proj•oct !:lima at bringing the 1potentiblly viable 
small farm,rs' into the mainstream of economic developm~nt by 
maki11g avc.ilable to them the necesst~ry inputs, including cradit, 
to enable tho.m to p&rticipate in the "vailable technolog-J ~:~nd 
thereby improve the. productivity of their parcel of land through 
intensive agriculture and diversifying their BCtivities so as 
to secure a supplementary source of income from suitable 
subsidiary occupations. 

The problems of the marginal farm~rs and agricultural 
labourars are little more aggravated· than that of the small 
farmers. The scheme has been devised to asc;ist the marginal· · · 

·· farmers:·E>nd ·landless agricultural labour, the weaker sections 
of the rural population, to ·enable them to benefit from the 
economic growth and development in the rural sector. · The 
problem of the marginal farmer is essentially one of low per 
capita income that results in lo~savings, in-fact almost no 
savings but increased indebtedness, low investment and hence 
low income. His land hold~ng is very small, often less. than an 
acre or so, resulting into ineffici9nt use of other factors 
such as family labour, draught cattle etc. The credit facility 
available being v~ry limited, for want of sufficient security 
to offer, any investment ·in" lE-nd or new improved inputs such as 
fertiliz.~rs, improved and hirh yialding variety of seed ~:~nd·' · 
pesticidas ~tc. is beyond his reach., The total resource base· 
being very small be. has essentially to depand on subsistence . 
crops. . Onder the circumstances his farm cannot produce· any. · 
mErgi.n ovar the subsistence n3eds of his family,.the' end result 
beingnot·only no investment in land but a net disinvestment in 
·terms of deterioration of lbnd, implemer.ts etc •. The main 
objactiva, undilr th~ ·present conditions of this cl.o•ss of farmers, 
is to assist the marginal fa.rmers in making the maximum 
productive use of their small holdings by undertaking horti
culture, &nimal keeping and ~airying etc. The effort is to be 
d.irected towards ganerating l&rger· incomes by channelisj,:ng 
credit, improved inputs and improved practices. into these 
activities. · · 

· A ·clearcut c~tegorisation o·f marginal farmers and le:.ndless 
a~iculturel labourers is almost impossible. The land~olding 
of the· marginal farmo;rs being very small most of :.tham work as 
agri.cultural labourers as do the landless labourers. Keepin,g 
in view that the prospects for creation of additional employ
ment opportunities in agriculture are very limited, the marginal 
farmers and the landless labourers• will also be. assisted by 
providing greater employment opportunities through·such rurel 
works as may help in the maximum exploitation of the agri
·cultural potential in the area. 

In both .the projects, one for the small farmers .and the 
oth~r for marginal farmers and agricultural labourers, availa
bility of ·necessary cr~dit faeility along with the needed . ·, 
extension effort assumes importe:nce. The basic. feature of . 
both the projects is· that the small and m~rginal.f~:;rmers and .. · 
agricultur~l le:bourers would be enabled· to have access to 
institution<,l credit faciliti~s for undi'rtaking various 
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economic. c.?ti v~ ti:s.. '~i th this in vie'' tr e 8f2ncy ·rri.ll assist 
th(Pf"::tJ.c~p::>t~nr; f8rm~rs.i~ getting_the nacessBry credit, 
<;>t'1"r ~nrutl? and otn;r scrv~ces requ~red by them. The <>~;ency 
l.S not to. d1r2ctly f~n~nce :s.ny of th8se activiti.-s. It is · 
propo~ed that tne nec~ss~ry · finarice for ti~e ve<rious developmen~ 
P!'O~roJiliacs ?ont~mpl~ t"d ~n both these proJects will come from 
tne ~orm~l l.nstl.t~tl.onal sources. Co-operatives and wherev2r 
pos<>~ble_,, co.JU;,crc;Lol banks <>nd credit in3titutions , ;e to be 
.7aduc ad to fl.n<:.nce the beneficiari<;s by providing a frc.mework 
~n '"'"''~c.i:l the lend~ors 1 , ris!{s· ~.re covered to some extent and the 
borro··:t.rs are guided ·to m~ka productive use. of credit • .l!.ssen
ti&lly it is an experiment in supdrvised usd of credit to be 
obt-.i;::.:d f::om ~he existing· agencies by providing a freme•r•ork ·to 
th.:Jse ~nst~tut7ons to. overcome their shyness in lending. to 
small ~nd marg~n~el farmers e:.nd then rendering the necess8ry 
extens~on effort and help the·bent:fieie:.ries to use the credit 
effectively to raise thems·elves. · · · · . 

The agency ~dll also assist the institutions, which are 
cort_cerned · :ith the distribution ·or. ·inputs, marketing, processing 
and stqr.,ge .so that they build up the adequ~:te infrastructure . 
for improving the marketing &nd storage facilities in th13 
project area, to benefit the p!:lrticipants. This is an essenti8l 
~ngredient in the' programmes includJd in th&.project, especially 
~n relation to animal liusb!:lndry c•nd -poultry acti viti es. . The 
.proj( ct will. also provide managerial assistance to .. co-operative 
credit and marketing societi·es· et different -levels to :ensure 
prap.e:t:. superv_is_l,_on of credit and marketing operations. The 
tim;;;ly &nd effic.ferit impl~m:·rtt<;tion ·of'- ·t-he· dtwelopment progrf.lmme 
in the prpject areas would, ho·>:ever 1 largely dep'ond on the 
activ"' involvem<;nt of the developmental machinery .of the State 
Gov~rnment at different l~vels and particularly the_P.xt~nsion 
staff in the district. This is particularly of grf'ater 
import.ence as the <~gency will not have 'a duplic~::te set of staff 
for implementing ... i ts programme~· The axtension and the depart- · 
ment~l staff of the State and the Panchayat Samitis etc. working 
in tha project areas would, iri effect, be implementing th~ . 

· prog:r<~mme in the~e areas. · 

.. The presen.t study -,as conducted in P8t~ taluka of Satara 
district where both small and marginal farmers and agricultural 

·-labour.ers sche!!J.es &re in operation. Paten taluka is only a part 
of the ~•orking jurisdicti-on- of the ';;)mall Farmers D.evelc;>p!Jient 

-Ag.ancy'. and '~•arginal Farmers and Agricultur<Jl Labourers .Agency' 
Chiplun. This is a •·composite Proj-.-ct '- and. the· jur:;isdiction of 
the a~ency in raspftCt of smoll farm~rs com~rises five ~a~ukas, · 
Chiplun, Lanja,. Ratnagiri, GuhE.•gar and Kh~a, of_, Ratnag~r~ 
district and thr'ee talukas ,-· Pa.tan ~ J awali and -i<iahabalesh;var, of· 
Satara .district.· The world.ng ·~;rea. ·f.o.r the marginal farmers. ~nd 
agricultur!:ll labourers scheme_ comprises. Chiplun. tal~ka of · 

· Ratnagiri. _dist:rict and Pc.tan. ·~"Ulu)<:a: of ::itcbara d~s~nct. The. 
survey.·;,ork in the selected. v~lla'ges w&s started ~n. July-August 

-1972 and ·end-ad by December 1973. The r~fennce. penod fo;r -~he 
survey was .1-lay 1972 to end of June 1?-73 Emd no _:~,nformat~on ·. 
barring that in resp•3_ct. of land hold~ng, ·cropp~ng pat:t"'rn and 
i·ncome from vc.rious economic activiti~s etc·•. was coll~cted for 
the period 1971-72. The ·present. repcrrt;,., therefo:;e,. does not 
give.any da.ta in respect of · 1 Rab~ 1 1971•·::~2 ·but.gl.ves data onlY .. 
in r3sp<oct of the agricultural .year·l972-73. 

Progn-:::me · 6utline · . .. . 
It is not possible, iri view of 'limitations ~f .. fi~ance 

the known· stratef;ies, Y,o;t8c~le al~ ·tbe'Sll!all and_m&f~1nal . 
f 8rmers in a &iven:srea.of·tne proJ2Ct. ·Bach proJect was, 
th•3r2fore, expected to cov.or· about 50,000. small farm: rs •nho 

and 

are 
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potentially viable to b(:;come surplus producers •dth improved 
tec~,iques, input support, irrigation etc. ~acb project for. 
m~rginal farm"rs and agriculturel labourers· would cover about 
20,000 families, of •thich roughly t'N'o-thirds would be from the 
cst~gories of marginal farmers End the rest ag~icultural 
labourers. · 

Nhile no clao.rcut criterion in t&rms of land holding·or a 
small farmer ,'{bS laid down, it' was generally accepted that the 
avP.roge size of holding for a pot~ntially visble small f'rmer 
is expect~d to range from '·5 to 5 acr~s in the cas~ ,of 
irrig~ted or irrigable land and upto 7.5 acres in the case of 
dry are.,s. The sc!1emes for m~:~rginal farmers and. agricultural 
labour~rs was expected to cover farmers having holdings of not 
more t:1an 2.5 acres ~:~nd agricultur~:ol labourers having a home
stead and earning 50 per cent or more of their income from 
agric~tural wages. 

As pe;r the project report'the SFDA, Chiplun, was expected 
to cover 49,900 small farmers (farmers calculated on the basis 

-of 1961 Census), whose holdings ranged between 2.5 acres to . 
7.5 acres. Subsequ~ntlyt with redefinition of the small farmer 
the total number of imall farmers w&s put at 37,568. . However,. 
this was nqt the end qf it all. ::;ome non-offfcial members of 

- - - - - - -.. - -
Taluka 

SFOA coverage 

.Small Harginal 

' 

- - - - - - - - - -
'MFAL ·cov€lraga 

---------------~-----Agri
labourers - - - - - - --- ·- _,. - - - - - - - - - - .- - - - - - - - - - ~ -

1. Ch~plun 6117 
2. Khed 50:?7 19546 

4908 ' 
,> I . 

3. Guhagar 2755 17333 
4. Lonja 3786 16302 
5• rtctnr,.g~ri 3M2 28140 
6. Pat an 5603. '• '32560 5345 
?; Jawali 9129' 3333 
8. 1'iahabaleshwar 1474 582 

.-
~------ ~--- --~·-

Total 37568 85236 
--- --- ---

64586 10253· --- -~------------- ·-- ~ ~ ~---- ~ --~ -.-- -·~-~. 

the project committee. expre.ssed .dis.satisfai:t:i:on at'. the exclusion 
of-marginal"ferm8rs from four talukas of Ratnagiri'district and 
two tE:>lukes of Sata:ra district, from either of: the projects . - · 
specifically because in the. c&se of.SFDA these mz:orginal·f&rmers 

did not belong to the category'of,small fbrmars and in respect . 
of NFAL the scheme was not apJ;lliceble to these t£•lukas. · Sub~e- · 
quently,.a·representation-was made to the Government 'of India 
througl! ·the State l.:!vel- Co-ordinating Committee to include these. 
mc.rginal farmers from six telukas either under SFDA or.mo;ke · .. 
the J:.lFAL scl;eme applicable to all the six telukas ·along 'l'>>ith . 

"the·other two telukas-under the scheme. The Government of India 
duly accepted the suggestion·to include the merg~nel farmers' 
from these sl:x talukas 1,1nder SFDA with the proviso that.the 
marginal farmers from·these talukas would be entitled·to · 
ben~fits, by way of.subsidy etc.; ·as if they were small farmers 
and not marginal farmers. This.concession, by the -Government 
of Ir.dia1 swelled the total ft rmer population under 'SFDA cover_a_ ge 
to 122804 comprising 37568 small farmers from eight telukas .end 
85236 marginal farmers from six talukas.not included under the 
MFJ.L proj.:;ct. The detailed distribution of identified small 
and mc.rginal farmers und~r 3FDA and 11FAL · cov<>rage is given· 
above. · 
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In respe?t ?f ma_rginal Ti:rm.ors c.ll those below 2.5 acres 
?f hold;J;!lg. (.thl. s l.S _.as per proj a:t report) wer~ to be includ;,d 
and. t.ccordl.ng to 19ol, Census tr,ar number wt.s put at :24 300. . 
as l.n. the- Cose ~f. sm&ll farmers· tile .m~.rginc.l farmers 1 t~o, were' 
redefJ.?-ed .·c.nd .t.1<:J.r. number too s....-elled to 64 586 within the 
ope.:<.>tJ.ve "r.oa of the scneme. To this were ~cded the id.;ntified 
t.g:n?ulturul l<:~bourers (10253) so th&t the total number of 
m~;rgJ.£1<:1 fc.rmi'rs end ~>griculturcl l<:~bour.,rs entitled to receive 
benefits undar ~~aL h&ppened to be 74839. 

Agr~cultu:e is the :rux of the problem. Not only is agri-
-cult..tre tue bosl.c ?C?UP~tJ.on ?f the prepondero;nt majority of 

the :lOUld-be benefJ.cJ.arJ.es, wno have at least a strip of lcmd 
but &lso the most important avenue of employment for labour. 

1 

The centr~l problem, b?th in respect of small and marginal 
farm.:rs, J.s one of ma!nng the best use of land of which there 
is too little end of labour of ;;hich there is too. much. The 
proposed programmes ore expected to -take an integrated view of 
t~e economic problems of the-small c.nd margin&l farmers. It 
Wl.ll try to ensure thc.t they fra .uble to get the maximum out of 
their ~oldings by developing iand and securing improved inputs 
of agrl.culture. If the would-be beneficiaries are to e~cap~ tPe 
poverty trep, they need an,; ni tiel brsakthrough, to g·at out of 
the self-perpetuating vicious circle of low income-low invest
ment-low income. Both on the farm and·off the farm, the 
benefic:Larie1s' position needs to be strengthened by deliberc:te, 
planned actibn through appropriste institution. 

Tbe problem of t·oo much labour happens to be of major · 
conc-"lrn in respe.ct of marginal farm~'rs than that of sm&ll ·: 
form2rs and . to that extent the programmes for these two : 
categories will-have to lay stress on different aspects. While 
investment in hmd by· way of l~:~nd lsv·elling and dev:elopment, 
terracing, ~inor irrigation through w~lls etc. can be common 
for bot~1 the a.!,.t<:go.r.ics, special ,efforts for off farm employment 
for rD;E>rgi·m:l f~:~rm8rs ~re n~cessary ·in view .of their meegre land 
base.·: In· r01spcct. of small-farmers 'potential viabil.i ty' has 

,.been 6ssumed a11d. the. m~:i,.n concern in respect of these will be 
inducing ·them.:.to underta~e the necess<:ry investment in land·. 
development, irrigation facilities etc• The major.stress, 
therefor.:, will h&ve to be .to inten_,sify.th.§! sgrl.cultur:.l b~·sa and 
thereby increase employment on the.f&rm for the family labour. 
Supp:).ementary sources of income, ther-efore;· under the ass·umpt_ion 
of 'pot~ntial viability' ~~11 be expected to assume a compara
tively minor role. 'Potential Viability' iJ;~ not expected of the 
m!:irginal farmer, in· f8'ct this category .'of farmurs will continue 
to be non-viable for quite some :time, though it is no doubt 
necessary to impro.ve both .tho 'resource endowment' and '·resourc"' 
productivi-ty' of their holdings. Land·:development, -:i:rriga~ion 
fac;ility on a joint or co-opero.tive' basis etc. ·~o h&ve the1.r. 
role to ·pl:&y but to improve ;the employment i>nd J.ncome potent1al 
of th-3se -marginal holdings 1 it will be necessary. to ·develop . 
supplem~ntary agriculturc.l enterprises like.poultr:r and ammc.~ 
husbc.ndry~ · The m:;rrginal farmer· cannot prqfJ.tably usa the foml.ly 
labour and.off farm employment programmes need to be dev:loped 
by organizing rurt~l. works to take care' of the labour durJ.ng the 
off season. In the context of the limit imposed on intensive 
agriculture by the irrigotion prospects. in ,the area on the one 
hand, and·the democ;raphic pressure_in the ~ral areas on t~e 
other, it needs to be recognized that employm.ent avel?-uas ml~ be 
inadequote. Und::r the circumstances the most promisJ.ng opeJ?-Jng 
lies in the possibility of a m&ssive programme of constructJ.on 
and development of agricultural infrastru<;tur8. ThP. labour 
intensive schemes can enl~~ge non-farm rural emp~oyment by_ 
providing employment to agrJ.cultural·workers on l.dle days. 
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The progr~~es to be implemented under small a~d 
margine.! farmers scl:emes ere more or less the same Wl.t~ a .. 
diff-er~nt stress on individuc.l items. Broadly the proJect 
proposes to covccr the following programmes : 

(1) The land developmP.nt programm~s such as conto~-·. 
bunding, terracing, l&nd-development-cum-hort~cultura, 
levelling lind other small it~ms of land dev-alopm,o:nt • 

(?) Hinor irrigation throu<;h wells etc. 

(3) Provision of .bullocks and improved implements. 

(4) Intensive cultivation of food crops and cash crops. 

(5) Horticulture developm~nt • 

. (6) Dairy development. 

(7) Poultry development. . 
(8) Custom sarvices and godown facilities. 

(9) Strengthening of ~a-operative institutions. 

These are the major items in which investment is to be 
directl:ld &nd to the extent the farmers can be persuaded to. 
invest in these it iliil be successful. The 1110ra difficult 
problem of "the: smell' f&rmer &griculture ·is·. thet· of communica-·. 
tion; of persuading the ·farmers to adopt tecl'>..nically and . 
economic~uy· more efficient methods of f&rming. This reelly 
calls for· an individuel approach if it is'. to yield the best ·- · 
results. However desirable such sn individuel approach be, in 
a project of such proportions it is just not posslble. The
individual approach, no doubt, will be much easy to manage but 
thet -.;-ould amount to spending an undue proportion of resources 
helping the prog~essive and well•to-do amongst these farmers 
who ·are willing and able to accept advice and leave out the·.
l&rg,r number of small and m&rginal fr:trmers outside the purv:iow 
~he. ~:togre'e and will-not h:,~P to solve ·their problems •. _ 

Credit .lieou ·rem<·mt and Financial Outla · · . . · · .. ·,:;•o 
. - . . :._··. ... :)(. t 

B th ;the prograaimes (3FDA and r-1FAL) ·are financed by,:.i.the 
Cantr&l overament. The credit requirements ar.e to be met 
throttgh the existing financia·l institutions blld .:the agency's ·_., 
role iri securing the necessary credit is that of the co- ... , 

lrdina.tor.L 'l:he. agency lends its helpi.ng hblld yo the farmer , , . 
thro·ugh the subs:i.dies' that l)re e.xpected to. go a long way· in 
lc"saening the· burden of repayment pf loan by the farmer. The . , 
subsidies, at le~st in. respect of sm&:t-1 fl;lrm-=rs- ·who by .the very 
nature of assumption are potentially viable, are expected _to. b.e 
both an -efficiency end equity measure. The marginal .fermc:r~ .... 
are likely to remain non-vieble for quite some ·time and the_ 
subsidies would be largely in the nature of equity meASure · -.· 
only c~nd may require many more such doses if ever it. _is going, 
to turn up into <Jn efficiency measure too.. Technology is ~uch 
a meons·to echieve such an end. The new BYV technology i~ 
neutral tO' sc&l.e, a.nd certain technologies h&ve. indiyisibiliti~~ 
•.;hich me;,ns that land holding size can affect the sort of . · 
technology wh_ich can be utili.zed. Size ~:slso affec.ts the typr-.s': 
Of CropS ond ferm activities th&t C&n be pursued r:tnd in .certE•in 
c&ses steple. crops on small l1oldings m&y never. be profi t~ble 
enough to support the family whatever productivity gains arQ 
realized. .This means off farm employment or diversific~-tion 

L The fi~.nchl outlt,y cif tl:e <..gency, in f<..ct, <.•rises 
out of its role us ;:, co-ordinr.tor. 
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into higher yieldj ng c~sh crops etc. ,u,.y be necess&ry on v~ry 
srnc.ll holdings. ·:iit!1 the ;-rell ;,ntr<o<nched bc.bit of self
provisioning production ho"l' fc.r tl•is com be m&de opar.,ti ve in 
the ncor future will be th~ r3:ol nroblem. U11til such time the 
subsidi 3S to mc.rginc.l f<.<rm<rs 'A'ill h~:~ve to be in the nc.ture of 
equity me&sure &lone. 

I 

, Credi~ ~o f;;rm3:s is a':l importa':lt instrum,ont in improviilg 
f&rm product~v~ty. Th~s appl~cs ~sp<c~~:~lly to smc.ll holdera 
!•hose L:.ck of cc.pital seems to be a cruci~l fOJctor limiting f<Jrm 
dev:-l?pment:. H&ny f:o.rm~::s o~ 51!1"'1:1,. si'~ed r.olding ara c&ug!1t in 
a v~c~ous c~rcle from "flnch ~t ~s d~ff~cult to esce<pe .without 
outside finc.ncif:l assistance. Sm&ll farms on t;,e· gul:\sistence 
level o.r.:o for tr.e most p~·rt uno,ble to <·CCu.muli:te c&pi t&l. In 
;:<ddition credit f,Jcilities for sm&ll ft•rm.·rs &re V"'ry poor· 
oecauge &mong oth<'r reasons, th~y 8re un&ble to offf'r !:ld:JOut•te 
security. Credit needs to be extended, on the basis of the 
potentiE•l fo:r;- sustaining und incr=asing economic well b:!ing. 
~e~urity for the lo&n is insist2d upon i~ ord2r to cov~r the 
risk ~:~nd in the proc'"ss v;ry;little· attentiQn is given to the 
possibilities of the success of the lo~.n. There· is some contrc>
diction bet·neen the goc.l of minimizing the risk associ&ted ~dth 
the lo&n &nd m&ximizing the success of the laon. · 'l'he less the 
f~:~rmer.needs the lo~n·the more sec~re it. is. "Invprio:bly the co
operat~v~s have & b~as for loans w~th small risk. For most of 
the small f't.rmers'repayment h£JS to.come f'rom the additional 
proceeds generated by the loan £Jnd ·in SUCh caseS .C<Ort~:Jin amount 

1 of' risK is always involved f'or the f8rmar &nd the: credit &gency. 
This 'is reE!lly the price that t~gency h&s ·to puy for successful 
lo~>n scheme &nd th&t is t;1e only me~>ning of the 1 risk fund 1 to 
be. paid ,to f'i:nc.ncing ag:ancies on the .total credit li:f'tad by thE' 
benefici<:<ry fG~rmers~ 'This, hgc;in 1 ·emphbsis;;s the.'t the economic 
effects of lo&ils td f'c-rmers c&n be enhanced subst·"'ntially if 
these c.re accompanied by agriculturG~l extension work. 

The total. funds lll8de t"V<:Jil<,ble .by:the Cent;r&l .. Govar.nmant, 
for th:: .four~y•~ar p.;riod 1970-74, ure .. ·&roundhs. :1.55 crores .. nd 
Rs. 1. Od crores· for· Sm~:~ll F c<rm ,:rs DeV:elopm~nt. ·Agency ~:~nd ~-largin<-1 
Farmc.rs c..nd .Agriculto.ral L<Jbour<-rs resp~ctively. :The: det&ils of 
~,redit requiJ:Sillent 8nd proposed utiliz;,tion of funds; l.n respect 
.>r~SF.D.A und MF.AL are given in TablE's ], &nd 2 resp:Jctively. '£he 
najor items ror utilization of funds £Jre.ddry, intensive culti
V8tion, poultry <md. minor irr~gation in resp,;ct of small f'L.rm.<rs 
<.nd rural wor,ks, minor irrigation and c.nimel husbE·ndry (including 
dairy) in respect of m~>rginal f8rmP.rs' and-agricultural labourers. 
The expected investment, by utilization of these ·funds, in 
respect of' sm&ll farm2rs is much l~>rger than in.r.espect of 

. margin~>l f"armi:rs. Taking into consideration the :hig)l:'>r rute of 
·subsidy ,prescribe!! .for ll\orgin&l farmers than th~·~ for small 
f£Jrmars, the prescribed r&tes cif' subsidy b.~.ing JJ 1/3 per cent 
for marginal f'armers ~>nd 25 per cent ·f'or small 'f~rmars, the 
eXPected investment would be quite.small'in case of' merginal 
farm=Jrs. The proportion of outright grants and reserves in 
respect of' ~lFAL funds is much high'r than fbr 3FDA f'unds. Such 
grants c.re to be made -to lo?&~ b?dies the bertefi ts ~iccrl;li';lg . 
indirectly to 811 the bend~cur~es. To tt1at extent' u:t~l~z~ot~on 
of' these f'unds esp~cially under rural works etc. are.largely 
dependent upon the resourcef'ulness of the P~>n?h~y~>t ·Sam~tis in 
respocti ve t&lukas. The propos&l made a provui~on .t;or ~n~erest 
r£Jtes subsidies but this was not accepted by the Secretc.r~es 
Committ~e in the meeting held on 14th September·l970. Similarly 
a proposal f'or 10 per cant mort&lity reserves, though not 
provided for in proposed utiliz~tion of' runds, was ~ot accept;d 
on account of'· the dif'ficulty of' its implementation ~n a ~r~ct~c&bl~ 
manner. · Irl order to enable the m&rginal· f'arm~·rs &nd agr~cultural 
labourers who are non-members, to become· ~he members of the 



T~ble 1 : Cr~dit Hsquirem~nts of·t~e Programme &nd Propos~d utiliz&tion of ~FDA Funds 

. Sm~ll .Feormers · (hs. in Lacs) 
' --------------- - -· - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -Ch~rge . to SFDA Funds ' 

Item 

' (1) 

·. Credit Requirement . 

----------------------------Long Medium and 
·'term short t~r~ 

(2) (3) .. 

Total 
( Cols •. 
2+J) 

( 4) . 

-.-- - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - -
1 •. Lend Development 
2. Minor Irrigation 
3. Bullocks end Improved 

Implements • 
4~ Intensive· Cultivt.tion 
s •. Horticulture Inti·r.est 

::iubvention 
6 •. JJ<>.iry · . 
7• Poultry .. 
8. Custom·S~rvices 
9. Gre.nt for .. Inte;rusi Subsidies. 

10. Staff Subsidies 
11. ~~inistration 
12 •. Uncommitted Reserves 

1.3.12 
.. 313.00 -

·- 22.00 
299.50 

225.00 
- 67.50 

32.00 107.50 -
- ... 

- -·. 

1).12 
313.00 

22.00 
. 299.50 

2~5.00·. 

67.50 . 
139.50 

- . 

-------------------------------------------Risk Fund·· Subsidy Hisc. Grants Total··· · 
on Credit on cost &nd Reserves. (Cola.· 

5+6+7) : 
(5) (6) (7) ( 8) ': 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -.. - - - - - -
0.39 
9.39 

1.98 
26.95 

6.75. 
6.0? 

10.63 

• . I 

-. -
'• 

3.37 
10.00 • 

17.50 
2.50. 
7.50 

-

-

- ., 
.... ' 

7.50 . 
6.00: 

. -
.10.00 

8.00 
. -s.so ' . 

1_5.00'' 

3~76. 

·19.,39 

1.98 
.,26.95 

14•25," 
29.57 
13.1.3 

. 7~50 
··1o;oo· 

8.00 
s.sO' 

l:5 .oo 
- -- - - - - - -. . . ' . - - ':"''- ·- -

- -.;8;.~2-. ~9~.;0--- \~7~.~2-- ~~;.~;;-- ~o:s; -:·:-:;;·.~o'""-Total, · 
-: - - -.-·- - -' 

155.0.3 
- - - - ~·~ -·--- -.. ------.-- ~ .-- ~·------- ~- -·------------ - - - .... -



' . ' . . 
'r c.ble 2 :: Cradit AJ.tHlUir,;ments of· tha .Prograrn:.1e e;nd Propos•:d Utili Zc·tion of J·il''AL Funds 

,.: ·" ·.· .. 

.... - -~ - - - ·------- . . . .. 
-- '!"'" -. -·· ...... -- -

Item. 

(1) 
---··--- - - --.-. ..,: ... 

1. Lo,nd Iiev~iqpQien1; ·: 

2. runor Irrigation ·- ,; 

:: 

3. Intensive Cultivation 
"';' ' . ' 

4. Horticultqra . .... . . 
5. Ariimal Husb&ndry 
6. ·Pouitry · .. '· 

7. hur&l· 0/orks 

g • Yil.l&ga Industries and 
Rur&l .4rts ~nd Crafts. 

. •· 

.• 
: 

-·-

9. ··Grants'. for intare~t subsidias . . ., ... . ' 
lo.·•::;;t~Jf ,::,ubsidies 
11.· awni.nistrc:tion · 

., 

1~. li~Jtb&lliilittild ltast:r~as ''. 

' ' .------ ~------
Total· 

Credit li:equirements1 

-------------------~-----~ 'Long· J.iedium and 
. term sport tenn 

... 
(2) (3) 

- - - - .J - - -
3.00 - .. . 

-~ 
3?.49 .., .. , ,, 

.27.00 
13.50 

~~- '26.20 
- 4.95 

53,99 I 58.15 
'!""! ·~ 

Total 
: (Co is. 
. 2+3) 
' ( #) 

.,;. - ·- -
' 3~00 

: J?l49 
; n;oo 
I 13.50 

26• 70 

4~95 

.-

112.14 
- - - ""!' ·- -- ~ -~ .- - - - - - - - -· - - - - - - - - ... ~ - - -

-

. , (Rs! in: Lc.9~) 
.., -·- - - - --- ~-- - - ~-- - - -

Charge to ')IFAL Funds 
. ~ . . .. 
-----------~-------------------------------· 

. Risk fund·,. &ubsidy 
'· on cr!:ldit ·on cost 

Misc. grant~ Total 
. and Hes 3:t'ves .· ( Cols j 

•' 

:· (5)' ' (6) 
. - .. 5.+6+7 

. (?) . . (8) 
- - - - - -.. , 

0.09 • 
1.12 

.. -.. .. 
2.97. 
0.40 
1·.12 • 

0.15 ·: 
·' 

.,;. 

'. ·' 

... 

- .. - -

-- - -
'3 .• 00 
12.51. 
· 3·.oo· 
. 1.56 
12._30 

2.25. 

-.- - ~ 

1.87 

25.00 

7.00 
·10.00 

2.00 
1.00 

10.00 

-- - -

.. 

- .,. - - - -
3.09 
16~05 

•:.. ·5.97 

1~90 
: • . 

15."-9 
'2.40 
25.00 

7.00 
10.00 
. ;> .oo 
i.oo 

10.00 

- - -. - - - - -
99.70 

·' - - - - - - - - -· - -
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primary co-operative credit society in. the project area, the 
·sum of 4s. 5.00 lacs was set apart to be given as interest free 
loans to th~ societies on behalf of the non-members ~t the rate . 
of one shore SE<Ch. The amolUlt is to be given to :the •soci.;ty 
concerned on behalf of non-members. It should be collecteQ by 
the prim~:~ry society "from the farmdrs concerned. ~·nd wquld be 
rapaid to the agency in the course of three years •.. 

The proposal for interest subvention unaer. Jiortic·ulture 
in respt·ct of small farmers w~:os also not approved. The 'interest 
free noliday proposed for horticultural activity intended to 
provide relief to cultivators, in the initial period, ti·ll the 
tr~es. come to a be&ring stage. It •t~as suggested ti:Jat .lilatter 
needs to be examined afresh and unless detailed scheme in this 
reg~:~rd is worked out the Union ~linistry of Agriculture will not 
be &ble to conside:r the provision of any assistance by the 
Agency under the scheme. It was fUrth~r suggested that a~ 
economically feasible scheme may be worked out with: the 
assistance of the·Agricultura~ Refinance Corporation or.tbe 
Agricultural Finance Corpor&tion, for'compact areas. ,These 
schemes. could provide for some concessions for the loanees dur.i ng 
the. early -years of the scheme. ' · · 

The extent of credit facility requir~d to pu~ through 
this .Programme at tbe end of the four year period is, given below. 

(Rs •. . in l~cs) ------- - - - - - - - ... -- -- -·- - - - - - -
SFDA - -·- - - - - - - - - -

Long't;;Jrm 
I•ledium + short te.rm 

·583.12 
496.50 

Tot;a.l 1079.62 

- -- - - - - - - - - - -- - -

MFAL - -·~---
. 53.99 

. '58.15 .. 

-: ~ - - ~- - - -
. , . . Details' of credit requirement .for various. items are given .. 

in Tables 1 and 2. The estimated credit reqUirement ~s exclusiv~ 
of th" &mou.nt of subsidy to be paid for various programmes-;. · 1 1 

Adding the various subsidies the total credit requirement of the 1 

bene.ficiary farmers will be of the order of }(s.ll20 .• 49• lacs and ' 
Its. 146.70 lac's for small i:lnd marginal .farmers respectively:. 

. Under the initial coverage of farmers (37.568 small farmers( 
and 64586 marginal farmers under SFDA end ~AL respectively) end 
considering the area of operation (S talQ~as under SFDA and two 
talukas under MFAL) the benefits that would have accrued to ' 
small·farmers would have been much larger than those accruing to 
marginal farmers. However, with th~ swollen number of small and 
marginal fe,rm.:Jrs included in SFDA, as a result of the concession 
made by the Government of India,.the scales might have shifted 
in favour of m~rginel farmers in Chiplun and Patan talukas -where 
the additio~ of agricultural labourers is of a lower order and 
would not s<riously affect the beneficieries much. To that 
extent funds made available are much in favour of marginal 
farm<:rs (MFAL) than small farmers (SFDA). This necess&rily 
assumes that the proposed programme is successfully carried out 
during the stipulated period. 

... 



CP.I..PTER II 

IDrti · J:FIC,£,.TIOl.T OF B.:.~':!;FTCiaJUES 

The beneficiaries or th·e participc.nts to be identified 
were both smell and marginal farmers as the project was a 
~Composite Project•. Identifying smell farmers was of grec.t~r 
1mportanc~ as the floor area of land holding of a small fermer 
would s~t the limit to the ceiling of the marginal farmer's land 
holding for inclusion under the marginal farmersl scheme. It is 
really diffic_ult to devise a satisfactory ·definition to distin
guish small farmers from large and middle farmers. No single 
identi~¥ing criterion will be useful for distinguishing small 
farmers from large and middle farmors. Some broad observations 
can be made regarding a small farm·"r end such obs8rVc•tion may be 
stated &s, 'small si2e of operations; heavy relience on human 
leb?ur pr?v~ded by-the farm~r ~nd members of the femi~y 7 and 
ass1sted 1n some systems.-by an1mal- powsr; use of trad1t1onal 
(backward) techni(Jues and strongly conservative attitude towards 
innov&tion; and significant concentration on production for home 
consumption' and so-on. However, such·an observation cannot be 
used as a \Iorkable proposition for obvious reasons. An observation 

.of this nature will cover almost all the farming households, 
especially in view of the well entrenched habit of self-provision
ing production leading to maximum security for the farmer house
hold, leaving in balance an· insignificantly small number of· 
farming households as large and/or medium farmers. ~uch.an 
observation, no doubt, des~ribes the economic activity of the 

· majority of the farming households very neatly c.nd still would 
fail to pinpoint as to. which of the farmers would really belong 
to the category of small farmers~ ' 

• & • .• 

Potential Viability 
.; 

-~ . The more important distinguishing feature; lieside the lcond 
holding, p:roposedby t!;.e schemes .and the project reports was the 
'Potential Viability' of the small farmers. While the smal+ 
farmers were potenti&lly viable, the marginal farmers v1ere not 
only non-viable.but were -expected to remain non-viable, at least,_ 
fo:r: quite some period in the future. · .. 

. . 

1 
Ti1e ·concept of viability ·rel&tes tq a circumstance where . 

the given·'ecorto,mic u11it is capable of sustaining itself. The 
poten:t.i_ ally vi.abl_e small_· .farmc->r,~ therefore, will be such a farm;r 
who in-a given period of time ~rill become economically viable as. 
a result of various-- aids given him in order to make him and his 
family a viable economic unit so that .he. does not have to depen4.-. 
anymore on .the sub.s:i,dies and Hids to. kcoep his unit a going · 
concern. The-obvie>Us interprete.tion of the_ec~nomic v:i,abi~ity_ . 
will, th2refore

1 
be that the small farmer, as a res':llt of subs1d1es 

. and aids given nim, moves aheasf from previous ·po?it1on of me;:e . 
1atconservc.tion to/ consdlidstiort.Lt>eing brought about by broademng , 

the base of production but without increasing the .extent of 
physicG!l _area in 'his. commend.: Bxpressed in other -..Iords this meens 
that the objective is to enable the small farmer to get adequate . 
income from his farm and off-farm business to pay for what may be 
called •.model living' and service the credit for curran't op.,ra- . , 
tions and investmant. The viability·criterion, therefore, needs 
to be defined in 'tdrms. of income and in defining the small fariuer 
the income cri-terion has to be trc.nslated in terms of .land holding • 

' Guidelinc:s.- for Identification· of Beneficiaries 

Whilemod2:rn technology is· capable 'of :tendering even snic.ll 
farm era of 1-2 hectares econo.r.ically viable no. clearcut cr~ terion 
i'n terms of land holding of·a small ·fEJrmer fo:r:·Bll the proJects 

~his change over· from mere consorvation to consolidation. 
tl 
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can be l~id do~ bnd was not laid down. However, it was 
generally accepted that the av~rage size of land holding for a 
potenti<>lly viable small farmsr is expected to r"'nga from 2.5 to 
5 acres iil. case of irrigated or irrigable land E·nd upto 7. 5 
acres in the cbse of dry areas. \~orkshop on smell form0rs and 
agricultural labour.;rs, too, did not pro:ride any ~efi~ition of 2 
smbll firruer. It pointed out that no -un~form daf~nit~on can be 
l!:Jid do·;m in te:i--iiis of size of holding for this cc.tegory. This 

· size . .nt;y vbry from. area to ~:~rea according to productivity and· 
econo.nics of the land. · It h~:~s, therefore, been ],eft to each 
project in1plem.ontation agency to determine the class of farmers 
which can be eligible for assistance in the proj;;ct ·area·~ At 
the same time the workshop on small farmers end agricultur~l 
lebour:-rs had ·stated the general view that the small farmers
being :?xp;;lcted to be 'potentially viable', the viability has to 
be defined in terms of income which can further be related to 
land holding and subsidiary occupations. This means that the 
viability criterion, therefore, needs to be translated, and not_ 
neglected or connived at, in terms of la~d holding a.nd the · 

- subsidh•ry o~cupetions will have to play a comparative],y minor· . 
.. role by _wEJy of a supporting measure to arrive at the income 
level ~;hich .is considered to make the. small fa'rmer family a 
viable unit •. The workshop further states that unless_such a · 
definition is made, there will be difficul~y at the operational 
leval. . ..... 
. , Ail this poiiit_s towards the need. for' prbper identificatiox 

of eligible p~:>rticipants which is of.fundamen"!<al :l,lllportt-.nce to 
t:1e schaiue. The All India Rural Credit. !teview Comini ttee, too, 
stres~ed the need for proper identification of small f~:>rmers by 
pointing out the possible d<mger, which will h£;tve .to be guarded 
against, of large farmers making en attampt to·'pi>esent ·themselVES 
~s small-farmers with a view of securing the beneftts available 
from- the programmes.· 'The guid~lin.es issued· ari~. t!l~ ·p:roce_clo.pes _
adopted for identification of smbll farmers,· the:r-·e·fore,, nee_cl to 

, be considered i!l terms of the broad framework stated above~, · -. 

The secretari~s committee ·by its letter No.l~l4/7l · . 
Agri.Cr. dated 15-10-1971 issued the guidelines for the·selectior. 
of. eligible participants. (Copy. of the relevant parts of' the _ 
letter·"is append}~d at· the :end -of the chapter.) The letter did 
not commuriicc.te t·he ·size' of holdings \'Thich. had· already _been 
decided in the comniittee meeting· of 7th August 1970.. Generall-y 

· the holdings between 2~·5 to 7 .• 5 acres would l;>e ·covered under the 
small f~,_rmers .programm-?s and this was duly .coinmunic~·ted to 
respactive E>g~ncies. The parameters having:be<)n already laid 
down, the lstter·only clarified that the criteria have not been 
laid do~~ for irrigated and unirrigated land or for combination 
of both. It further s·tated that the .rough formula for the con
version o:t;.wet and dry land to arrive at an'effective size of -
holding. may be based. on an.: estim~tion of likely income and ,--; : 
add ad th<.t the _respective ceiling.lewa . may be looked: up to · 
facilit<.te easy identification of participants •. The guidelines 

-do not ma!ce it et all clear whether the earlier stated area 
. ( 2. 5 to . 7 ~ 5 'aci-es) would set a. ceiling in· terms of irri·gated l<•nd 
or dry·land. This vagueness on the part of the Secretaries 
Committee could be put to improper u_sei by setting the-ceiling 
at 7.5 acres of perennially irrigated and; for the purpose of· 
id"ntification. The committae refers to income indirectly and 
only for the limited .purpo::;e of arri.ving. at the conversion r~-tio 
of . w~t end dry londs and completely--avoids tche~ cone-apt of _ ~- _ 
'ppteatial vi~bility' of b smB"ll farmer lest it may have to 
stipuhte the level of income at wnich ·a small £C.:rmer family, 
say: a f.,mily of 3 adult.s and 2 non-e.dults a total" of 5 :members, 
is· expect: d to become vi~le,. .. -That. such- a view of the · · -
Secrataries Committee's gul,d:e'iines is··no"t 'ifholly inco~ati~?le 
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can be seen from an extract of the D.O. lett•:r No. 20/2-72 
Agri.Credit d~t~d 17-7-1972 from Joint Secretery Government 
of Indic:, l'ri.nistry of Agriculture, to Agri·. Prod~ction 
Commission;,r, Government of N<>dhya Pradesh, Bhopal. The extr~ct 
is g~ven below •. 

;,It h~s been decided that considering the type of field 
st~ff undertaking the work of identific~tion it would not be 
advisable vt this stage to introduce too many refinements in 
the identification of participants. It is, therefore, not 
necess"ry for th_e project to· go in for very sophistic&ted 
calculations of income in listing out eligibl~ participants 
except .to the extent of eliminating bigger farmers and those.:'· 
with subst~ntial off farm incomes." 

While this particular letter was directed to Agri. Produc
tion Commissioner, Bhopal, there is no reason to believe that 
this was not the general outlook of the Hinistry of Agriculture, 
Government of India, in regard to.all the ~mall farmers• proj€cts. 
According to this letter the effort was' to be direct.~d to the 
exclusion of large farmers and those with substantial off farm 
incomes. Those with ·substantial off-farm income could be 
comparatively easily identified <md excluded, but the same 
c~n:1ot. be said in respect of the large farmers and to that. 
extent. eve.n this letter· left the guidelines open for being put 
to improper use. The parameters laid down (2.5 to·7.5 acres) 
could be put to misuse for want of.any income criteria especially 
when the la~d even in a given project area is likely·to differ 
quite ir{ its 'productivity. The avoidance' of··large farmers from 
d::rivingbenefits from the_programmes, therefore, could not be 
materiB.listldo rhus~ the small farmtlrS were to be identified 
more or less solely on the basis of the land holding. 

'l'he identification of sm&ll farm':rs based on J.and holding·, 
howev C)r, was -not free from blemish for 'trant of any clear guid :::
lines as to whether.the proposed land.holding meant 10wnad · 
holding', 1Cu1tivat.ed holding' or ·•Operated holding'. It seems 
from the Ministry'$ latter No. 117-26/73-Agri.Cr. dated 13 April 
1973 that the .Agencies ~!f.re expected to adopt 1 operational · · 
hoiding' rathc.·r ·than recorded rights· in land records for id<"mti
fying P-articipants~ This letter refers to the.Ninistry's lett~r 
No. 14-14/71 Agri.C:r., dated 15th Octob.:>r·l97l, i.e. the guide
lines- laid .down by the Secretaries Committee which incidentally .. 
does not clearl~ state anything except lend holding or at the . 
most might be indicsting· the cultiv&ted holding. Even if it ·,is 
to be agreed that the guidelines laid down by the Secretaries 
Committee meant operational holding, it is necessary to define 
the ope:r'at.ional holding in as clear terms as possible. 'The-t _ 
operational holding was open to v&rious interpretations can·.b~ . 
seen from the .Agenda papers, rPlating to Farm Menegement StudJ..as·, 
of July 1967. · Under concepts. nnd. definition, the operatiqnel 
holding.had been defined by various centres as below. 

I . • ' 

riThi~ i.ncltides area actually cultivBt~d (including .. ' 
current fallows) br, the fermer and· his family irrespective of 
title or lor,.~:~tion. 1 

• · · · •. 

"Some studies specifically mentioned that this also · 
includes the area under trees ~nd wells if these are in the 
cultivated fields." . . 

''In c erta.in 
buildings, even if 
ere not includi:\d." 

cases 'the ar.ea·und.er·cattle sheds and fa.rm 
these' &re situa'ted on 'tile cultivBtors fields 

~ ·. . . 
. ' 

"Owned area + Leased in - Leased out." 

...._~ so~ area + Current fallows." 
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1>itll so many ways in which opr>r~:~tionbl holding has. been 
.defined by v&rious centres, it was at ~e~s~ necessary to have 
indicc;ted as to which of the above: d.eflnltlons was accept~ble 
to t.ha •'linistry ~md lFnce was to be followed by the Agtmcles! , 

. or if ti'.<: hinistry was. not agreeable ~o. a~y of the; above d7fl
nitions it could indic~:~te its own deflnltlon for tne agenc1es 
to follow. · 

'l'he above-mentioned letter i'lo .117,...26/73. dated 13 Jl.pril 
1973 once again refErs to the viability but in quite a differ~nt 
vein •. The letter states that the schem-s:of' SFDA and MF.AL wer<J 
ineEJnt to·cat.-:r to the 'non-viable' agriculturists. So f'ar ~:AS 
the m&rgin£~1 farmers are concerned thzre is no re&son to thin.k. 
that they were not only non-viable as o£ now but were expected 
to remain non-viable for quite some period in the future. 
However, it is very striking.to know that even the small 

_ferm~rs., too, .were supposed to~ be non-viable. ! In f'a.ct as the 
initial programmes indicated the important distinguishing f'eature 
of the small farmers was their 'potential. viability'-~ and not 
non-viability. That the Ministry meant non-viable ·a~ never to .. 
be viable, rather than rio.t.-viable as at present ~ut. potentially,:, 
viable 0 c«n be seen when the letter ,states .that lt ls necessary 
to see th;;.t the. bentfits of the programmes reach the ~non-viable · 
smell and marginal f'armers who require special assistance front 
the a,;encies. This would mean that the ·subsidies and.aids given 
to sm&ll farmers were to be an equity measure only as in the 
c;:,se of marginal farmers and not an efficizncy end equity · , · 
measure. The potential viability of the small f'armer seems·tC? 
h&ve been discarded end under the circurostanc~s one fails to 
understand why there rteed be two.dif'~erent programmes for small 
and marginal ·fc.rmers ·when a. single programme ooulq have served.'. 
the purpose whatover thf't be. . · . · · · · · 

::;o far as the exclusion of' small and.marginal f'&rmers 
with substantial off'-farm incomes was conc~rned tte lette~ did 
not. sugge.st &py cr:i,teria.or limit to-income from such sources; 
but marely -suggested that, they need to be excluded from. getting 
benefits f'rom· the programmes. :Jiow&v~r, as a resUlt ·or queries . 
made·in reg&rd to·t~e.limi~s of incomes f'rom such sources like , 
trade and colllllierce ..;tc.,the,lvlinistryby its-letter ~o. 17-26/73 
.&gri.Creciit dated 7th August 1973 suggested certain criteria, ' . 
(the letter is appended &t the end _.of the chapt€-r) for tfu~· ::' . ' 
purpose of exclusion, of such fE:rm.,rs. Considering th·e' condi t,ion 
la) s~:Qted in 'the letter, i.t is open to iilterpretat~on· that by 
&nd ·large all f'armers with even e little more income from.non- · 
agricultur&l occupation w~re to be ,excluded from the. purview of: 
the SFDA,'!.lFAL even if' these can be identified on :the· ·basis . o:C ·· 
land holding.·' 'rhe ident'ification, theref'ore,: will·bi:! lef't, .. 
who~ly, to t~e dis~ret,ion of _phe Ag:ncy·a~d spe~ificelly· bec&use 
no 1ncome Crlt~rion has been prescr~bed.elther ln; respect of 
income f'rom agriculture or total income:f'rom all the sources~ 
The end result could be that the-prpf'e?sed purpose of helping 
the poorer sections of' the f&rming households could.get . · 
vitiated in the proces~ of ~de~tificction. That such a c&se has 
not come to notice, need n0t. rule out ·:the possibili t" c;>f such ·. 
an occlirrence. · ·. 

• The second condition (b) stipulating a steady income ~f 
Rs.200 6nd bbove ·per month will be h:rgely applicable•to·. . . 
salaried services. If this condition is to be accepted as it is 
do~s it mean that the l·linistry would like to put a limit of . 
Rs .?.400 or ne&r-about as the -limit to .income per. annwli' for 
inclusion of f~rme;rs in tt>e schemes. · · 

. ; . 
e 

· . The third condition (c) is extremely vegue. That pure . 
rentl'=rs should b~ exclud:ed f:r;<>.~ .. the ,purview of' the programmes 
is clebr enough s1nce mere land ownership ~~s not to be the 
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cri terioa for id.ontification of p~Srticipants. "h!:t is not 
cle&r is.in respect of the farm~rs engaged in cultivetion only 
partly, ~.e. those who have tdken to other occupations 
simultaneously with farming. The. condition if interpreted tl1e 
way it had been stated means that all those engaged in non

-agriqultural occupations simultaneously •-dth f~nning and 
irr.,sp~>ctive of income from such non-&gricultural occupation 
being l<,rger or smaller than income from agriculture be exclud-3d 
from the-programmes. This instantly neg~tives the condition 
laid down in (a) of th~ lett~r·which states that only such 
identified farmers be excluded who have·income from non
agricultural' sources exceeding the income from land • 

. · The three conditions laid do·•'ll in this -letter, No. 
· 17~26/73 Agri.Credit dated 7th August 1973, looked at a l.ittle 

more intently happen to be a little inconsistent with each 
othen unless each is considered in isolation. All this has 
arisen as a. result of shying away from_ ·setting an income 
criter.ion that·would make the small farmer family a viable 
economic· unit. 

Identification of :aeneficH·ries, Ra.tnagiri..Satara 

·To repeat,, identifying small farmers was of greater 
importanca a13. ··the floor area of land holding of a small farmer 
would 1:1UtomG~tically set the limit to'ceiling of the marginal 
farmer's 1<.-nd holding fpr. in_clusion undar the mE>rginal_ farmers' 
programme. Previous section dealt 'Nith the guidelines proposed 
by the l•1inistry as the process of· identific<:tion by n.rious 
proj.:;cts got underway. It also_ considered, how in the process 
of prescribing various criteri8 1 the distinguis..ing fE-eture of 
'potential viability'. of~.the sma.ll far~er had _been diluted, 
wat§lred do1<m·and ultimately ~;lmost discarded, so that as the 
end result of it -all it was only the size of land holQing that 
became the distinguishing feature bet)1een small and marginal 
farmers •. 

. The project ra.Port of Ri:ltnagiri-Satara SFDA had initially 
proposed the acreage limits·rartging between 2.5 acres to 7.5 · 
;:,cres for & small farmer. FarJiF>rs ;dth a·holding belo•tt 2.5 · 
acres 0 es per this definition, wer-=,to be.considered, ~arginsl 
fermers .for the purpose of l•rFAL proJect •. · Hol'fev;,r, tl:)~~ ~1as 
found uns8tisfactory as'it equated all categories of land end 
would not t~ke note of availability of irrigation facility, 
'productivity of p<Jrticular class of land etc. Subsequently, 
the agez;tcy proposed a·:fresh definit:i,on of a smsll farmer by 
t&king into consideration various categories of land. This re
definition of a small farmer automatically provides a fresh 
definition of· a marginal farmer, the floor area prescribed for 
a small farmer setting the limit to the aeiling of ~he marginal 
farmer's land holding and for 'ac·h category of land. · The 
agmcy diff 'rentiated various -:9.tegories of land as ( i) 
irrigated rice h:nd, ( ii) rain-fed p&ddy land, (iii) w~rk~s 

,.:t._and, (iv) perennially irrigated land, (v) seasonally ~rngated 
_ ~d and (vi) unirrigated or dry l~~d for.deciding ~he 
e_ gibility of the land holder for ~nclus~on under "FDA or 
t'IFAL programmes. . '£he suggested worki.oble relationship of . 
diffarent categories of land as equivalent to ec._ch oth,or. ~s 
given below.· 

(lj Irrigated nice Lend· 2.5 to 7.5 acres 
(2) Hain-fed Paddy L~.nd . 3.0 to '9.0 acres 
(3) ferennially Irrigated Land 2.5 to 7.5 acres 
(4) 3eason&lly.Irrigated Land 5.0 to 15~0 acres 
( 5) unirrigated or Dry·L?n~ 7·'5 to 2t-o5 acres 
(6) Warkas L~:<nd 10.0 to 30.0 acres 



16 

This w!:ls provisionc.lly ~;Jccepted. pending ~p;•roval by the 
~tata L~v~l· Project Go-ordin~:Jtion Comm~ttee •. ~ne.State Level 
Project Go-ordination Committee suggested the s?IDe ac:eoge 
interval~ for various categories of land and th7s r;v~s~d 
definition •t~<>s finally accepted by the_ Agency v~de ~ts iiesolu
tion 2A. As sug6ested in the previous section the ~gency 
resolution set the ceiling for a small farmer at 7.5 acres of 
perennit,lly irrig~oted l~nd and t! is we~ quite in order. s~ far 
ss the ;;;ecretbries Comm~ttee's letter No. 14-14/71 Agr~.cr. . 
dated 15-10-1971 goes. The said letter almost left it to the 

.totbl di&cretion of the Agency to decide upon the lend holding 
for t=e ourpose of identification and mvy be with full 
und~rstanding that the modern technology is capable of rendering 
even small farmers of 1-2 hectares i.e. 2.5 to 5 acres ~conomi
celly viable. The above definition of th~ small farmer was in 
terms of land holding alone end viability was not defined in 
terms of income at ell. Ioiay be the .Agency's ~;nd the:Ministry's 
und~rstanding was,that the small fermer with 7.5 acres of 
perennially irrigated land was only 'potentia,lly viable' bnd 
not viable as yet. 

The preperbtion of '!liaster Lists' of sJiiell and mergin£Jl 
farmers was to be proceeded ~ith taking into consideration the 
above given definition.apnroved by the State Level Project Co
ordinbtion Committee. P.o,.•ever, vide its Resolution 2B, . the 
P.gency proposed to prepare e note with· a viffi~ to justify the 
relationship of various Cbtegories of land as equivalents by 

.considering productivity etc. of ~11 the categories of land it 
specified. · For this purpose of. establishing an economic r~la
tionship b.:.tween various c&tegories of 'lEind a st_udy group ,.·es 
requ-~sted to look ·into the matter and_ report its. findings bftar 
undartc..n:ing necess6ry survey of vc.rious catt:gories of land, 
the crops normally grown on such lands, cost of cultiv£•tion 
~:Jna net profits from cultivation etc. The terms·of the study 
·.~ere not to report the relationship betwe.o:n--v&rious categorias 
of lend th~:~t tb.<; study group srrives. at as a result of the · 
survey etc., but to confirm tt.e relE>tionship, proposed by way 
of equiv~lents for v8rious categories of land, with some 
factual refJsoning based on local informet:i,on.. The stuciy 
group's r~port was presented to.the llth meeting of the Agency 
held,on 18th December 1971 E>t Cniplun, as addition~! agenda 
item No. 3. (The study group's report, rather.a ~ote, is 
attached o•t the end of:the ·ch&pt~r.) The proc.eedings of the 
11th meeting did not t.ake any note -of the study group's report__, 
may be, on E>Ccount of the report not-hE>ving been discussed or 
b:··cause the study group was E>sked to recons.ider its findings 
before tile mf>tter.wE>s discussed in the Agency meeting. S~bse
guently; the study group seems to hf>ve produced a second · 
report, possibly from t.h<J same doti:l used for the first report 
presented to the 11th meating, which was submitted to the 14th 
Agency _me·=ting held on 14th Au.e:ust 1972, at 3atara, as agende 
item No. ·ro •. (The study groupfs s:>cond report, too, is · 
Etteched ~·t the end of the chapter.) The proceedings of the 
14th me?t~ng note that the_Agency accepted the findings end 
sugg~st~ons of the study group contained in the second report, 
though this has not been. specific<tlly mentioned as second · 
report in the proceedings. The study group we-nt about its ·job 
by collecting necessary data &bout crops·, cultivation- costs of' 
s~ch_crop~ on various cet~gorics of land and presented its 
f~nd~ngs ~n terms of net ~ncome per acre, the_net income-being 
calculat<:!d after working out p':lr acre cost of· cultivc.tion .· 
gross return ·bnd profit from different· crops from each . '· 
c.;;t<!gory of l~:~nd as stipul&ta<i by·the Agency in its definition 
of a_sm~ll farmer. ~he s~udy group's main finding was 
conf~r~ng the re~at~?nship 1:2:3 betneen-perennially irrigated 
le;nd, season<:>lly ~rn~ated land and unirrigated or dry l~>nd. 
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This finding ,,,as arrived at in the second reoort ,,nd not in 
~he first report and some v~lid ~nd worthwhiie explan&tion 
1s du~.-and ~2ces~ary from the study group <::nd the Agency for 
the d1screp&ncy·1n the oar acre net income from some 
ca~·ag?rio3s of land esp,cially perennially irrigvted land and 
un1rr1gated land where the difference in income per acre from 
these two c&t.ogories of land in the first and the second 
report is quite subst&ntial. The J..gency while accepting the 
study group's report in the 14th meeting of 14th August 197?, 
seems to.have co~pletely forgot~en that the same study group 
had earl1er subm1tted a report 1n the 11th meeting of 18th · 
D:cember 1971 and that the results submitted were dr6.stical~y 
~1ff.arent. ,.,ay be, the. Agency '<las not aware of the discrep&ncy 
1n the two reports, !:lt least th~.t '\\as the impression· carried 
after this was brought to the notice of the Agency officials. 

·To repeat the Agency n~var defined viability of a 
small farmsr in terms of income from land and subsidiary occu
pations. In doing so the Agency had followed the guiddline (1), 
laid down in letter No. 14-14/71 Agri.Cr. dated ·15-10-1971, 
to the hilt. '£he letter had suggested the estimf:l.tion of 
likely income for arriving at a rough formula for the conver
sion .of ;·TElt and dry land ~;nd the Agency put it to sama use but 
without considering the discreoancy in the· first and the second 
report • .A little more thoughtwould have shown that "hat the 
Agency did not try to define directly was, howev'er, in a way, 
stipulat.cd by the study group's report though only indirectly. 
To say_ thet· the purpose of the study group's report •tras limited 
to arrive at a relationship bet.,.reen wet a.nd dry lr:ond only and 
therefore-, anything more that follows ·as a result of such a . 
report -need not be given any thou~ht leads us nowhere. On the 
con.trary if the income per acre is valid enough for establishing 
a relationship between various C<>tegori.es of land then there 
is no reason why.the same per acre income cannot be valid for 
the purpose of arriving at-the total income expected, from 
those vary categories of land, in respect of the ceiling on 
land holding as decided under the definition of a small farmer. 
This is not to emphasize income as a criterion but only to 
point out that what hils· not bc!en suggested as a criterion 
actually can be put to the same usa ·"s a result of the 
Agency's ·own report., 

. • The study group.'s main finding \~as the confirmc.tion of 
the' relat.ionship 1':2,:.3 between perennic.lly irrig"ted ltind, 
seasonally irrigated land and unirrigated.land. This confirma
tion of the relationship was arrived at on the basis of per 
acre n;;t income f'rom. eE~ch .c<,:tqgory of _l~_nd. The difficulty 

.withLthe study group at two different meetings do not·arrive 
at tna same results in terms of 1naximum income permissible . 
for a fc.rmer .for.inclusion in the small farmers' programme. 
Perennii:1llyirrig8ted h.nd is the best lc.nd and in both the 
reports-per acre net income frol!l such.land is maximum_at . 
rts. 1621 and Rs. 406 in the first report of 18th Uecember 1971 
and second report of 14th August 1972 respectively. The 
maximum permissible holding of perennially irrigated land was 
7. 5 vcres c.nd then the net income from such lcmd will be. 
Rs. 1?.157 and Ra. 3045 on the basis of first and the_sdcond' 
report's findings respectively. It mir.ht be _-remembered t_h,;t 
both. the reports state that the n-'t income. per acre from e< ~h 
category of lend was arrived at aft~r \vor!ung out per c.cre · 
cost of cultivation, gross return etc. Bow t~e per acre ne~ 
income from perennially irrigated· land and un1rr1gated land_ 
in the second report hepnonad to be bc·rely 25 per cent and 
?0 per cent of that in the first report is·really p puzzle 
that C8n b3 answered by.th~ study group alone. The study 

Lthe ccnfirma:ti_on. of the ;ralo~ionsll~P.· i:' · tliat the two 
reports submitted by . 



group's aecon~ report does not stbtG tb~t it had missed 
certain it~ms of cost initi8lly in resp.ct of tb.se lends 
a~d crops in the first reoort bnd the reduction in fncome 
wes th3 r~sult of tb~ing note of such costs. Nor is there 
~nytticg by ~bY of •vid~nce that it coll&cted some fresh 
dc.t;; thro1·.ing up different crop-mix end costs tLat. resulted 
into a rlduction in n2t incom,; per acre. If the f1rst 
r~port is to b~ relied upon then the maximum net income of 
hs. 12000 bnd more for a potenti<·lly viable small fc,rmer is 
not:.ing but fF•ntasy •. Actually on ti.e basis of tl:e first 
r·3no:-t ti~2 'pot2ntially viable' small fc•rmer's income rEm~;es 
b~~w0en :~. 710, b~sed on 10 ~cres of warkas lend, and Ra.l2000 
F:nd more b<c:,c,d on 7.5 acres of p-rennially irrigc-t:-d lePd. 
If tre s -,cond report is to 'J'= r.olied upon the m<Jximum net 
income will be Rs. 30CO and a little more. This income limit 
s=~ms to bo ~uite reason<Jble but the bssis of arriving at 
this inco'''" doEs not ring reliE-ble. It is unimc>ginable that 
a per~nnially irricatad one acre of l~nd will yicld a net 
income of hs. 406 only. It s<:>ems li',;:2ly thE•t ti,= agency had 
thour;ht of "S· 3000 net incom.~ to bE t!1FJ incow' for a small 
farm8r to bcccome B viable farmc:,.. <Jnd "hile this was never 
st2t2d explicitly tre per acre n2t income as fiven in the 
first rro;ort of l~S.h December 1971. vras m·•noeuvred, to fulfil 
this condition, in the second report of 14th -"-UP.ust 1972. 'fhe 
net b~nafit of such a m~noeuvre could be thc.t the uppar limit 
of 7.5 bCr~s of p~renni8lly irrig~ted land need not be brou~ht 
do<m to c.bout 2 c.cres if the 1ncom<- criterion of i<s. 3000 is 
to be ,-v:.r adhered to. Besides this adv<Jntoge &c.di tionsl 
c ulti V<>tors ,;i th pcrenniblly irrigbt.;d holding upto 7.5 acres, 
or its equiv<clents ill otner Cbtegories of lbnd, could be 
allo·.;..,d to s2cure b-~nefits of the progrHnme t?ven if on purely 
technicc-1 grounds of. land ho!.ding. In fact, the second 
advantage will be the more import:.nt of the two es the culti
ve-tors .. •ho •,wuld not be oth.cr,;ise eligible could be shunted 
in ei th-r of ths t.-10 programmes. 

All tL.; a.bovcJ supposedly related to the small farmer 
but the AEancy in f<cct hcd d2fined a smBll farmPr as 8 sm8ll 
holder. The 'mBster lists' of small and mergim,l farmLrs 
Here based on ti1e indivic'.ucl mm.:d lend holding as per the 
rcvenu~ record. By bnd lccrge th2 individual Lnd holder has 
b·'l''ln assumocd to constitute 8 small or a mcrgin8l cultiv8tor's 
fcmily wi:ich ne~d not c:nd is not nllcessarily the c<:se. T:1~.t 
tl1is had b~·=n so c2n b~ s.;en from the follmdng. 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Households Small NBrginal Total 

Villae;e EJS per farm~rs farrn~rs farm-ers 
1971 Census identi- identi- in the 

fied fied villa(';e - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
l. ~-~haves hi 453 77 4B5 562 
2. Adul 456 58 404 478 
3. Urul 281 57 309 366 
4. Nis&r3 244 36 271 307 
5. rio.ndrul 1-!aveli 935 l,5 411 456 6. l'~V i:di 500 71 4<'5 496 7. V'ihe 462 75 439 514 
8 • .JC:;ulgc.......;.:...d 460 44 3'27 371 
9. ~oncrNoda 706 112 618 748 

10 • . ·,aroli 466 59 402 461 
ll. .::>ai:('->d -~-l·ie,ne·t~c.di 575 ';: ~- 3<4 509 
12. Gudhe 432 27 389 1.,19 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

-

-
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The v~orkshop had all <:~long stressed tha individual 
small 'f':lrm~r~ It is, howevsr, doubtful th<:~t ·r~t,&t was· meant 
?Y ~n. ~nd~v~duel f&rmer' was in fact supposed to mean 
~nd~v~d~a~ l~n~holdcr. It will be appropri&te_to consider 
th~t the ~nd~v~dual.farmer rvally meant thd individual 
f&rm~r' 5 f&mily w~th its totc.l land holding, such a f&mily 
~ay have only a s~ngle l&ndhold~r or more than one landhol~er. 
rhe small.-fc.rm_,r; ther<:fore, needed to be defined in terms 
?f the tot&l landholding of the fc.rmer 1 s family roth8r th&n 
~n terms of an individual l<Jndhold(r and his land holding. 
Leaving asida as to whether .individual small farmer me<•nt 
~n indivi~u&l landholder or the farm~r's family holding, 
~rr0spect~ve of the number of landholdars in tho. family it 
seems necess&ry; especielly in the light of the legislEltion 
relating to •.Ceiling on Agricultural Lands', that for . 
defining a small fermer total land holding of the farmer's. 
f&mily should have been made the basis for identific&tion 
of a small farmer, unless it could be, other,vise, established 
th&t the various land holders in a given family existed as 
distinct cultivating entities with certain othzr essential 
investmE.-nt in agriculture such· as draught cattle, implements 
etc. of thc..ir-own and thus could be callad.a separate .. 
cultivating family. . . · . . 

. · In c ert;;.·in cases it w&s founq. t;1E<t tl!e small or the 
mergin&l farm<cr hE<ppens to be one of the lc.nd holders in the 

• f&mily and the family holding is much 1c-rger. when compared 
·with the <.ocreege stipulated for a,sm&l-1 or a marginal farmer • 

. The total number of f&rm-=rs idantified, inclusive of small, 
mcorgin&l and large f&rm""rs, therefore, h~.-~ppen to be lsrger 
than the total households in the village. The f&mily is the 
cultivating entity th&t cultiv&tc..s. 811 the lends of the 
individual larid holders. The cropping for such individual 
land holdar is re~:~lly a part of the crop pl&n for the f&mily 
lends ~nd thus the cropping on the individu&l holder's land 
could be a result of the •.Gustoruary . .Security J>xpectations 1 

''in-regurd to food ~nd fodder requirements of th<:: f~:~mily. 
T-he same crop :pl.;n ·need not necessarily be ·practised or . 
feasible on the holding of tha single land hold~r when he 
is .:looked into in isolation from the rf'st of -th...; family 
holding· •. Undsr such circumst&nces it is not only the. land 
·asset th<Jt shrinks in size but in reh,tion to it other. 
:asset's (dr!:lught cattle, implements etc •. ). too, would ch~:~nge 
and-the crop-mix .possible then will not necessarily be 

_ possible· under the new set of assets and resources • Calcu
·. l&ti·on of repayment c~:~paci ty based on cropping of such . . 

--individu&-\t ~olding, "rhich really ~ormf:! a part of the fam~ly 
holding, ·may- result into over-est~matJ.on of repaym~·nt .. · 
cap&c~ty or under-estimation of the s~:~me. The. first·wo~d 
result into excess financing end the resulting overdues.J.n 
course of time and the second in under-financing which may 
be i!).adequate to meet the nr.ocessary investment unless ~ddi
tion~:~l finance is available f.rom some other source or ~t .. 
mE:y simply result· into the credit faCilit;y being not 
available at all. 

::?ome Other Aspects of Identi:ricetion 
• 

The l·1inistry of Agriculture had instructed that the 
identific~·tion of small farmers \i8S to ·be on. the .basis of. 
land holding •. It nev-er ltdd any emphasis on income nor d~d 
it lay down ~:~riy incom8 criterion for identific~.-~tion of .. 
small f&rmers. However, as t•lready st;,ted earlier, what: 
ha.s not been suggeate(i as a cri t;erion c~:~n, in effect, be · 
put to same use· as ·a· result of Agency's o"m report. · 'fhe · 
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maximum income, as a rasult of th~ second report of the . 
study group, thot ~as possibl~ was hs. 3000 from 7.5 acres 
of pcrennhlly irrigated land. This 7.5 ac:es of pere
nnially i-rrigated land and it~ ~quival~nts J.~ other 
c.at~gorics of land, set the lJ.mJ.t .for J.nc:J.usJ..~m of a farmer 
for ·securing bencfi·ts under SFDA. If 'liB consJ.der. the _ 
'potential viability' of the small farm~r along wJ.th this, 
it vd.ll not b" vc·ry much wrong to assume that any income 
beyond hs. 3000 would naturally eliminate the farmer from 
securing any benefits under SFDA. Viability of the small 
farmer was expectr.d to be attained not only in terms of 
incoma from agriculture alone but along with agriculture 
othrr ·subsidiary occupations, too, ¥/ere to be taken into 
consideration and wherever nl:cess~:~ry the farmP.rs were to 
be ~:~ided to div~rsify into such subsidiary occupations. 
The sUbsidi~:~ry occupations proposed in the programmes were 
dairy development, poultry and sheep ~:~nd goat rearing etc. 
So far as any of the families pursued these occupations 
along ·,;ith farming-and thr:ir totE;l income from thase occu
pations exceeded Rs. 3000, th.ase need to be_ excluded from 
the purview of the programmes. Similarly,· in case of 
families pursuing any oth~r occupations, such as black- · 
smithy, Cbrpentry etc., income from these occupations, too,_ 
needs to be taken note of. As a result of taking all these 
sources of earned income into consideration it will be. · 
quite in orde;r.to expect, if at all any semblance of eqUity 
.is to be mbintainad, that all the small farmar' families 
that alr•Jady have a total incomP- exceeding Rs. 3000 be 
excluded, from the purview of the programme, even if such 
families will qualify for inclusion on purely technical 
grounds of land holding. Once salaried s~rvices with a · 
steady incom~ of hs. 200 per month or Rs. 2400 par annum 
have been excluded from the purview of the programme, . 
irresp'"ctive of income from l~nd, ·th<,re i.'s no reason why the 
s~erule should not be made applicable, with some necessary 
variations, to other occupations too. 'Potential viability 
is not exp~ct~d of the marginal fermers ?nd even then all 
the margin~:~l farmer families with total income, from the 
above-mentioned occupations, exceeding Rs. 3000 should also 
be excluded from securing benefits under MFAL'even if these 
families ere eligible on the basis of land holding criterion. 

Anoth~r source of income not considered above is 
income from agricultural wage labour. .1'-s small and m~:~rginal 
farmers engage wage labour for'th~ir f~rming op~rations, 
they in turn ~ork as agricultural labourers. Since cost 

- by way of expenses on wage labour engaged in cultivation 
:are to b.;, considered to arrive at in.come from agriculture, 
there is every reason to consider eny-"!ege labour income 
such families earn for arriving at th~ total income end if 
such total income exceeds Rs. 3000 then.thase families, too, 
sh~uld be axclud~d from purview of the p~ogrammes. 

Tablas 3, 4, _5 ~:~nd 6 give distribution of smell and 
msrginel fc.rmers, in· the sample, by inc.ome from agriculture 
end tot~:>l incoma.from all sources for the two years 1971-72 
(Tables 3 and 4) and 1972-73 (Tables 5 end 6). In terms of 
total income 27 and 26 small farmer families for the two . . - ' respectJ.ve years will have to be excluded and the same will 
be necessary in respect of 11 and 16 mar~inal farmer families 
for the respective years. Ev<:n if income from agriculture · 
alone was to be considered, 11 and 18 small farmer families 
and_only l merginEl farmer family for the ye~r 1971-72 ~~11 
have to be excluded. Tables .7 .to 10 give distribution of 
small and marginal farmers according to income· from a~riculture 



Table 3 :'Distribution o~ Small Farmers according to Income from Agriculture end Totbl Income (1Q71"72) 

timell Fe.rmers 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - .., - - - - - - - -~-- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -TotDl.income ( Fts. ) .. 

In.come from ---------------------------·-------------------------------------------------------------.. ---
Agriculture \Jpto 501 751 1001 1251 1501 1751 . 2001 2251 ·?.501 3001 3501 Nil Nsge- TotE.Jl 

(Rs.) 500" to to to to to to .to to to to end tive 
750 1000 1250. 1500 1750 2000 2250 2500 .3000 3500 more 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - --

Upto 500 1 1 4 3 - ·- - 9 
501 to 750 1 - - - 1 2 
751 to 1000 1 .1 "1 2 ·4 9 

1001 to 1250 - ' 2 1 l 2 1 1 8 
1251 to 1500 1 1 1 3 

-·1501 to 1750. 4 1 1 1 1 8 
1751 to 2000 1 1 2 
2001 to 2250 .... 1 1 2 

__, - 1-' 2251 to 2500 - 1 1 1 3 2501 to 3000 1 2 1 4 3001 to 3500 ' - ---- -. 1 1 
3501 and more .,. .:. ·- 10 10 
l~il -Negative 1 1 '2 

-- - - - - - - - - - - -·- - ..: -- - - - - -- - - - - -- - ,.. - - - - - - - - -
Total 1 1 3 9 8 3 2 3 6 7 20 63 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ·- - - - - - - - -



Table 4 : Dist:ribution of Nergin&l Farmers according .to Income from Agriculture and Tot~ol Income (1971-72) 

Marginal Farmers 
' - - - - - - - - ... - - - - - - ... - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - .- - - - - - . -: 

' Total inc.ome (Hs.) 
Income from -----------------------------------~--------------------------·---------------------------.----· 

SOl 
.. 

751 1001 '1251 1501 1751 2001 2251 2501 3001 3501 Nil Naga- •rot~:~1 Agriculture Upto 
( Rs.) 500 to to to to 

. 
to to. to. to and tive to

0 
to 

75 ... 1000 1250 1500 175Q 2oog· 2250 2500 3000 3500 more - .;. - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -· - - - - - - - . 
- . .. 
.... 

Upto 500. 3. 3 7'. 7 3: 7" 3 
.. 

-2 1 2 3· 41 -.. 
501 to 750 ·- li. ·- 3 4' 3 ~. - :p~ 
751 to 1000 . - 1:· - 2 2. 1 2 1: . -· - 9 

1001 'tci 1250 -. - ' 1 1'' 3 2 1 1 1 -·. 10 
1251-to 1500 - .. 1· 1 .4 2 3 - -·· 11 
1501 to 1750. - 2 1 2 1 -.. 6 N - -. "' 1751 to 2000 - - - 2 - ..... .. 2 
2001 to 2250 - - . -· 1. .2. 1 - .. 4 • '. 2251.to 2500 -· - 1. 2 - 3 2501 to 3000 -. ·- - ' 1 - - 1 
3001 to 3500 · ··~ - ,. - - ,- 1 1 
3501 a.nd more -· - - -Nil .. ;., 1 ·2 'I'' 3 Negat_ive . 2' . - 2 

• ,., ..... ... 
- - - - - - - -. ... - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -.. - - - - .. - - - - - - -.:- - - - - - - - - - - - - -

~ ;: 

Total ... 3 3 14 12 9 16 9 13 6 11 3 g 107. .. 
I .. 

- - - - - - - ;.. - - - ~ - - - - - - - - .. - - ~ - - .- - - - - ·- - - .- - - - - -· - - - ... - - - - - -



'f~;ble 5 JJistribution of JillGll i";or.ll .rs c.ccorJii:Jg to HiCOfil'c from r•p,riculturo,; 0<1U Totc.l Ir,comt: (197?-73) 

3mbll Fc.rm:rs 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Tot[,l income (its • ) 
Income fron1 -------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------Agriculture Up to 501 751 1001 1251 1501 1751 2001 2251 2501 3001 3501 Nil ,, -3[;,2- Tot~1 

( ns. ) 500 to to to to to to to to to to o.nd tive 
750 1000 1250 1500 1750 2000 2250 2500 3000 3500 more 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -.- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Upto 500 2 1 .2 3 1 1 1 .2 13 
501 to 750 1 1 2 
751 to 1000 1 1 1 1 1 1 6 

1001 to 1250 1 2 1 1 1 6 
1251 to 1500 1 1 1 3 "' 1501 to 1750 1 1 1 1 if w 
1751 to 2000 1 1 1 1 1,. 
2001 to 2250 1 1 
<251 to ?500 1 1 1 3 
/501 to 3000 1 1 2 
3001 to 3500 2 1 2 5 
3 501 c 11d 

Hil 
more lJ 13 

Nag<~ ti ve 1 1 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Totd1 2 1 5 5 5 3 5 3 5 3 7 19 63 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -



'l't.b1e 6 IJistribution of ME.rgin~:o1 lt'o.rmcrs according to Incoma from Agriculture ~nd 'rot&l Inccme (1972-73) 

----~----

Income from• 
•• gri culture 

(h.s,) · 
. ' .,.. . 

- - - - - - - - -
Upto .~ · 500 · 
• 501:.to 75P ·. 

751 to 1000· 
1001 ;to 12'50 .I 

1251 .:to 150d · 
1501 to.l7.50 
1751 to 2000 
2001 too 2250 ' 
2251 ·to 2500 
2501 to 3000 
3901. t.o .3500 . 
350). and more 
Nil,.· .• · 
Neg<!;ti;v~ ... ·.: . ' .. 

''-... . -

ilil:lrginal Farmers _ 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - .. - - - -

.: . Total Income ( hs.). 
., 

--·------------------~--------------------------------~---------------------------------------IJpto 
500 

501 751 1001 1251 . 1501 1751 2001 2'51 2501 3001 ,)501 
to to .. to . ·to to · to ·to to .. to . to . and . 

··: 750 ·1000· 1250· 1500 · 1750-- 2000. 2250 2500 ".3000. 3500. more . 
- - .,;J - - -- - - - - - - - - - - -· - - -

3 - 2 
1 . 2 

2 
1 

2 • 1 
2 3 1 ' 1 2 

2 1 1· 1 2 -
1 1 -~ 2 -., 

1 1 1 
' 2 

2 ~ 
,. 

-. . --~ 

2 1 ·r 
1 2 .. 

- 1· 2 2, - 2 1 

-'• -·- ·- .- .3 
~- :- I 

•' . ,_ -
. .. . . : .... ,_ - . .. . ~ 

Nil Negb- Tot&1 
tive 

-
. -

- - -: - - - -

1 
1 .. 

24 
16 
16 
12 

8 
3 
5 
5 
5 
3 -

.3 
3 
4 

. . . ' -.... ·------- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ 
_, __ - - - - - - - - - - ·- - - - - --

Total 1 9 11 12' . 14 7 n .... 
. 7 . 7. 11 4 12 2 107 

-·-~:~---~ ~ ~~~---------- .----- ------ - - - -· - - - - - - - - - - - -----·--



Table 7 : !Jistribution of·· .;irnall· ~··armE.rs vccord1ng to Inco!ll; from .li:griculturd <>nd Anim~:~l· !iusbc.ndry and 
Total Income (1971-72) 

Smsll Farm:rs 
- ------- -··- - - - --- - -----·- ... - -·- ~ ---- ----- ------ - - - - - -- -- -- ------

Total iricome (Rs.) 

Income from --------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------Agriculture end .. Upto · 501 751 1001 --1251 1501 .. 1751 2001 .. 2251 Z501 · 3001 · 3501 Nil·· Nags- Total 
. Animal Husbandry 500 . to to . to . to to . · to - to ·· to to to . and - · tive ·· 

· (Rs-.) 750 ·1000 1250 . l50Q .. 1750 2000. 2250 , 2500 3000 3500 more ------- - ... - - - - - -· - ·- - - - -- - - - - -- - - - - -------~ - - -
Upto · 500 - .. 1 2 1 - ' .. - .. - 4 

501 to 750 1 1 ... -. - - . - .. 2 
751 to 1000 - 1 2 1 4 

.1001 ;1;0 ;1.250 1 1 1 .. - 1 1 5 
·1251·,to 1500 - .4 1 2 7 
150l:to 1?50 . - 5 2 1 1 1 . 10 
175l!to.2000 1 1 2 2 6 
'2001 'to 2250 1 1 1 3 

~ 2251 to 2500 .- - -. <:501 to 3000 3 1 4 
3001 to 3500 - 4 4 
3501 and more ·- 13 - 13 .Nil ... ... -. -.l'tegative. 1 - .. 1 

... - - - -- - -·- - - - - .·- .- -- ----- - -- -- ,.. ·- - ·-· ·- -- -- - - -- ·- - - .. - - -·- .. .;. - ... .;. -. - - - - -
Total 1 .1 3 9 8 3 2 3 6 7 20 ... 63 
. - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ;.. - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

1\) 
\It 



Table 8 : Distribution of Marginal Ferm&rs eccording tq Incqme from .Agriculture and Animal Husl;lendry end 
Total Income (1971-72) 

. . 
Marginal Farmers .. .. .. ------- .. , .. - - -- - - - - -· - - --- - - - - ~ -Total income (Rs.) - -· -- - -- -- - - - - -

Income from 
Agriculture &nd 
Animal Husbandry 

-----.:.------------------------------·-------------------------------------------------------------Upto 501 · ·751 1001 1251 · l501 · l751· 2001 2:?51 2501 3001 3501 Nil Nega- Tot£<1 

· ( Rs'.) · 
500 to to· to to. to to. to.. to to to . e.nd ti ve 

· 7$0 10~0 1250 150.0 1750 2000 :?2.5-0 2500 3000 3500, more 
- - - - - - -·· - - - -·- - ~-- ~-~------ -·--.. .. 
.Upto 500' 3 1-

501 to 750 2' 
"751 to'lOOO -.. .. 
1001 to 1250 

5:. . 4' 
1" 4 
?: 2 .. 2 

:3." 3 
1. 4 
3. 2 

5 
1"251 to 1500 .. -· .. .. 
1501 to 1750 .. --
1'751 to' 2000 .. .. -

.- .. .. .. -.. .. 
2 1 .. i ... -2001 to 2250· ..• - ... 

225i to 2500 

.. 
,. .. .. "" -- i 

2501 to 3000 
.. .. .. .:. 

3001 to 3500 .. 
3 501 -&nd ·more 

.. ... .. 
Nil ( .. ·. ! ., 

. ..... 
Ne&et:iiy_e ··~'- _ 

,, "· . .. 
. • ... :.,.I .. 'l ... · . ' . ... .. 

... 
:' ·-·. . . .... 
.1. 

-. --
-~ .. 

""'!" .. .. 
' 

L.:.·•, 

- - - - - - - - -- - - -- -- -
.. .. 2 .. 

~-- .. 
l .. 1 --.--
1 3 ... 2 
2 1 .., .. 
1. 1. 1 1 

4 
4 .. ... 3-- 2. 1 2..• 
~ .., 2. 1. .. 1 2 .. - ...,_ ... .- .. . .- , ... .. 

·-·- ... .. 

-· ... 

-.. 
~-

l-
1 

1 -... 
, .. 

... -

2 .. 
3 

--
l 

--1. 
1 . .. 

... 

..· 

.,. 

... 
' 

.. ·. 

Zl 
16 
20 
13 

7 
5 
7 

.6 
·5 
3 

., 2 
1 

- - - - - - - - - - - - ·.. . -~ - - - - - -- -~-- -- .. ~-- ~- --.---- -------·---- --- --·--- -.--
3 3 14 12 9 16. . 9 13 '6 'll 3 -· .. 107 

' \· '· . : .. 
-' , .• • • • •• ., - ' ' I 

i-~-;- - "!" ""'.~'-:!'.,..I---~-~-·- • • - • •· - - - - - --·- - - - -- - - ·- - --.---- - - - -



Table 9 .. Distribution·' of Small Fsrm~rs <Jccording to Inc om a from Agriculture vnd Animbl Husb&ndry and • 
Total Income (1972-73) 

'I 

3m&ll Farmers 
- - - - - - -- - - - - - .. - - - - - - ,.; - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - .. - - - - - - - - - -Tot&l inc-ome ( hs.) 
Income·. from ----~-----------------------~---------------~--------------------------~--------~-----------Agriculture and Upto 501 751 1001 1251 1501 1751 2001 2251 2501 3001 3501 Nil Nega- Total 
Animal··Husbendry 500 to to- to to to t.o to to to to and tive 

- (Rs.)' 750 1000 12~0 1500 17?,0 2000 2250 2500 3000 3500 more 
- -~- .,. - - - - ... - ~ - - - - ·- - - - - - - - -· - - - - - - - --- - - - - - - - - - - - - -. ' .. 

~ 

. Upto 500 2 1 3 4 1 •1 - 1 .... ;;. . 13. 
501 to ·r750 .. 1 i - - - 2 
751 to 1000· - 2 - 1 1 1 2 i - - g 

1001 to 1250 - 1 1 .. 2 
1251 to 1500 - .. - 3 2 -. 1 ..; 6 
1501 to 1750 - l 1 .- .. ... 2 p.) 

1751 to ~000 - 1 - 1 --.) 

2001 to 2250 2 1 3 2251 to ~500 2 1 2 .;; .. 
5 -2501 to 3000 • - - 2 1 - 3 3001.to!3500 -. - 2 I 3 .;. 5 3501 .. nd more -. -· - 13 -. 13 Nil I - .;; 

Negative.·.· -·.-
.. .. 

- - - - - - - - - - .;. - -· -- -- - - - - - - - - - - - - ·- - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Total .2 '1 5 5 5 3 5 3 5 3 7 19 63 

..; 
, . - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -



• 
Table 10 : Uistribution of -r.; ... rginc.l Fr,rm:or·s .~Jcc.ord.ing to Income from Agriculture ~nd .hllimol Husb-.~ndry r;nd . 

Tot&], Ihcome ·(1972-73) 

It1arginsl Farm~s 
' - - - - - - - - - ------ - - -- ·- -.- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - .,. - - ·- .- - - - - ':" - - - - - ---

To tel income (J:ts.) 
Income from • 

-----------------------------------------------------------------~--------------------------· Agriculture and Upto .. 501' 751 1001 -1251 1501 1751 2001 ·2251 2501 3001 3501 Nil !Jaga- Total 
Animal Husb~ndry 500 -·to to to to to to to .. to to to end tiva 

( Rs. ) . . . 750 '1000 1250 1500 .1750 2000 ?250 2500 3000 3500 -more . - - - - - - - - - .._- -- - -- - --- - - - - - - - - -.- .,. - - - - - - - - - - - - -
.. 

Upto 500 ·- 1 .. 6 •" 3 6 4 2 2 1 -1 1 - 27 
501 to 

'lb6g. 
. 2 2 2 1 1 1 2 11 

751 to ..... - - 4 4 3 2 1 1 1 16 
1001 to 1250· - . ·..;;- - .. -4 .. 3 1 1 1 10 

. 
' - .. -1251 . to· 1500 . 

' 5 2 '1 2 1 11 -- -· - ··-- .. 

'· 1501 to 1750 - 1 2 3 6 1\) 

. 1751 to 2000 2 1 • 3 00. .-
2001 to 2250 • 2 1 2 5 
2251 to <:500 -· - ... 1 - 1 ~ 4 
2501 to 3000 ":' .-. 2 1 2 5 
JOOl to 3500 -· .. ·' -·3501 end ·r . .. ., 

more ..., - .,. - - 3 3 
i'Ul 

.. . - ' - -· ... . -
.N egeti v.e· • .1 2 1 2 6 1-:· 

_ .. 
·-.. 

>". 
- - - - .. - ..: - - - - - - - -- ... -· -- - -. - - -· -· - - - - - - - - - -·- - - - -.. -· - -.. -

Total 1 9 11 12 14 7 9 7 8 l:J. 4 12 2 107 

' ·- ,_ - - - - - ·- -· .... ... -- - - - - - ... - - - - - - - - -·- - - -·- - - - -·-T .. ,- - - - . 
.. ,, 



Tabla li • Distribution of Small F'~:~rm"'rs ~:~ccording to Income from Agriculture;, J•nimal Rusb~mdry und • 
l'lage L~:~bour &nd Totel Incc;>me (:1,971..;.72) . 

Sm~:~ll Fermers .. - .. .. - .. .. .. .. - .. .. .. .. .. - .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. - .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. - - .. .. - - .. -In·come from Tot&l income ( ~s. ) .. 
Agriculture 1 ' ------------~-------·-----------------------------~-----~-----~-----~----~---~----------·--~nimal husbandry Upto 50·: ?51 1001· 1251 150J. 17~1 2001 2251 2501 3001 3501 Nil Nage- Total 
end agri<;u1tur&1 500 to to to to to to to 'to to to and tive ' 
W8f6S .. 750 1000 12?0 1500 1750 2000 2250 25.00 3000 3500 more 

. Rs.) - ..... '" - .. - - - - - - - .. ... .. - w .. - -- - - .- .. .. - - - - .. - .. - - - .,. - - - - - - -
u J'>to. . soo ·- 1 i .~ ,. ,. - 2 
. 501 to '750 .. ..; ·- 1 - ·- - 1 

7.51 to. 1000 2 ... .,. 1 3 
1001 to 1250 .• 3 1 1 ' - 1 6 ":" - .- . ' 
1251 to 1500 - ·- - 6 1 2 9 
1501 to 1750 ... ·- 5 1 1 1 a "' - - - - \() 

1751 to 2000 3 1 2 -2 a 
"2001 to ·2250 - -- 1 1 1 .1 4 
2251 to '2500 - -2501 to 3000 3 1 4 
3001 to·3500 4 - 4 
3501 a~d more , .. - .. 13 13 
Nil ..... ~ - - -1~egative 1 

.. 
1 - ... .. 

- - - .. - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - .. .. - - - .. - - .. .. - .. - .. 
'.L'ot&1 1 1 3 9 a 3 2. 3 6 7 20 ... 63 ,. 

/ 

.. - - -:.. .. , . -. -· -·- - - - .. - - .. - .. - .. _,- .. - .. - ""'·--- - - .. - ---



'£!lQl& 12 : JJistribution of t>l~Jrginal Farm~·rs accordi;ng to Income, from .agriculture, Animal Husbandry _~:~nd 
il~>gtl Lbbour· and Totel Income (1971-'[2)_ .· . 

.. . 

- - ~-,- - - - - - -· -··-·- - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - -·- w - - - -
Income. frQm Agri- . · Tot a! income ( hs ·,) 
cul tur\3, ,. . .Jmim~l · ---------·.;.. _____ -:.. ___ ----•-- ----=--------- _._ ____________ -:-----------------------------•---------
Husti~ndry and·:,.. Upt6 501 751 ·1001 ·1251 -1501 "1751 2001 2251 .. 2501 3001... 3501 .. Nil --Nega- .. Total 
Agrii;ul.tl,lr.t.l :· · 500 to· · to ·· to· to · to • .. to to to to to e1nd ·tive -
wa e·s ·~ - · . -750· 1000 ·1250 1500 "1750 2000 2250 :.2500 ;.3000 3500 more 

-
g ( . ,,,. . 

. . ~{s •. ;, 
',\ ! .. 

-r-r~ - - -- - ---. ' .. , .. 
.. 3. 

·' 
upto ':; 5oo 

. 50! .to ·'l·50 
75Lta tooo · . " 

1001 !1;o l25o ' · · 't.• ·-~~ 
1251 to 1500 ~:-~' ·- t\. 
1501 to 1750 _ ...... 
1751 .1;0 2000 '\ 
200Lt'o,,2250 

1' 
2 
----

.-. 
-·•It~:- ... · 

2251-.to 2500 . 
2501- t,O. 3,000- · 
3001. t9r ,3500 · .. 
3 501, .~!i\d more 
Nil. . 

... ,.. _::_ -: 

, .. 
N egtf!;:i, ve 

------- . - - -- ··--·--··---- . .. , -r~·.:~:-. -r 

Total 

- . ... - ··~ 

- - -...... 
:.r~ -

3 

.. 
. -

. -
'·~ 

§ 
-

-. 

·-.. , 

1 2 - 2 
12. 2 • 
- - 6 

--- -· 
.,. 
·- -1 

- - - - -
14 12 

- - - - - - -· -
2 
1 - 2 

·- -
4 

-· 
......... 

.' 1 
' 2 .. 3 

2 
2 
"6 

' -. . . . "- ~ ... - -

: -· l 

- -·.J:
','('1'"'¥'-•. 

9 16 

- 1 
1 -

. -

-
-· 

1 

3. 
1 
l. 
2 

5 

. --· '" .' .. 

~ ... 

_, ____ - -·· 
9 13 

- - - - - - - - - - -· - - - - - - - - - -

- ~ .- - - ~ - .. - ··- - . ._ 

-1 • 2 
2 
-· 3 -1 l -- ---' 3 - -

:: 2 1 
4 1 -- 3- ....... 1· .. -· ·-

i - 1 1 
_,.. .• 1 - . .. 

-: .. - -
,.. .. - - .. - - - -· - - - - _,_ 

6 ll 3 a .. 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ·-. 

ll 
11 ' 
25 
12 
n· 
a a 
a 
5 
I+' 
2 
1 

1 

- .- -
107 

-

"" 0 

' 



Distribution of 3mall Farmurs according to Income from Agriculture, Animal Husb~ndry bnd 
ftage Labour and Total Income (1972-73) 

- - - - .:. 
Income from Agri
cultura, Animel 
Husbandry -end 
Agricultural 
Wages 

. ( l:l.s •) 
.- - - - - .- -

Upto 500 
501 to 750 
751 to 1000 

1001 to 1250 
1251 to 1500 
1501 to 1750 
1751 to 2000 
2001 to. 2250 
2251 :t.o 2500 
2501 to 3000 
3001 to 3500 
3501 and more 
N:l,l 
Negative 

-.-

·small Farmers 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

., Total. Income ( hs.) 
----------------------------------------------------------~--------------------------------'Upto 501 .. 751 l0!31 1.251 1:501 i 751 2001 2251 2501 ,3001 3501 Nil Nilga- Tot<Jl 
500 · :to :to . :to .. to to to to to .. to :to and ti ve 
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'l'.,ble 14 : Ui;,tribution of ~.,,ri,int·l FE>rm rs sccording to Incom. from J.gricultur<J, Anim£•1 Hu:;b,,nc.ry EJnd 
.. Nage Labour. o..,d Tot<<l Income (1972-73) . 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Income 'from Agri-

· l4arginal Farm.:rs 
- - - - - - - - - - - - -

Total income .. ( Rs.). - - -... 

cul tura, .<1.nima1 
J:lusbE>ndry and . 
Agricultural . 
·•agea · · 

----------------·~--------------..:.-------~------,..----~------------:..---------------------------· 

(Hs.) 

Upto 501·. 751 1001 1?.51 1501 1751 2001 ?251 2501 )001 3 501 .. Nil ~egf:l- Total 
5.00 · to· "to· to to· to 'to 'to · to to tG .and ~ive 

.750 1.000 ~250 ~500 i750 2000 1?50 ?500 3000 3500 more 
· .. - -· - - - ·- - - - - - .;. ·- - --·- - - - - - -· - - - -- -·--- ~---- - ~ - - - - ~ --
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.. 

5 4 
.. 

1 1 
.. 

1 1 1 '-:;20 
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•'1001 tQ .1250 
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7 1 2 2 1 13 
:1501 to 1750 .- ..: -· 3 1 1 2 . 2 .. 9 -
1751 to 2000 ,... .- ' - 3 l 2 6 
2001 to 2:<!50 ·- - 4 ... 4 
~:C51 to 2500. - - - - - 2 . ·l 1. 4 
2501 to '3000 - .. ., 

'" 3 1 2 6 
.3001 to 3500. -. -· . - ·- 2 1 3 
3501.and more - ... 3 3 
Nil ' • ,_: - .. -· .. - -Negative. 

.,.,,. 
2 ' . ~.: - .;..-. . ·- ·f· - :5. ... 
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~nd anim~l ·husb~ndry (including dairying, poultry) and total 
income, Since dairying and poultry ~ere important subsidiory 
occupations proposed for giving a boost to incomes of these 
families these alone ore consider~d in the,?&bles. 1..s a 
result of·this clubbed income 17 t>lid:lS sm&ll f~rm"r f&milies 
&J~ld ·-3 m<Jrgim,l_ f~rm<>r f.:.milies f<;>r the two r.;spective years 
w~ll not ba el~g~ble for any ass~st&nce under the programme. 
T~bles 11 to 14 give distribution of small and marginal 
farmers according to income from &griculture, animal husbandry 
&n<i ;-;&ge l~bour c.nd tot~:.l income. So f&r as income from wage 
labour is concerned sm~ll farmers ~·re not much &ffected their 
numb<=r remc.ining the same at 17 and lS, for the :resp·~cti ve 
years, &s in case of income from agriculture ·&nd o.nimal 
husbandry. With the "inclusion of income from wage lc.bour the 
number of marginal farmer"f&milies·exceeding the income of 
Rs. 3000 ·from agriculture, imimal husbandry and wa11;e lobour 
risss to 3 for 1971-72 and 6 for 197?-73. Comparing the 
taoles for 1971-72 and 1972-'-73 i_t is clear that blmost all the 
farmers who exceedad the income of Rs. 3000 per annum in : 
1971-72 have c-ontinued to retain their income in 1972-73 and 
this resulted from their better resource position. This does 
not take into- consideration the total income from ·all the 
sources·but only the income from ap;riculturC:>, enillial 
husbandry and wage f~bour. _ 

How these fall!ilies got included in the· ·sche>me is not 
difficult to explain. The agency defined sm~ll and marginal 
farmers in·terms of·land holding of va~ious c~te11;ories of 
land and did not match it '>dth total income or income from 
agriculture and any subsidiary occupation such as dairyingi 
poultry etc• and the this was quite in keeping \lith. the 
Y..1i'nistry1 s instruction. ·The necessity c.nd importance of ·an 
income criterion·need not be stressed. Failure to decide any 
income ~riterion may result into the very danger of large 
farmers trying to secure the benefits of the programmes and 
w~ich, the •~11 India hur&l Credit Heview Committee' warned, 
nei:ids";·to 9e guarded against. The selection for inclusion in 
the 'm-ast'='r lists-'· of sinall and marginal farmers was, further, 
aggravated py total relience of incomplete land records 
(mainly Vill~ge Form 8A) .that had not taken any note of ' 
changes by way of ·recently acquired irrigation facility etc. . . ~ . 

Another matter that- n:•eds to be considared is the 
applicE·tion of the ~def'i~it;ion of 'Irrigated L&nd' in B."'. and 
A.L • ...:ct, 1948. This definition. has been used by the study 
group for the purpose "of determining equivalents in ·each 
c&tegory of land f;lnd then for the purpose of deciding the 
eligibility of.·,:farm.::rs for sccu:dng benefits under the 
schemes. As per Section 6A of the .. said J.ct irrigated land 
has bE: en defined as below. 

' ' 

. (a) Irrig<:~t.:d lai;ld_ wh,_,th?r perenniall"y or seasonally 
irrig&ted, shall not include land irrigatad by sources othc;r 
tharr canals ·or bandharas "<lithin· thaomeaning of the Bombay 
Irrigation Act, 1879, or any lift irrigation system 
constructed or maintained by the Stete'Gove~nment. 

(b) ~easonelly irrigated land shall include alluvic.l 
land and land situated in the bed_of a river and;seasonally 

.flooded by the water of such a river. 

This definition of irrigatod lends effectively 
excludes irrige:ted lands which have been the result of privc:te 
investm~nt in irrigation. The purpose of such irrigated 
lands being <'Xcludc·d from the definition of irrigc.t.;d lands 
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mi:ht hav~. b-en ·..nth· .a view to encour~:~ge privc.te investment 
.in ~irrig&tion ~ond not det~r it. Firstly, this -de.finition 
need not h&ve been binding on the SFDA as tha Agency was 
i ts~olf. intending to. encouraga such investment in irrigation 
with the necass1:1ry subsidies and th.:l subsidies should be 
enough·incentive to undtrt&ke such an investm3nt in irriga
tian. Secondly, for 1:111 prbctical purposE:s of id-?ntification 
of benefici&ri,,s, the Agency trcl&ts such irrigated lancis I:IS 
dry lands ~:~nd tharaby denies the beneficial effects of 
irrig<Jtion on productivity and hence income. This, ther,1-
fora, r';sults into an effectiv<> ceiling on land holding of 
a small. f1:1rmer of.22i acres of unirrig~;t:o:d dry land or 30 
acrea of w&rkas land evan if some area of this holding is 

.irrig&ted through private sources ·of irrig~:~tion. The aim 
of the.SFDA is.to make the 'potentially viable' sm&ll 
farmer a 'viable' f&rmer and this concept of viability 
cannot be considercd.without some income criterion and then 
such irrigated land which is ~ound to yield better income 
than-the dry land needs to be considered as irrigated land_ 
end not dry lend irrespective of BlT• and ~.L, Act 1·1948. 
By not.racognising this the Agency's definition of a small 
farm3r is likely to be prejudiced in favour of farmers· · · 
with !private investment in irrigE~tion to the exclusion of 
others and especially against the dry farmers. ·. · · 

One more aspect .of identification rel~tes to inclusion 
of 'K"'ll':";:!· land in ttfe·land ·holding of th<1 fermers identified, 
1-.iCumri 1 land has been .-Q.esc'ribed by Mr. Ozanne as being · 
"Poorer lcJnd cultivated.· at .long intervels--by ellowing the 
·scrub t~ gro,;, cutting and burning ·it- and then sowing the 
crop". In ~-i:olhepur rules it is simply called "hill cultiva
tion".· .In the &urvay and .:iettleruant 1-lanual .Volulne II by 
Gordon,· 1 K\1:Jri'. lc,nd has. be::n divided into two· classes. 

' . .··· ' 

. -Class I - .Lend' ·which is red in colour and ~ Hath or 
more in d~pth whicb can be ploughed, but with slight 
difficulty o•;ing to .steepness of. the hill. or to large 

. boulders scc.tter.ed over it.;.-.n.nna Value 3. · · 

Cie.ss II -: La~d red • in colour uhich cannot be 
ploughed o;;ing to the steepness of the-hill~ _but is dug with"· 
a: pick or·which being level enough 'to be ploughed is less 
than ! Hath in depth.--Anna V_alue 2.- : · · · . . 

The ~ :~umri 1 land is e.lso classified as 1st Kllllllli if 
lu;,bitually cultl.ve.ted and 2nd Kumri if· never cultivated. 
The land is on the hill slopes and it is vary difficult to 
classify the larid. The depth varies·so suddenly'and 
irregularly that it would be difficult to work out the 
average except 'd th eye estimutEl• · · 

. . 
The land corresponds to ordinary Warkas of the Konkan 

area • 

. The metter was raised in the l.gency.meeting end as 
per its . .tlesolution No. S6 the ':Haster Lists' of cultivfltors 
were prepar d excluding the '!.umri'. lend from the land holding 
of the farmers. ·_however, the Project Officer.was requested 

· t·o put up a note regarding. inclusion or exclusion of Kumri 
·lends in Pat~:~n, Jaw~:~li· and Mahabaleshwar Talukas·of Satara 
~istrict~ -T~e Project· Officer furnish~d the above given 
~nformat;~.on ~n regard to 1 Kumri 1 land and efter considering 
tne ma~.ter tbe .A~ency by:· its Msolut;i.on No. 135 decided·.that 
c;>nlY tnos~ •.\.um~~~ lands.which are habitually cultivable·be 
~ncluded ~n arr~v1ng at the land holding of th~ f1:1rmar. and 
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these lands be tre&ted on par with •~arkes' land. The 
mattP.r should have rested h~re but the Chief Executive 
Officer, Zilla Parishad, Sat&ra, c<-me out >·lith a sup.?:estion, 
in the 13th A~;ency meeting_ of ?4th .f·!f.ly 1972, that the 
'i'iast<"r Lists 1 in Patan. taluki' b!:<iLbeen prepared excluding 
all 'Kumri' lands and,the cultiv~tors have been granted 
loans on the basis of the l4~;ster List,. Inclusion of 1 :(umri' 
land in the land holding of identified cultivators will 
crzate further problems and uncartainty and hence such 
inclusion n .. ed ·not be uildertabm in respect of Patan taluk£•. 
Inclusion of 1 Kumri 1 l~md in the lbnd holding of the 
identified cultin.tors ,,as not the problem in Jswali and 
;v!ahabaleshwe:r talukas as thc.t had been included '1hile 
preparing u·.e I Master Lists I in these two .talukas. . The 
0hbirman of SF'lJ.Il.-Chiplun accepted· the suggestion of the 
C.~.o., ~illa Perished, Satara, and further suggested that 
these l101nds ~n respect of fat&n taluka be t101ken into consi
d.,ration in respect of those small f&rm<:rs who «re likely to 

_ exceed th:; ceiling prescribed under the small farmers · 
di!finition and &t the time of considering the loan applic&-

. tion, Only habitually cultivable 'Kumri' land be considered 
in respect of the above was his further suggestion. How 
this ·suggestion is going to be implemented is difficult to 
follow, There is every likelihood that the loan applications 
will be processed on the basis of the '!>laster Lists' and if 
th~t·heppens to be the case it will be unf«ir to the culti
vc.tors· from Jawali and Mahab&leshwar .t&lukas wh·,re such land 
hc.s ·ba.en · ~-ncJ,uded while preparing the 1l'J8st·er _Lists 1 • The · 
extent: of ·• Klimri 1 lE.ond "in· Patan taluka is not given by the 
Project Officer·' s report or note. .After all if the extent 
is meagre there should be no difficulty in correcting the 
1 Hester List 1 of identified farme!rs und on the otr;r,r hc.nd 
if th~ extent of such· 1 ~umari 1 land is quite s~bstantial 

· tha:t could be the very ·re<Json ·.~hy the 1Naster List', needs to 
be ~orrected to have a uniform pattern in_ all -the talukas· 
falling' 1t1;:L thin Agency 1 s· jurisdi ct.ion~ , 

. - . . .·: ~· 

Lastly; the SFDA-~'IF.Il.L~C:hiplun in its lSth ll1eeting 
held on 27th November 1973 has comE> out ··•ith a statement 
that the· •Master Lists' :in this .project haf! been prepared 
ori the basis of VF·SA. As '-'result of a D.~. letter ·of 
4th September 1973, from .the Joint Se!crete-ry 1;o the Goyeriun"lnt 
of Ind;is -to t-11.e ;'Chairman of this ,Agency, the. 1J.Vlf.'ster LJ.s~s' 
are to: be thoroughly .scrutinized ~nd· a complet~ and det1;11led 
verification ·of selected p8rtic:ipants· under vario.us progranunes 
was· tC? ba· tek~n "Up·· and :thos~, whose family .oP.ez:~tional_ · 
holdings are larger than tha.maximum adqpted or whose J.nc,om~ 
from all.sources is substantial are d~leted from the list. 
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Relevant -extrac of lett~r 
No. 14-14 71.1-gri.Cr.·, 
Goverru:nent of lndi&, 
l•linistry_ of Agriculture 

. (Departmei)t of Agriculture)~. 

Ne~ot Delhi-1. 15 October, 1971. 

The id~ntification of eligible participants is o~ fund&~ 
.mentai import& nee to the .scheme. It is, therefore 1 _necassary 
to exercise utmost care and precaution in the identificbtion 
and selection of participants in the a~ency areas. The -
follo·l'/ing _guidelineS 8re 1 therefore, sugg~<sted: for Considera
tion, in this connection: 

. (1) 'l'ha ~ecretbries c6mm.itt~e has ipv_eri!!lbly lE:id down 
param::.t~rs :for tha selectiqn of particip&nts in the project. 
"If criteria hbve not been .l!:tid .down for irrigated and un..: · 
irrigated land or for combination of both, .separate limits 
and a rough formula: for the conversion of .wet and.dry lend·to 
arriv<= at·the effective size·of h,oldingmay be l~:tid down. 
based on an estimation of likely income. I.t is possible that 
the .::it&te· Government alraady has a formula in respect of. this, 
in· th<:ir stc.tistics. with partic_ul<~r r<:ference to ceiling laws 1 · 

and the sCI.ma may be adopted to avoid confusion. This will·· 
r.acilit!:tte easy identific!:ttion of _participants. 

(2) i suitable proforma may be devised for recording 
identification, collection of information regarding the size 
of the holding J i;ncluding the &rea in oth>.'r· villages) giving 
irrigated and unirrigated area, crops raised ·and the .cropping 
pattern follo~ed on.the farm, the types of. inputs generally 
used <~nd so on. Information rel<~ting·to· each participant may 
be· C?llect.Jd ·in such ·a proforma. ·· 

(3) 'l'he list of such eligibl~ farm:;rs may first,
1

be 
prepared ,.-ith reference ·to land .revenue records, •. They s)lould 
then be ~rerified· with reference to actual cultivation so that 
a realisti~. list is prepared, -taking into account not marBly· 
land· own;,rship; but land cultivated undsr.other tenurial systems 
~lso. A test check of :;,t least 10% should.be made. by Extension 
Officers and B.D.c~. to s:oe that the lists· ~·epresent the true 
position in. the fi~ld~ Test check of .the.correctness of .. 
iden~ific8tion should similarly be mace by higher officers· 
touring in the project area. · · 

(4) 3hare-croppers and tenants who. do ~ot have re~ord~a 
rigHts may not be able to obtain long-term credit for develop
mEntal purposes because lack of security and identifiable 
cultivation rights. The lo.cal revenue and developmental 
administr~tion may, however, l!elp to identify the cultivation 
rights so that the .l'.gency m&y 1 in its turn,· extend the 
assistance for crop.loans 'to this. class .of small/marginal 
farmers. 

(5)" The work of identification in the selected viliages 
may_ be und<-rtaken by V ,;,,w. Patwari or Revenue Inspector, 
Agrkcultural ~xtension Offi~er and Cooperation ~xtension 
Officer. Whenever possible a·representative of·the central 
cooperativ~ bank should also be associ~ted with the identifi~ 
cation work. Wide publicity may be given to the work so that 
genuine smoll farmers not included in the lists could 
represent _their c~se at that·stoge itself.· 
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(6) After the benefici;.,ries huve thus been identified 
ond listed by· the ~ bove persons·, the lists contuinin~>: their 
n<·mes ;.,n~ oth<Jr. p;,~ticuL,rs m<..y be pussed on to the primury 
cooperutl.va socJ.>:tJ.es und the concerned· commerciul bunks. 
The next step would be to t'"'ke up the enrolment of furm.:ors 
by the Cooper .. tive Socir>ty. List of identifi<:d p::.rticip£.nts 
together with these who ure to be enrolled us new members 
should '"'lso be p;:..so>ed cin to the Centnl Cooperc.tive Bunk in 
the ure::.. . 

· ( 7 ) .. Aft<:r. enrolment <..s members the requirements of 
sm<.tll/m<..rgl.nc.l fcrm~rs should be tlSCertc.ined e-nd included 
:j.n the normul credit st<-tsments. !:iepur.:.te stt.temcnts vlill 
need be prep~.: red for such identified f;.,rmers. c.nd others to 
en~ure flow of credit to &11 smoll/murginul formers. 

(8) :;.hort-term credit \N"ill be provided on the b<.;sis 
of crop lot~ns system to formers who udopt, wherever pr.-.. ctic-· 
able ond feasible~ high yialding vurieties in conjunction 
with improved <JgriculturLl pr£,ctices ond investment credit 
with·refercnce to incrementul income from such investment 
ond the repuying copacity of the loanee. Therefore, a 
C<.Jreful s<:lection of the portiqipunts £•nd formul£ttion of 
programmes is necess£try for the credit agencies to eXtend 
fin!Jnciul <.~ssistL~nce. 

To, 

•···· 

Sir, 

No. 117-26/73-Agri.Cr., 
Government o£ Indiu, 
Jv{inistry of Agriculture, 
(Depurtmcnt of Agriculture). 

New Delhi-1, 13 April, 73, 

The Chief decretHries to oll St8te Govts/UTs. 
All'3tut~s/U~T.S. 

Sub : IQ.entificution of Smt~ll/mal;'gin<.tl f::..rmclrs 
ond agriculturul l£Jbourers - regarding. 

-----------· 

.,.,. '·-~·t.·· c.·m to refer· to this ~l:j.nist:ry' s letter tio.l4-14/71 • 
. Agri .CI'~ ,, d< ted the 15th Octo tier,· 1971 sUggesting certuin . 
criteric.. for identification of the beneficiaries under the 
3FDA/NFAL Progrc.ommes. The Agzncies have been advised to 
udopt the operutionul holdings rather th~:~n recorded rights· · 
in lund records for identifying particip8nts •. Identificut.ion 
wos. related to operutionol l~nd holdings <.tS it would be mo~e 
ree.listic and easily verifiable•- It ·•·r<:Js _left to the agencl.ef 
to devise vnd vdopt forms for such identificvtion. Since 
the schemes of SFDA and HF.AL were me.vnt to cc;ter to the non
viable agriculturists, many of the agencies have vdopted 
fairly det<oiled proformas for identifictJtion which included 
income from non-::.gricultur~l sources also. Mos~ of the . . . 
8 gencies h2ve ,. by now, got the lists of i~entifJ.ed ~e~efJ.cJ.orJ.es 
with them. It .should, therefore, be possl.b~e to ell.ml.n~te 
from these lists the agriculturists who derJ.ve substantJ.al 
or st~ady incoma from other sources like trade and commerce, 
transport, professions, etc.~ :ven thou~h.they may be • 
technict,lly identified as ell.pble p&rtl.Cl.pc.nts solely Wl.th 



raference to the b&sis of hmd .holdings. It is necess&ry 
to see that· the benefits of the progr&mmes reach the non~ 
vi!!ble small and marginc.l f"'rmers who require speci&l ·. · 
assistance from the agencies. All the age~cies ~ere requested 
to s~e·th1~ th~ir progrc.mmes of assistance exclude the 
small m~rginel farm2rs and vgricultur8l Labourers who derive 
their income primarily'from non-agricultural occupations 
and. sources. · 

2. ll!ost of the ~.ogencies ur3 m~.intaining the lists of 
identified beneficiaries in thf project offices apart from 
lists for tl'C respective ~.reas in the block offices, 
panch&yat offices, etc. Howev?.r it is reported by some of 
the finf;ncing institutions that the agencies r're not able to 
furnish them the lists of identified participants in their 
area of op~ration f.oDd ttwt the agencies refer them to block 
offices or panchay&t offices for getting copies of such 
lists. All· the <.Jgencies are· ·odvised to keep complete lists·~ 
of identifi.ed purticipants in. their project offices, if not 
already_avc.il&ble, and to furnish copies to the finc.ncing 
institutions (including Commercial Banks) direct 6or.the 
relevWlt ca'e~:.s with which'the·financing institutions are 
concerned~ Such lists can:also be printed and copies ma.de 
c.vailable to all·the concerned offices like block .development. 
offic;es, pr:;nchayat offices, zilla parishads, Agriculture 
and Animal l:iusbtJndry D.:lpartments in the District as well as 
the financing institutions. _Before printing such lists, 
the proj.::ct officer and.th<;_assistant project officers 
should have had···a ·test check &nd ensure thc.t the lists c.re 
accurate. 

. . ',. 

3. It is.expactc-d_ that'the_agenc:bes should select 
b;meficic.ries U.'1dar verious programmes with reference to the 
lists\ of identified small •·and marginal farmers and agri
cultural laboursrs. It .1-i"ould be useful for each agency to 
maintain in the project··office a complete list of programme 
particip&nts e.nd maintain registers which wlll indict•te, at· 
a glance, the specific programme/programmes under which es.ch 
of the identified participants have bene£:i~ed. This would 
help the agency to avoid_multiple subsfCies·for investment 
to the ssme benefici<::ry ;d.thout first covering fJS large a 
number of identified participants' as possible. The. agency 
can i.>lso review, f·rom time·· to time, whe~her. intensive approach 
of coverage of· all programme parti_c:i,p_~nts in the villages 'is 
being adopted and whether the programmes are serving the · 
smaller among the identified particip8nts instead of tending 
towards the larger land holding groups. It will be useful 
if an anf:llysis of _coverage of identified participants, is 
plac~d- before the meetings of the Governing Body,- if not-
alraady dona. . · 

4. .It is requested thbt the Agencie~ may follow .the . 
instructions outlin:;d"above. 

Yours f~ithfully, 

Sd/-

Joint See.rett:ry to the 
Govt. · or India • . . • ' 



To, 

Sir, 
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No. 17-?6/73-Agri.~redit, 
Governmdnt of Indiu 1 
:m.nistry of Agriculture, 
(D2ptirtm.,;nt of Agricultur~), 
N~·r~ Delhi. 

The ?tl. Au-:ust 1 1973. 

·The Chief ::iecret<:ries to :-11 St' te Govts./Union 
Territories of Delhi, ·GeE· c,nd Pondi-cherry. 

Sub: Identific<,tion of. sm<~ll/marginul ff,rmers 
snd <;griculturc,l lc•bour<,rs reg<•rding. 

• 
I would like to <Lnvite your 8ttenticin to this ~linistry' s 

latter of 8ven numb:·r di.:ted 17th April, 1973 on the ubove 
subject· &nd to ScJY the;t some cif the Agen-cies hove enquired 
&s to whut should be the limits of :i:ncom·e from other sources 
like trvde ;:;nd Commerce, etc. for exclusion Of Sm<Jll/mBrgin&l 
farmers fro~ the list of eligible p&rticipunts. The m&tt~r 
hus since-been examined~ It is suggested th<•t the following 
c.dditionol criteria m&y be &dopted to uvoid diversion of the 
resources of the .Agencies to these fvrmers. who Ct~ruiot rec.lly 
be deemed to be smoll &nd murginDl furmers6 Progr~~es of 
the agencies mE-y, therefore; exclude: 

(a) 

(b) 

(c.) 

such f&rmrers as can be identified on the basis 
of l&nd holding limits but have income-from 
non-agricultural 'sourees exceeding the income 
from the land may be excluded from the purview 
of the SFDA/lliFAL programme; ·. 

farmcri who have a steady income of hs.200/
and above per month may not be considered for 
any assistance under the programme; 

such. of .th'-' farm drS as . are not engaged in 
cultivation thems~lves (partly or-fully) 
may also be .excluded from the programme, ·even· 
if found eligible for identification on the 
basis of land holding limits. 

It is requested that abova instructions may be brought 
to tha notice of SFDA/~fii'AL Agencies irt your St~·te. for adoption. 

The receipt of this'letter ma~ please be acknowled~ed • . ,., 

Yours faithfuliy, 

-Joint s~cretary to the 
Govt. of India. 
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(Note submitted to 11th agency meeting held on lSth Pec.l971 
. at Chiplun·.-) · · 

Small Farm0rs Development Agency 
Satara And Ratnagiri Districts •. 
Report of the Study _Group. 

The sm~ll farmers development agency has'differentiated 
various categories of land as (i) IrrigE.>ted rice land, (ii) 
Ordine:ry.peociy lbnd, (iii) Varkas land, (iv) Perennially 
irrig~ted land, (v) ~easonally irrigated land and (vi) On
irrigated l~nd for deciding_ the eligibility of holder of land 
for including him in the scheme intended for the economic 
development of smE!ll farmers. 

The ~gency had sugg~sted the following workable rela
tionship of different categorie_s. of land as equivalent to 
each othEr. 

1) Irrigated rice land 
2) Ordinary paddy land . 
31 Varkas land · · · 
4 Perennially irrigated land 
5 · Seasonally irrigated land. 
6 . Unirrigated land . 

2! to 71 Acres·· 
3 to 9 11 

10 to 30 , .. 11 

2! to 7!.· 11 

5 tO. 15 · · II 
7!· to. 22! . 11 

'rhe object of the study group' was to.conffrin this· 
relationship with soine factual reasoning based on local 
information. So-that different categories of land held by 
the'individuel rarmer can be considered together to decide 
whetP.er· he belongs to the· category of smal:J..farmers. . . . : . . . . 

. · Sixteen villages ·from _eight· tslukas (three from Sat&ra 
district and five ftom Ratpagiri district) were randomly 
selected. From each village si~ farmers we~e.selecte4 
r~::ndomiy. Thus the total ·sample ~s of S4 farmers. Informa
tion from 12 farmc.rs of l•1ahabaleshwer taluka would not be 
obtained. . . · · · 

. . 

. Tl:.e crops grown by selected farmer!} w<:re classified 
according .to· the ca·:tegory of land 'on which they were grown. 

· ·. ·,i'he par &ere cost of _cultivation, gros~s. return and. 
profit from.differ-ent crops for each c&tego'ry of land were 
worked out. The following categorias of ~and were observed 
in the selected villages. 

i) Ordinary paddy land. 
· .ii) Varkas land. · · 
iii) Perennially irrigated land (by·wells) 
iv) Unirrigatild land. 

Theper.acre net income from different C?tegories of 
land is givan below : 

1) Ordinary Paddy Land 

2) 

· ba) Rs. ?!!3.00.(Hatnagiri. district) 
) Rs. 300.00 (Satara district) 

Varkas h11'-en hill millets ~-re grown) 

al Rs. 71~00 

Varkas (when other croES are grown) 

b) Rs. 414.00 (Satara Dist.) 
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3) i'erenni&lly irrigat'2d land - hs.l,621.00 (.3at~;ra) 

4) ~nirrig~;ted land - Rs. 540.00 (Satera) 

( 1 J" 'i'l~e per acre n~t income, from paddy land is about 
Rs. 261/- like Kulith and Pavata are grown afte,r paddy in the 
sel~cted villages in Konkan but tbe proportion of the &rea 
under pulses is very low (about 1/15) wl1ich etorns additional 
amoi,Ult of hs.22/- psr acre. ,;imil .. rly in-villages from 
Satara district rabi jowar is grown as s<:cond crop, but the 
·proportion is also low (about 1/6) and earns additional amount 
-of hs •. 39/- per .acre. Thus, the totE:ol per acre net incoll)e 
from Paddy lE:ond is Rs. 283/- and Rs. 300/- in Konkan and. 
Satara .respectively. . . . 

( 2) ·rn :\onken villc.g~s only hill millets are gr~nm on. . 
Va:rkas. land. Average per ·acre net income from these crops 
is about .tLs. 71/- (one in four year). But in Paten and Jawali 
talukas of Sa_!a!a di.strict.s othsr crops like ground-nut, loC!'Jl 
jowar, hybrid jowar, udid, etc. are also grown on varkas-land. 
This gives the net income ( Rs •. 414/-) from varkas land in those 
talukas. Bere, however, the figures of yield s9em to be ovPr
estimated to a certain extent. 

(3) In the case of unirrigated land, wtich is available in 
Paten and Javeli talukas the cropping pattern is not properly 
reflected in the informE-tion colltlcted end the information of 
ground-nut only is·e.vailable. Ground-nut being cash crop the 
per acre net income from unirrigated· land is about hs. 743/
which seems to quite high. F.ood crop like jowar is the main 
crop grown on such lands. ConsidP-ring jo~ar as one of the 
crpps-in the cropping pattern the per acre nat income comes to 
about hs. 540/-. . .. 

(4) On perennially irrigat.::.d land mainly sugarcane is grown. 
The per -acre·,net income from this type of. land is about 
hs. i,621/-. · 

' . 
·.'Following is· the summ~>ry of conclusions. 

Category of land 

1) Irrigat8d rica land 
2)-0rdinary paddy 

3
4

l Varkas (one in four years) 
) Perennially irrigated 

5) Seasonally irrigated · 
6) Unirrigated 

Lower 
limit 
fixed by 
SFDA. 

2~ 
J 

10 
2l 
51 
711. 

Per acre 
net income 

Rs. 

~~ 282.QO 
300.00. 
71.00 

1621.00 

540.00 

From the summery table it is seen that -

Total 
income 

Rs. 

855~00 
900.00 
710.00 

4052.50 

4050.00 

il 10 acres of v&rkas lflnd to 3 acres of ordinary 
paddy·land is not sufficient. T~is lower limit 
needs to be raised to 12 acres. 

ii) Lower limi~s of 2~ acres.fo~ perennially. irrigated 
land ~nd 7 ~. acres for un~rr~gated lc.nd se~m to be . 
ouite high. 'I'herefore, quite a lvrga number of 
farmJrs below this limit will be excludsd from the 
benefit of the scheme. These lower limits for 
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the~e categorias of ~~nd may be brought down 
to ~ acre and li acre respectively •. 

.;. - - - -
S. Categori,es · of land 
No. 

-------

-- - - - -
Suggested 
·10\ter 
. limit 
acres 

-·-

- - - - - -
Per acre Total 
net income income 

Rs. Rs • 

- -

- - -

1. Ordinary ·paddy land 3 a) 
b) 

283.00 855.00 Ratn~giri 
300.00 900.00 :latE.ors 

12 n.oo. 8)2.00 

. li 
162.00 sn.oo · 
"540.00 810.00 

2. V8rkas land 
3. Perennially irrigated 
4. Unirrigated 

--·--- - - - - - .-. ~- -

Note submitted to 14th agency meeting held on 14th August 
1972 &t 3otara 

Accompaniment to- Item No_.· .11 

itaport of tne study y-oup appointed by s·.F .D.A .• / · 
l<l.i ..... 1. Project-I, Chiplun.- · 

- - -

•• f· • • 

Th" f&rmers · holdiitg l.:.nd ·between 2~ acres to 7i ac·rei:r. 
w~re to be identified as Small fE.rmers· as mentioned in the 
Project R,oport',approved: by.the ·Gover_nment of India.· Total 
land holding of any farmer comprises of different cat-egories 

. of l&nds. These lands .may be:bagayat, perennially irrigated,· 
seasonally irrigated·:jirayat land, Rainfed ·Paddy land or·. . . '· 
•lorkas hind. f;;Etily farmers holdi~g. warkas or. inferior types 
of land .me&suring more th&Il 7/{ ~cres were treated .. as big 
ferm;..rs eventho1,1gh the actual. yield obt~:~ined by these .fa.rmers 
·N"as much less ~:~s compared with the y:i:e:'.d obteined 'by 'the· · 
hold::rs or·rainfed paddy or bagayat land.· Government.- of .India 
therefore,:_.allo,.,ed the Stvte. GOvernment to refix the. defini
tion. iri case :of farmers holding different !categories of· land 
taking into consider&tion the local conditions such as·soil. 
~vailabili ty of. irr.igat_i_on et.c. • . · . · . · · 

? ... , .. : The State level Project Coordination Committee 1 evised 
the.definitioh of Small and Margin&l farmers _in· its meeting . 
held on 3-12-'1970. The revised definition is .as follows : .• ~ ~ 

-. 
1. :Sa!!;ayat .or Perennially 

irrigated Rice land 

2. Rainfed Paddy land .. ~ 

1,3, •. ~erennially irrigated 
· · · . Jirayat land . 

4. Seasonally irrigated 
Jirayat land 

5. Unirrig~ted.Jirayat land .. 
6; <..,rkes land 

. . 

. . 

. . 

: 

• • 

2/{ to 7~ acres. 
.. 

• 
3 to 9 a.cres. · . . ·'. 

2/{ to 7! ~cres 

5· -to 15· acres 

7! to 22~ _acres 

: ·:10 to.30 acres 
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The :,;i.D.A. and H.F.A.L. 'Dev~olopment .hgency Project-! 
~greed to foll?w the revised definition and to identify the 
Sm;:,ll ~nd ,·wrg~n<:Jl f<:JrmLrs froill the Project area bCCordingly 
vide, hesolution No·. 2A. 

· " . It .. '~':.as ?ls?· decided vide. Resolution No. 2B, _th&t a 
Comm~ ttee cons~st~ng of the Project Officer, SFDA,l:EF.IU. · 
Project-!, Chief Executive Officer, <.illa PE~rishad Satara and 
R;,tnagiri, ·Professor of :.gricultural Economics, Dapoli and 
Chairman of the Agricultural Sub-Committee of Zill~ Parishej 
~atbra and Katnagiri should study the definition on the basis 
of the stc.t.:ment of crops prepared for different categories 
of land. 

This Committee met on 1-2-1971 at Chiplun and decided 
upon the following course of action :-

~ ·. ' ' . . -:· 

l ~ · ·· · · •':rhe qU<Jstionnaire touching various aspects of the 
... : . --~ -~-~ri.culttiral economics in the village should be drawn. 

2. ·.: Two .villages, from each of the blocks from the project 
area shoUld be-selected by random sampling method. 

· ... After the selection of ·the villages in e~;ch block 
6 cultivators each :holding 2~ acres and 7k acres, 
3 ac:r;-es and 9 acres of rbinfed paddy land and 10 
acres of workas land should be selected from the 
villages or riearabout villages in compact group • 

. · ... ., 

'l)he cultivotors in these· villages should be 'interviewed 
by the Panch&yat Samiti agricultural st<:Jff and get ·the ques
tionn&ire filled in. 

· Sixteen viilages from eight talukas (three from Svt<:Jra 
District .. nd fiv.e from R~<tn&giri JJistrict) were randomly . 
selected. ";l'he total sample involved 84 farmc~rs as inform<:Jtion 
in respect o:f 12 farmers from Nahabaleshwvr taluk& could not 
be ·obt&ined in·time. 

The crops grown by the selected farm,rs were clessified 
according to the cstegory of the land on which they were 
grown. The per acre cost of cultiv~tion gross return and 
profit from different crops for each category of land were 
worked out. The following. categories of land were observed 
in the selected villages. 

1. Ordinary paddy lcmd. 
2. W.:.:rkas land. 
3. Irrigated land. 
4. Unirrigated land. 

The per acre net income from different categories of 
land was ~~orked out w~ch is given below: 

Sr. Land Limit Per acre Tot&l 

~ n-<>t income income 

l. Ir;rigatod Idee land 
783 2." Ordin<:Jry paddy land 3 261 

3· warkas land 10 71 710 
4. Perennially irrig~~ed land 2! 406 1015 
5. ~easonally irrigbted l&nd Not foll1"1d in -t;,:-.Le sc.mple. 
6. unirrig<:Jtsd (dry land) 7! lOB 810 

In the Cbse of perennially irrigated land only sug&r
cane crop is considered as the crop remc.ins in the field for 



'12- months· or more._ ·This ·crop· i·s generally irrig&ted by 
well irrig<,tion which is not an assured supply of water. 
However, by source of irrigation such lands may not be· 
considered as perennially irrigated according to the 
defin~tion of irrigated.lands given in B.T. & A.L. Act; 1948. 

• . i - . 

_ ·Although there were not cases of irrigated rice land 
in ~he sample it is a common obsarvation that irrigated 
rtice.lands give little more income than ordinary rainfed' 
paddy' land. · It is, therefore, felt that 2i acres of irri
g~ted. 'p!:lddy and 3. acres· of ordinary pa<.:Jy can be treated 
as eqUivalent for practic!:ll purpose. 

Warkas lands are cultivated every alternate year 
and give about Hs. 71 net income per acre. lO.acres of 
wark&s l&nd gives return of !is. 710/-. 

3. · _'In unir;;.igated Jirayat land mostly food crops like 
·Jawar is grown and it gives-net income of Rs. 108 per acre. 
?i acres of unirrigated land gives return of Rs. 810/•• : 
The yield from 10 acres of warkas.land_compares favourably 
with yield from 7i acres of'llnirrigated lando Seasonally 
irrigated Jirflyat land w~s not found iJ;:t the sfi:!Dpie~ ... 

The Relationship of 1 : 2 : 3'between Perennially 
irrigated Jirayat land, Seasonally irrigated Jirayat land 
and unirrigated land also appears ~o be correct. 

' . 
·Taking into consideration the economics of crops, the 

revised definition approved by the State Level Project 
Coordination-Committee appeers to be correct an~ may be 
accepted. 



CH.A?TER III 

PROGRESS OF THE PROG~~ 

-···· ___ n•e __ ju!!~Ei~~~-~o!l .. Pf. the SFDA-Chiplun comprised five 
,t&lukas of ha~nag~r~.a~str~ct and· three taluKas of Satara 
·district.~ Thr;o c;;rginal f&rmer' s scheme was oper<>tive in two 
talukas, Chiplun of hatnagi.r:i district and P&tan of Satara 
district, ~1d SFDA-Chiplun was to administer it as this was a 
composite project:· D<-tails of small ai:l marginal ·farmers ana 
~gricultural labourers identified have been.given in Ch&pter I. 
As per-·the proj,ct report the Agency was to cov"'r about 50,000 
families of potentially viable small farmers o,nd about 20,000 
families of marginal farmers·and agricultural labourers during 

.the four year period. Since the identified number of small and 
marginal farmers eligible to receive benefits under SFDA was · 
122,804 nearly two out of every five families had to be 

.covered to fulfil the projects target. Similarly, the numb~r 
of merginc.l f&rmers end agricultural labourers identified was 
74,839 only two out'of every seven families had to be cover3d 

to fulfil the project target. 

Progress of the Scheme 
.. 

· The Agency·was expected to start functioning from 
April 1970 1 but that was delayed on some grounds· or other and 
the actu8l ~·orking of the Agency started in October 1970. By 

·then t.he targets fo.r v~riqus schemes under both the programmes 
were more or less decided Upon. The targets decided were for 
the proposed four year period of the programme end therefore,. 
needed to 'Be allotted· for each year of the programme. In view 
of the delayed start to the functioning of the Agency,the 
period aveil?ble for execution of the schemes was very short 
and thus the targets set for· the first year,. 1970-71, were 

··nominal both under SFDA end· ~lF.AL. In fact, the normal working 
of the·Agency ~tarted from April 1971. Teble.l5·gives the · . 
targets (in respect of certain individual items ·only) set for 
both 3FDA end MFAL programmes from inception to 31st March 1973 
i.e. upto the end. of ti:te ti1ird.year of. ".he scheme. ·Certain · 
~tel!ls.:;;\lch.as.joint wells,.community wells e.tc. have not been 
includad in the table specifically bec!:luse fulfilment of thase 
is very much dependent on the interest that-Village Panch~yats 
take into such a scheme. Targets for five talukas of Ratnagiri 

·district have .. been clubbed .togather, while those for three · 
talukas of Satara district are given separe~ely~ 

-Tables-16 and-17 give the progress unde~ different 
>schemes since its. inception to end of June 1973. A cursory 
,.glance at. the targets and t!;le progress report, which was 
submitted to 17th meeting of Agency held on 23rd.~uly 1973 at 
Satara, will be enough to tell that in most cases it is 
.impossible to judge the progress of various schemes in relation 
to targPts set for·each itam since inception. Incidentally, 
in the ·16th meeting held on 30th April 1973 at Setera, the 
Lgency took a review of' its. targets and achievements of these. 
targets with a view to allotting'tergets for the remaining 
period, which had been extended to l·iarch 1976, of. three years. 
This., houevar, will be looked into.latslr. _Th:re. ~s no .. - - -
consistency in prescribing targets end report~ng the progress. 
For instance tergats for •Land Levelling' end 'Land Improve
ment' have been stipulated separately end in terms of acres, 
while the progress report narr~'tes the number of epplicf,nts 
for both these items put together.and there is no way out to 

45. 



'l'argets. set -Up:.fGr-:3lst· -r;Iarch 1973 from the Inception 
of the Schemes for Small Farmers and IJ!arginal Ft<rmers 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - .. - - - -

Item 

SFDA MFAL .. 
---------~-------------~-- --------------Ratna- 1J!aha- J awali- Pat an· Chip:.. Paten 
giri bale- lun 

shwar 
- ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - -

· ·1. Land levelling 
. · ·_(acres) 
2. Land Improvement 
· ·(acres)· 

3 ~- 'N.:J.a bunding 
4. Intdnsive Culti

VC!tion (acres) 
5. horticulture 

( Eo.Cres) 
6.-Plough bullocks 

(Nos.) 
7. ~dlch Eo.nimbls 

(Nos.) . 
8. Poultry (units 

of 50 birds) 
9. Shaep and goat 

:(units of 20) · . 
10. Cattle ,sheds (Nos.)· 

11. New wells (NosJ 

12. Repairs to old 
wells. (Nos.) 

13. Cetch ~fell!> (Nos.) 
14. Pump sets--oil' 

engines (·No.) 

330 . 

?.820 

240 
2J340 

100 

900 

2485 

140 

.125 

235. 

. 385 

235 

81 
340 

15._E1ectri~ Motors (Nos.): 7 

40 

500 

30 
7450 

8 

200 

425 

30. 

JO 

26 

10 

45 

i6. _Share:.capital loan 175000 20000 
. (~!>.). . . 

17. !-'lanager;i.a1 · 200000 
subsidy ( Rs.) · · . 

18. Assistance to 
artisans · ·( Rs.). 

19. P~sistance ~o 
Banks (hs.) .· 

20. Construction of 
godowns (1-io.) · 

21. RurCJl Works -
Roads (J:ts.) 

.. 
- -- - - - - - -

200000 

100000 

15 

-

- - - -

3 

- - ... -

70 

640 

55 
5425 

·2 

200 

€?35 

30 

30 

125 

100 

50 

20 

65 

130 

1440 

75 
8900 

.10 

300 

930 

40 

65 

. 200 

185 

. .120 

25 
185 

110 

630 

443.5 

175 

100 

504 

51 

J.lO 

50 

5 
. 2.2 

36 

135 

930 

5875 

175 

100 

io3 
111 

4 ·4 12 - 1j 
35000'' '50000 150000 15000, 

-. 
.-

'J 3 

I 
500000' 50000] 

. I 

- -- ---- - - - - - -. ' 



Table 16 : Progress under Different Scheme;sinc·e Its Inception Upto b;nd of June 1973 · 
\ 

Item 
~· 

District 
or 

Taluka 

/Sm11ll Farmers 
- - - - - - .;/- - - - - - - - - - - - - -

No. of No •. of _ No. of 
applic;.tions e.pplicl,tions farmdrs 
collected sanctioned who lifted 

loan 

------- ------Applic;tions·pending Applies-
with tiona 
---------------------- rej<cted Bank BDO Otner 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
1. Land l~velling 

and 
dev.:~lopment 

:(. Plough 
Bullocks 

.3 .- Net~ 11 ell's 
·-·. 

' . :'' 

4. Rep11irs to 
Old tlells 

li&tnagiri 
Mah11baleshwar 
Jaoli 
Pat an 
TOTAL 

.n.e.tn11giri 
J•,ahc: b 1:11 eshwE.r. 
Jsoli 
Pat an 
TOTAL 

Rotnagiri , 
'' Mahabaleshwar 

Jaoli 
Paten 
TOT ilL 

Ratm.giri 
Uahabaleshwar 
Jaoli 
Paten ' · 
TOTAL 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

1133 
l:C.l 
25.3 
218 

1725 

109.3 -. 
109.3 

. 157 
'•''47 

·ao 
.. 99 
.38.3 

74 
2 

46 
20 

142 

410 
54 
96 

114 
674 

854 

120 
.36 
56 
47 

259 

41 
1 

16 
12 
70 

--------

?.82 
'48 

57 
78 

!+65 

--·- ·- - -

60.3 . 

603 

114 
.33 
'.44 
46 

2.37 ' 

.39 
1 

11 
'12 

6.3 

~.A, N,A, N,A, N • r... 
1 
2 

17 
20 

5 
10 
15 

. N ,A. 

' 1 

1 

2 
24 
a 

.34 

N.A. 

N.J... 

·-

N.h. 

------

-
N.A, 

·-
-

N,A, 

-' 

27' 
.31 
46 

104 

N ,.P. • 

N .J>. 
8 
9 

1.3 
.30 

N,.A, 
1 
1 
7 
9 

(continued) 



l'oble 16 (continued) 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
It<lm 

5. i'ump vets, 
oil en[,ine, 
electric 
motor etc. 

7 .' 'Foul try 

District 
or 

Taluko. 

No. of 
e.pplic.ctions 
collected 

No. of 
e.pplictti-ons 
sanctioned 

- - - - - - - - - -· -'- - - - - - - - -
He;tnc.giri 
JVJ·,he;bsleshwar 
Jo,oli 
Pote.n 
TOTaL 

l\atno.l'iri 
i·lshobaleshwsr 
Jsoli 
Paten 
TOTAL 

hc-tnagiri 
Mc.heb&les~1wer 
J aoli · 
Pet en 
TOTAL 

206 
30 

101 
87 

424 

1603 
324 
433 
352 

2762 

198 

4 
1'02 

124 
5 

61 
48 

238 

1335· 
49 

1'98 
218 

1900 

79 

3 
82 

No. of 
fe.rmers 
who lifted 
lo21n 

103 
2 

47 
32 

184 

8::3 
33 

183 
133 

1172 

71 

3 
74 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - ----.;.--

Applications pending 
with 
---------------------. . 
Bank BDO Oth::r 

N.A. N.J ... , N.A. 
3 
8 1 

24 10 
35 11 

N.A. N .1-' ... N.A. 
153 4 85 
106 

19 
278 4 

~!,A, N,A. N.J. • . 

N.h. N .1 .... N,.A, 

Applicc.
tions 
rej e.ct.ed 

N • .t ... 
5 

15 
12 
32 

N .A. 
33 
79 

115 
227 

N ,;.;.., . 

N .1 ... 

-------
(continued) 



T&ble 16 • (continued) • 

- -- -· - - -·- - - - - - - - - - -. - - -..,;· - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - -District No. of No. of No. of Applications pend_ing Applica-
, ' I or . - applicetions applic&tions farmers wi.th tiona 

Item Taluka collected sanctioned who l:l:fted --------------------- rejected 
loan . Benli: BDO ·• Other 

- - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - -- - - - - --- - - - -- - - - - -
8. Sheep E. ltd Retnegiri 114 

·Gobta· MEJhabaleshwElr 
31 5 N,.t~. N•4• .N.A, ~.A, 

Jeoli • 
Paten 1 ,,1 N.A. ·N.A, N.J.-. N,A, 
TOT..:.!. , 11:5 32 5 - - :-. . 

9. Cattle sheds Retnogiri 21 . 9 4 li .~&.. N~J., N.J... N.J.. 
Mehebeleshwar 7 - N,:t •.• 1J .jl.. N,.b., N .11. ~ 

Jeoli :.-• - ·- "' Paten - . -. TOTAL ; 28 9 4 

10. Intensive Ratnagiri 7275 7275 3181 N • .J),. N ,f. • N.A. N' ei"!.e 
·Culti vetion- MCJhkib<i1esh·..ter · 1128 ·nn 422 N.J... N • .t~. N.A. N.A. 

Jeoli 7674 7674 ?797 N,A, N,A, N .1-~ • N ,.A • 
Paten 2532 2532 ' 789 .. N • .h.. N • .t:..·. P..f~J:. • . N.i, 
T.OTAL:· :)..8609 18609 7189 _N.i ... N .1-... • N ·'•• N •. :,.. 

.. - - " 
.. - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -.-- -- - - -- .- - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - -



i'ro:Jo5.J m1der Diff.r-:nt -:c:c;·,em:,;s 3iDc3 Its Inc::pt\on Un·o Snd nf June 1S73 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Item 

1. L&~d levelling 
,,nd cl2veloprn "nt 

2. Plough Bullocks 

3. !lew ~Jells 

4. ;,epoirs to 
Old "'"1ls 

5. Pump s~ts, oil 
engine, alactric 

- .rno.tor etc •.. 

T&luko 

- -
Cbiplun 
i'r•tc.n 
'rOri';:._L 

Cbiplun 
Pc·.tccn 
TOTAL 

Ci1iplun 
Pvtf,n 

.TO'J.,.n.L 

Chiplu.n 
PC<t&n 
'l' O'l'.b..L 

Chiplun 
P&tc.n 
TOT~..L 

- -

- - - - - - - - - - - - - -
J.Jo. of 
c•pplic .. tions 
collc.cted 

- - - - -
?.Hl 
438 
656 

120 

120 

26 
70 
96 

6 
19 
25 

21 
llO 

. 131 

Uo, of 
8PPlice;tions 
s~nction~d 

- - - -
176 
306 
h82 

105 

105 

18 
52 
70 

1 
12 
13 

16 
79 
95 

------------------------

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
t.•o, of i.pplic ~ tions p =nding 
fc•rm rs ·-ri th 
who lifted ------~-----~-~-----~-
1o&n B8nk BDO · qther 

1'6 
??.7 
3 53 

53 

53 

18 
41 
59 . 

9 
9 

12 
61 

' 73 

--- -.-.- - -
N ,_,.. • ~r. ! . • f\T,J:_, 
106 20 6 
106 :>o 6 

J\T ,A • N,_.·_, ., 

N • _?._ • 

1~."":.., N,k, N, ... _, 
15.- 3 
15 3 . 

N •4··. N ,.h., . l\1 , ... i., 

7 
7 

N.~. N.~. N.~ .• 
2.5 6 
25 . 6 

' 

J.p->·lic~o
tions 
rejected· 

1:. · .• 
6$ 
68 

N ,.LI. • 
6 
6· 

(continu:od) 

"' 0 



T~ble 17 : (continued) 

-------- ------
.item · '1'1:1luka 

-------No, of 
applicatioila 
collected 

-------------- -·- -·---
. . - - - - ..:.''- - ":"" -

No, of 
applications 
a&nctioned 

i'io. of .t..pplici1:1tions pending· Applice-
farm-"rs \dth . : · · tiona · 
who lifted '-------;.-·------ .. ~--;.:.._ rejact10d 
loan Bank BDO Other 

- - - - - - - - - ·- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -: :- - - - - . - -- - -·--- - - - - - ·-
6. Nilch GEJttle 

7, Poultry · 

g,- Sheep end Goat · 

9. Intensive 
Cul ti n·tiori 

------ ~.-----

Chiplun 
PEJtan 
TOTAL 

Chiplun 
Pat em 
TOTAL 

Chiplun 
Paten 
TOTAL 

Chiplun 
P&tan· 
T0'1'.4.1 

666 
1444 
2110 

sg 
g 

96 

77 
·1 

-7S 

4SOO. 
l77C 
6570 

444 
657 

1101 

13 
5 

lS 

6 

6 

4SOO 
1770 
6570 

297 
382 
679 
.11 

4 

6 

6 

4SOO 
1770 
6570 

- - - - - - - - - -

30 
111 
141 

10 

10 

-
- - -

- 9 1S3 - 52 624 
61 807 

41 24 
3 

41 3" 24 

7l 
-· 1 

72 

- - - - - - -

"' ,_. 
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know the area that is likely to be improved upon as a result 
of this scheme. The minimum that the Agency could have dona 
in the matter of reporting progress was reporting the area 
for which loans have been sought, sanctioned and lifted along 
with the number of applicants etc~ This information is 
inveriably available with the finencing institutions and 
could have been made use of to give a better reporting of the 
Agency's activity. This could have given some idea .a.s to how 
the particuler scheme is progressing and'is being responded 
to· in relation to the target set for .. the year. There is an 
altarn~t~ way out to assess the area fer which the loans have 
been sanctioned and lifted. The per acre rate of lending 
could heve been used-to find out the acreage since· the 
progress report gives the amount sanctioned and>lifted by 
these applicants. Here the difficulty in assessing the area 
arises on account .of the differing per acre rates of lending 
in respect of land development and land levelling &nd also 
the lack of iriform&tion regarding lifting pf 1st or 1st and 
2nd instalments. This, too, could have'qeen facilitated if the 
Agency had asked the financing institutions to.submit the 
information little more in detail and clearly. ·rn effect ~ 
the progress report at each of the meetings of the Agency · 
results into a game of numbers. Additional difficulties to 
assess the area arise as a result of the lending policies of 
the financing institutions. The banks-h!lve not invariably 
followed the lending' rates per.acre prescribed by the ·Agency 
The Agency had proposed lending Rs.500 per acre for land 
levelling and Rs. 250 per acre for land improvement. ·How 
these per acre rates were fixed at this low level is difficult 
to know.. As a result .of the query made, in M6rc~ 1972, the 
Divisional Soil Conservation Office had 'advised. that as per 
their estimate the cost of levelling one acre of land was 
around _lis. 800 and'to support his estimate had given the 
details of costs in four blocks in execution in Paten and 
Jawali talukas. The cost estimates for the four blocks are 
given below. -

(1) dambavada Bl. No. 12,. Sub-division : Patan 

Area of the-block: 13T03 acres, %Slope ! 4% 

i) Average No. of terraces 
that are likely-to be 
constructed in one acre 

ii) Aver&ge earth work likely 
to be carried out in one 
acre of terrac.es 

iii) No. of outlets that would 
be required to be 
constructed (Grass outlet) 

iv) Survey work : 

(a) During construction 
( b ) Planning · : 

Total ~ark's cost per acre. 

l.;uanti~y 

809-20 
cu.metres 

3 

/ 

3 Terra5-e~o. . 

Amount (hs. 

768.74 

19.50 

' 9.00 
2.00 

·------
799.24 
.:.....:----
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(2) Bh£•n&ng Bl•iio,l8, dub-division: Jiledha (Jeweli Talu~<a) 

' Area of the block: 18-18 eocrl3.s, ~~ .Slope: 57-. 

i) Averega· No.of terreces that 
· · eore liKely' to be 

constructed in one ocre . -
ii)Avar<:~ge'earth-work likely 

to be carried out in one 
acre of terraces 

iii) No~of outlets th<>t would 
be required to be 
constructed ('Grass outlets) 

iv) 3urvey Cost: 
·(eo) During construction. 
(b) Planning · · " 

Total vlork' s Cost per acre· 

6 'Ierrac;as 
C.:uantity Amount (i-.s.~ 

800 cu. 
metres 

6 

760.00 

39.00 

9.00 
2.00 

-------
810.00 ------

(3) Wagheshwar Bl.No.l6, Sub-division: Medha (J~•wi'lli Taluke) 

Area of·theolock: 8-11 EJcres. % Sl:ope: 6'[,. 

i) .P.v<orc-ge No.of terraces that 
are like to be constructed. 4 Terraces. 

,., ___ i:!J 

.. 

in one acre 

4ver~ge earth-work likely 
to be card.ed out in one 
acre of terraces 

iii) - t~o.of outlets that would 
· required to be ·constructed 

( Grass outlets) 

iv) Survey Work: 
(a) During construction 
(bl. Planning 

Tot<Jl, lvork' s Cost per acre 

f..ouantity 

894-40-
cu.metres 

4 

14) Goshatwadi Bl.No. 18, Sub-division: Patan 

Area of. .the block: 9-10 acres •. % Slop~: .7%. 

Amount ( Rs. ) 

849.68 

26.00 

9.00 
2.00 

886.68. 

H·'Aver<Jge No.of terraces 
that are likely t.o be 
constructed in one acr~ 

4 Terraces 

ii) Aver~·ge earth-work iik'ely 
to be carried out in one 
acre of terraces 

iii) No.of outlets 'that will be 
required to be constructed . 
(Grass outlets} · 

iv') Survey vlork:. . . 
.' : (s). During· construction 

,< b )•. Pl&nnin~ 

- 'roteol: ~·lor~~· o •Gost per. aqre 

761-60 
cu.metres 

4 . 

Amount ( Rs • ) 

723 .5~ 

> _-, 

9.00 
2.00 
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The·-Tour-eost.·--esti-mat-es :~re f.O:r--.lend,-wit.h~-.'l~rY.ing slope"' 
frolll 4% to 7~·· The .variation in estimates is the resu.lt of 
loc&l vc.ri~tions in.the'l~..oy of.the land:,·number.of sub
divisions in tne total area of the block ~nd the nUillber of 
bunds -:>tc. on the land. The "Divisional Soil·Conservation 
office had furth·.r communicated that the r~otes for earth-work 
_p~:;id by :>oil Cons~rvation Department ·i'i'ere lower thE~n the 
going rates and this vari.:.tion, .t9o, must be given due con
sid"r&tion when deciding the per acre requirement of funds, 
Considering all these factors f•n amount of Rs .800 per acre 
for land levelling will be a fair and 1·easonable estimvte. 
The Soil Conservation Office did not undertake construction 
of small bunds etc. that were covered under 1 Land Improvsm·.'nt 1 

and hence declined to give any estimates for the same. 

The Land Developm:mt B~mks that were to. finance this 
invest~ent in land thour,ht the per acre rates low but 
accept.ed these rates only nominally. The banks had their own 
stand~Q.for per acre loan limit of 50 per cent of valuation 
calculc>ted as .300 times l&nd revenue. As a result of this 
though. t_l:e banks accepted the per acre rates prescribed by the 
Agency rerely were these rates practised. There are quite a 
number of cases whP-re the pAr acre finance made available to 
cultive.tors varied too- muc·h. For inste.nce two extrema cases ·. 
were noticed while collecting information from the banks and 
other official sources. In these two cases both the farmers 
(small) had asked and lifed loan for land development, the 
relevant informetion being as below : - · . 

1) Re.ason for Borro~I_!g. 

2) Owned land as per 
Villege form SA · 

3) Area on whicn land improve
ment is undertaken or proposed 

41 Amount of loan sanctioned 

5) hate pc;r acre in relation 
to' _!lrea in (3) above 

Case 1 

Land --
Improvement 

9-12 acres 

0-06 acres 

Its. 13.00 

Rs. 8666 

Case 2 

Lane! 
Improvement 

. 10-0.3 acres 

10-03 acres 

Rs. 6oo-

. :- · Rs.: 60 

There-were suffici~ntly large number of cases in betweani 
the above two extremes· end~und<~r . SUCh 'CirC1llllStances tryi:rlg_ to 
assess acre£Jge on tp~ b~sis of loan sanctione~ and lifted and 
the per acre rates of landing becomes thoroughly me~ingless. rl 
The banks, no doubt, must have assessed the repaying capacity 1 • 

of the borrower, security offered etc. and· then come to\ the ,. 
conclusion that the rate prescribed by the Agency, in such ' 
cases, was either too high or too low to carry out the L' 
necessc.ry improvement. ., ·· 

: The project report had prescrib-:Jd the per acre rates of 
finance at Rs. 500 for 'Land Levelling' and lls. 250:for·•Land 
development', and the same were accepted by the Agency in its 
2nd ~~~ting bald on 28th January 1971. ln the same meeting a 
memb~r-had raised the issue of the quantum of loan being low 
and had stat eel. that it will be quite inadequate ·to·~·underte.ke 
and complete _the necessary investment. ·.The matter was .OI'!Ce . 
aga;i.l) discussed in. the . .3rd ma?ting, held on 26th Feb:J;"uary 197J~, 
and t:1e Agency by J.ts ResolutJ.on no. 35 resolved thaU the Land 
Development Banks;-.Bhould sanction the necessary loan for the· 
purp9s3 as per the recommendation of the Soil Conserv~tion 
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uffic,;,r or Ids deputy, tliougli for tl)e purpose of subsidy the 
amount of _loan co~sidere.d w:i,ll be .• (s. 500· p~r c:cre or the 
actuel.wh1chever 1s low. ·The matter rested here until 
January 1973 in spite of :the Di visiom>l Soil Cons arvation 
Offi·cer, ~&tara, having submitted his estimates c:nd. reco
mmand<:ltion that the loan amount of hs. SOO p<lr ~ere would be 
quite f&ir and rea'sohabl;;,. The matter was taken up again as 
a result of tt: :~ttar No. 22-10/72 Agri.Cr. dated 27th/28th 
Octob . .or 1972 from Director (Credit) , Department of Agriculture, 
Government of India •. The me•tter was taken up by v&rious 
Agencies •lith the Dep&rtment of Agricu.;.ture, GoVF;rnment of 
Indi&, not in 'th~· forin of adequ,8cy or inEJdequacy of loan per 
acre for land d6velopment but in the form of difference 1n 
subsidy rates·practised by 3FDA-UF.AL and the State Governments 
and Union Territories. 'l'he P.attern of subsidies under SFDA
MFAL was 25 per cent to 33 173 par cent of the cost of invest
ment for various programmes. The State Governments are 
implement;lng Plan and Non-Plc:n .scl1emes '·•hich also provide 
subsidies to par~icipant farmers at the rate of 15 to 50 p~r 
cent for different programmes. The suggestion from Government 
of India was that the present rates of subsidy under SFDA-~WP~ 
will continue to operate'wherever the subsidy admissible was 
lm-1er .under the StF>te programmes·. Wherev!;'r' the subsidy rates 
of the ~tate programmes were higher than the project pattern 
rate then in that .case the: rete of subsidy should be aligned 
to the prevalent State sul:Jsidy rats. The contribution from 
SFPA-MF.i.J. will be in accordance with the approved pattern and 
the balance portion will be drawn from the State resources to 
attain the level of State pattern. \·•hether ·the State Govern
ment ~ras agreeable to such a proposal was not indicated in the 
letter mentioned above or in the Agency's proceedings. However, 
at this moment the Agency came out with a. proposal that the 
permissible expenditure limit be raised as the presant one is 
ii.adequate. · That the Agency took almost two years to make 
SUCh a'propoiiaJ."is enotigh':to show the .pace of its working. 
The Agency by its Resolution No. 230 dated 30th January 1973 
approved that ~<r a~re rate, for 'Land developm~nt vnd 
levelling', of permissible expenditure be-raised toRs. 800 
and in ~ertain cases upto Rs. 1200 and requested the Government 
of India to acco.rd its approv~l to rai=a the rate of financing 
for land development ;;or!~ upto the lim~ t prescribed 'by the 
State Government from time to time, the present rates being· 
as resolved above. The Government of India in due course 
i .a. in -S·eptember:'l973 .. allowed the Agency to increase .the 
limit from Rs. 5.00 t.o Its. ;].200 ·for considering subsidy due 
and admissible for land. deve;lopment and la!ld levelling •. The. 
Agency advised the Land Development Banks etc. to submit the1r 
claims for subsidy at· the l.imi ting rate of Its. 1200 per acre 
from 30th January 1973. Th'is was conveyed to financing 
institution sometime in November 1973. Effectively 'the 
matter finally got settled at the ·.end• cif almost three Y7~rs 
since the inadequacy of per acre rate was first rc.ised 1n 
January 1971. Claims to .higher subsidy,as a resu~t.of 

'enhanced rate of investment per acre, were not 8pplicable 
to borrowers earlier to 30th January 1973. The cost of the 
delay, thaFefore, is to t~e.participants prev~o~s to 30th. 
January 1973. vlhat benef1.c1al eff.,cts the ra1s1.ng of loan 
limits ·admissible for subsidy, will have is difficult to 
visualize at the moment. It seems that the Government of 
Maharashtra was to some extent.· instrumental, in getting thid 
limit raised from Rs. 500 to ;\s• 1200 per acre, through its 
refGrance 1~o. SFD/19-73/56927/J, dated 23rd June 1?7? ~o 
Goverrunent of India. There saems to be one poss1.b1l1ty.that 
3FDA-;·:.F.AL project will contribute 25 per cent subsidy admissible 
under its rules towards the land. development work undertaken 
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dep<.rtm;,nt,E<lly ·by the i:lt~:>te Govarnm~nt 't>'ithin.the project 
area-and tbereby enhance its roport~ng of &sslstanc~ to 
small tnd rnt.rginal farmers und;:;r the scheme. If thls :were 
not tobe so it is difficult to understand why the 
Divisional Soil Conservation Officer, rtatnegiri and Satara 
are requested to send the subsidy claims of all such small 
and merginc•l ferm:•rs whose lands have been developed 
departmentelly after 30th,Jan)lary 1973 i.e. ~he date of t~e 
rtesolut1on No. 230. The ;)tate Government whlch pays subs~dy 
at thJ rate of 62! per cent on such ~1orks stands to gai:a if 
such an agreement hes been Nai:h.ed since it now will have to 
bear the subsidy cost of 37! per cent only. As a result of 
such t.n sgreement, if at all any exists·, it is only hoped 
that· doubl~ reportin-g of land dav·e;t.opeid or levelled does not 
take plt.ce as a result of both claiming the area in th~ir 
respective reports. 

The above relat~d to land levelling and land develop
ment and.the progress reported at the end of three years 
end5.ng Mcorch 1973 is vary poor. In respect of other schemes1 such as new wells, repairs to old wells, etc. falling un'4er · · 
long term loans and milch animals, plough bullocks, poultry 
etc. fulling und~r medium_ term loans, the prog,ress in rela
tion to targets is very poor. In respect of 'intensive 
cultivation' the difficulty in assessing the progress arises 
·in the s~>me manner as. has, already, been noted earlier in · 
respect of.land levelling and land develop~ent. Here again 
the progress report does not give acreages but once again 
gives the number of applicemts etc. The targets prescribed;: 
for various crops, under intensive cultivation for the two 
years 1971-72 and ·1972-73 were. as given below. 

• • ' # 

1971-72 

Sm<>.ll Farmbrs Narginal . l''arme~~ 
~~------------------------ ----~----------hfitna- Paten J awali t4aha- Chiplun Petal" 
girl bale-
Dist. shwar .. 

f. bybried P~ddy 
. (~:>eras) · .. . 

10000 1300 1306 '409 2550* -
2. Hybrid J ower 2000 1000 1000. 25Qo'p) (acres) · 
3. Oil seeds (~:>eras) 3000 1300. 1300 400 

. .• !J 

4?-Total 13000 3600 2600 11300 2550 
(* includes 50 acres of summer paddy.) 

1972-7~ 

1. Vegetable culti-' 

f' vation (acpsl i40 100 50 '~ 66 '. . 
2. High neldlnr 

1 : Paddy (acres . . 6400 1300 1400 1400 1000' 3. High. Yie1dinr 
Jow~r (acres ioodj. 

4. Local crops 3500 ::>obo 2000 500 "~00 (acres) 50'( : 
5. Oilseeds (l:lcres) 100 2000 . 2000 . I 

900. 100 400 6. Sugarcane(acres) 200 400 200 - 25 75 
'l'otal 10340 5300 5650 21325 . 16135 3175 
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The tarE;"lts prescribed for Vf,rious crops. vre as above 
while the reporting is in terms of nlllilb<.r of applicants etc, 

and tn&t t~o a cumulative figure since the inception of the 
scheme • ..>ven the response to vc.rious crops has'not been 
detailed in the progr2ss report.· As in the case of lend 
levelling and Q.evelopment detailed infqrmetion could have 
been sought from the fin&ncir.g institutions end it could have 
been included-in the progress report. It could heve also b~en 
furnished from tha subsidy dem&nd .:from the b&nks nnd the 
~ocL:ties that forward _the claims ·for .subsidy to the Agency • 
.t;:ren the &lternate method to assess t:-.e· acrec.ge ·through loan 
d~sbursement is not open fir::;tly,. on account of differing 
rates of finance for various crops end secondly, because of 
the rete Qf finance that the Agency takes into consid<-r&tion 
for ·the purpose of ri;>k fund to financing institutions end 
subsidy to farmers., >Ad.ditionally .there. is no way out to know 
wheth?r the p&rticipants lifted loan for the=full dose, one
half dose or one-third dose' • T·he rete of finen'c'e considered 
by the Agency in its budget provisions is quite different 
from.the rates that the banks deem fit. This can be seen 
from r&.tes for v~ri·ous crops given below. 

1. 
2. 
3. 

4. 
5. 

6. 

7. 

Khc:-rif Paddy (per <Jere) 
HYV Paddy .(per acre) 
HYV Paddy Slimmer (per_a.cre) 

' 
Hybrid. Jowar (per a~re) 
Oilseeds · (per acre)· (aj 

(b 
Local Crop Paddy 

Jow~:or 
Sugarcane - . (a) . 

(b) 

Agency D .c ,C·.B11nk 
· Setara 

Rs. 200 Rs,llO 
Rs. .300 Rs.:no 
Rs. 300 Rs • .325+Rs.75 for pump 

Rs. 150 Rs,?95; 
irrigation 

Hs. ?00 Rs.l.30 
Rs. 100 ·.·. 

.. -r 
Rs':"llO 
Rs.l05 

Hs,2000 Rs.l400 · 
'Rs.lOOO 

( a - sm~ll farmcirs; b -marginal far~ers.) 

That the proj2.ct report should hav.e prescribed differ
ing rc.t=~s of loen .. finence for the.same crop in rag~::rd to 
small and marginal .farmers is very curious. ~xcepting one or 
two crops the r&tas. considered by the Agency ere lo••er than 

·the D,C.C. Bank loan r~:otes. The Bank h&s different rates for 
sugarcane for ratoon crop, Adsali crop etc, and only has been 
given above. By and l~:orge, therefore, the progress reports 
'of the Agency fail to give any relevant end worthwhile 
information about ·the schemes. 'Thus, for.want of any clearcut 
.assessment· of physical achievement of various: developmental 
assistance schemes some alternative method needs to be looked 
into. The only other immediately available source i_s the 
comp~rison of budgetery'senctions and actual disburs~ment 
under each head. Table lg·gives budget provision end actual 
expenditura (subsidy, risk fund &nd grants etc,) und~r v~ry 
·broad heads for the three yecrs 1970-71, 1971-72 and 197:?-73 
:in respect of SFDA end NFAL sep=ately. The A&ency ' 
administered a composite project bnd hence administration 

·sanctions and expenditure has been· sho~n on thecSFDA accounts 
only. In view of the compar<:tively short period of-function
ing of the Agency during 1970-71, the·larg;e surplus balance 
over tha budgeted expenditure is somewhat n&tUral. while 
.the budgetary, sanctions >1-"lre separ&ta for S}?DA and ~AL, the 
IJCCOunts of expenditure do ·not seem- to ··h"'ve been maintained 
separately ~nd to that extent the surplus balance over the 
budgeted expenditure would be very much larger at Hs • .344165 
the~ the SFDA accounts will show. Leaving aside sanctioned 



Teb1e 18 : Budget Provision c.nd Expenditure (;;ubsidy &nd i(isk Fund etc. l und:·r SFDA end HFAL 
Proj~ct I Cllip1un 

--- f"'--

I tams 

- - - - - - - - - -
1, Administrbtion 
2 ..... gricu1ture 
J. ••dnpr Irrigc.tion 
4, Animb1 husb~:~ndry _ 

- - -

5. ~tr~ngthening of Cooperutives 
6. Bench ;vJvrk Survey-· - . . 

·' 7. 1•1~:~rket~ng -.nd i:ltoras 
8, Rur~ Artisans 
9. Custom .;;e:irvice. , .. _ 

10. Subsidi&ry occupation 

- - - - -

- - -
..i.F.D.A." 

. . - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - --- -Budget Provision 

-------~-----------------1970-.?J.. 1_971-7,2. 197?-73 -- ~·~- - ---- ~-- --
83250 
75000 .. 
-1187.50 

31500' 

50000 
-_ 707000 
- '2.39000' 

500000· 
}50000 

300000 
1400000 
. 950000 
600000 
300000 

20000 
120000 

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

·Expenditure 

------------------------------------1970-71 1971-72. 1972-73 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
27286.51 129931.70 

725.00 179053•48· 
- 48887.50 

h9725 .oo . 177.005.48 
2598~51 50734.41 

129449.89 
317455.77 
171922.51 
186088.11' 
130971.89 

- 22575.55 33834.15 
62500,00 
25000,00 

. 3 08 500 17 46000 3 690000 -8o3)5.o2· -6o8i88.i2-1o4?222:32-. . . . . 

.. '• 

. M.F.Aot. 
1• Agricultural· 
2 •. .Ninor Irrigation 
3 • Animal Husbe.ndry : _ . . · 
·4·· Str:mgthening of Coopere.tive ·Societies 
··5. Rurel Works 
6. Bench Jl.!ark Survey .. 
7. Administretion · 

. . . :· ~·. _, ' 
: ·.,. . :··. ::. "· 

- ~ - - - -.. - - -- - ... - - - - - - - -·- - - - - - - - - - - -
45000 
20000 
51000 

-

448300 . : 550000 
2:?0080' 540000 
.152620- . 500000 
122000. 165000 . 
100000 900000 

10000 
500 -...... ------------- ---- .. -116000 1043500 ·2665000 

- - - - - - - -- - - - - - -·.- -

105295.29 
31863.00 
95250.15 
11560.00 

100000.00 

8o.oo 

384371.89 
28361.70 -

16717.4.47-
168:20.00 

356844.00 

232.00 
..· - ------344048.44 953804.06 
- - - - - - - - - - -- -

- - - - - - - - - ~ ----------------------------- -- - - ~ - - - - - - .--
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&nd c.ctucl expenditure on administrt~tion, it will be seen 
that t}J.<: ::xpenditure on d"v<;lopmental schemes w&s b&rely 
15.5 p~r··cent of budget<;ry ·sanctions. This hc.s been arrived 
at by t&:{ing SFDA and i>:FAL ·,&ccounts toget.her &s ao expenditure 
is accounted on NFAL accounts. · · · 

·' - . 

· I.1 tne sul:iscquent two ye<.rs 1971-72 and 1972-7.3 the 
progrc.~s was sl"iE,iltly better· but not vary encour&ging. The 
total budgetary_ sbnctions inclusive of administr&tion were 
vsry much larger £or both the years. Irt spite of sufficient 
allotment of funds the &gency '"as unable to make much headWC!Y 
and ti1e d.isbursament for 1971-72 was barely 28 per cent and 
.3.3 per c:mt of. sanctioned expenditure for SFDA &nd r.IFAL 
respectively. Budgetary sanctions for 1972-7.3 were little 
more :tl;an twice for the ye;ar .l971-72 e.nd the c.ctual disburse
ment had come down to barely 25 p~r cent for SFDA. Actual . 
disbursement in 1972-7.3 was about 36 per cent for l~AL. The 
most important items of disblirsem·-mt 1 in respect of both 
small farmers and marginal .farmers 1 . ~tere .mil chi cattle, inten
siye cultivation and minor irrigation· schemes •. Subsidy in. 
resp~ct of intensive cultivation is to be,continued in 
re?P.~ct of marginal farmers only. In.respect of small farmers 

· subsidy 'J'ias to be granted for the initiel two years only and 
no subsidy on inputs for intensive cultivation was allowable 
in ~he subsequent years. The success of. this particular 
scheme, therefor~, will have to be judged after the subsidy 
)1as been stopped. · . . 

The project ~aport made a provision of hs. 5 lacs for 
granting interest free loans to small and marginal farmers 
who ore non-members of the primary co-oper&tive credit · 
societies, to become members of such societies in the project 
area: Provisions against 1.:::trangthening of Co-operatives' 
for the ... tpe three yellrs include subsidies to co-operetive 
institutions and also the provision of lobns to non-members 
to become'members'of the prim~ry co-operative credit societies. 
Disburs.Jment of such' loans to non-members w.as reported for · · 
1971-72 &nd 1972-73 only-.and the relevant information for the 
two years is given below: _-

1971-72 19n-73 

--------------- ---------------No. of Amount No. of Amount 
farmers (lts.) f&rmers: (Hs.) 

Smali ··Farm<:rs 

1. Hatnagiri district 4 80 311 8000 
2. loilaheb.aleshwar 89 1780 12:3 . 2460 
3. Jawal1. 1:?8 2560 9?4 18480' 
4. Paten···, . 48 '960 _22 1900 

Total ~· . 269 5380 1453 30840 -
Marginal'Farmsrs 

J 

Chiplun 
.. .. 32 640 1. .. 

2. P!'lt&l} 546 10920 841 16840 

Total '· 578 11560 841 ].6820 
1 · .. ' ' -.-

: · The·. above informetion ·needs to be compared -.:i th the 
·identified small, margi_nal '&nd large a?d medium f~rm,~rs l:.nd 
the .total membership, 'Of these respect·1.ve ·C.&t'egon.as of 
farm~rs, of prim&ry co-opP.r~tive.cradi~·societies. _Some 
information in respect of these l.s ava1.lable regard1.ng Patan, 
Jawali and llahabaleshwar ta1ukas only ~H).d the same is 
presented below. · .. 
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Paten Jawali Mahabaleshwar 

Margin~l farmers identified 32560 8475 1577 
Small farmers identified · 5603 9129 1474 
Other farmers (·large et~.) 1611 N.A. N.A. 

Total farmers 39774 17604 3051 

Members of frimary credit. 23433 10705 2195 
~ocleties_ 1971-72) . 

It would be fair enough·tc essume that most of the 
l&.rge f<.rmers and majority of the small farmers ~re likely 
to be members of the primary credit societies. If this, in 
fact, holds good-then the problem of non-membership really 
relates to marginal f~rmers. Out of the total membership of 
co-oper6tives in Paten taluke smell and large farmers would 
account.for nearly 7214 members leaving a balsnce·or 16219 
members of co-operative credit societies to marginal farmers., 
Thus, it means that around 1634l.margi~al far~ers are not 
members of the co-oper~tive cred1t ·soc1eties 1n Paten taluka. 
Against this number of non-members (16341) the loans were 
advanced to 1387 farmers in the two years to become members 
of the credit societies. In the two-year period, therefore, 
the Agency had not been.able to enrol even 10 per cent of. 
non-members as·members. If co-operative credit facility is 

· to rac:ch the poor~r farmers these non-member mc:rginal farmers 
need to be enrolled as members in larger numbers. The same 
would be more or less true in respec~ of Jawali and Mahabaleshwar 
talukas. · · · · 

'As a·result of very po~r progress of granting loans to 
non-m,mbers to become members of prim€Jry co-operative credit 
soci~ties, the Agency was left with a balance of Rs.2,65,220. 
end fts. 1,55 020 out of·tne budget provisions under SFDA and 
MFAL respect! vely. In the AgE:ncy meeting of 30th J enuE•ry 1973, 
the project officer came put "'ith a propos.al to make tbe -same 
loan f<•cility· available to non-memb:~rs of co-operative sugar 
factories, within the project area, to become members. As 
p~r the heserve Bank's scheme, the District Central Co-opera
t1ve B!:>nk can advance three•fourth. amount of the : Share · · 
Value by way of l<iedium Term Loan for purchase· of such sh~:~res 
the_ ?Blanca of one-fourth ohare Value being met by the ' 
cult1Vfltor._ The Agency propos~ was that this balance of 
?ne-f?u~h 5hare Value be· advanced as interest free loan to 
1dent1f1ed smell and·marginal farmers who intend to cultivate 
s~gercane end thus desire to become members of the Co-opere
t1v~ ~ug~r Factory. In support of the proposal the Agency 
has C1ted.that the Government of India has already accorded 
its sanct1on to lt.FAL Project, Goa, ·in '&ct±vising its · 
progr~e oi' enrolment of membership of Sugar Factory within 
~hekp~oJe~t are~. The Agency, further,. states that the D.c,c. 

an s at atn~~1~ and Satara have agreed to such an arran e
~~~!e~~~:e ~1ll1ngT. to grant loan of threo-fourth Share V~lu~ to 

. 1ve ors. here are three Co-operative Su ar 
!:f~~~le-~~~~~h!uj~ ila~~l~. (Paten taluka) and BhJnj (\vei 
Chiplun~ While BhuinX: ~ 1C 1on of th~ SFDJ.-~AL Project . . 

;~~je~{ ~~: f~~i~~!J f~w~!ra~;c~~~b~ie~~;=~d~ai~~a~u~~s~~~-
~ugar Factory The t 1 . ar-e 0 operet1on of the said · 
be requiz:ed i; as bel~;~ 1nteres1; free loan amount that will 

1) Chiplun Sugar Factory 2j Mareli (Paten) 
3 Bhuinj 

Total 

Rs~ 2,50,000' 
Rs. J.-,50,000 
'fi.s 0 751000 
Rs. 7,75,000 . 
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The Agency in its 15th meeting of 30th January 1973 
accepted the proposal by its Resolution 216 and' agreed that 
the Government of India should be request~d to extend the 
facilit;y.of giving 25 per cent of the value of the share as 
~nterest free medium term loan to small and marginal, farmers 
1n order to enrol the said farmers as members of the 
Co-operative Sugar.Factory• 

The above proposition arose .as a result .of th'e surplus 
arising out of earmarked funds for·granting loeyns to non
members to become members of the prima1·y credit co-o'perl'ltives. 
Diverting these funds to such othe~related.activities may 
be quite legitimate but it at the same time underlines the 
Agency's failure to enrol non-members as membe~s of primary 
?redit soc~eties. Further, the surplus left with the Agency 
1s around hs. 4.0 lacs and the interest free loan required 

·is !ts. 7~75 lacs i.e. Rs. 3.75 lacs more than the available 
surplus-. These additional fund-s will have to be provided 
for in the future provisions and to that exten.t the funds 
available for new membership of primary credit co-operatives 
might get depleted and this might aiversely affect the fresh 
enrolment to primaries which is elready·very·poor. Again, 
t:he manner in which t:he small end marginal fermilrs have been 
iQ.entified on the basis of Village Form SA., tlie,benefits may 
accrue to already well off farmers and/or families to the 
detriment of.the poorer ones for whom the project is to be 
implemented.- · The ''Master Lists' of. small and ·mergin&l farmPrs 
are going to be scrutinized and corrected by taking into 
consideration the 1 operatiqnal 1 land holding of the family ' 
rather· than as was done ·by using the Vi_llage Form SA.. .If ·. 
the loans for Sugar Factory shares are·grant,ed on the basis 
of existing 1l-1aster Lists 1 there could be unnecessary 
~omplications when the lists get corrected. . · 

As the disbursement progresses from year to year· the 
proportionate share of expenses on administration goes dovm. 
The provision, for the four years of project period, was 
Rs. 5.50 lacs and Rs. 1.00 lee for administration under·SFDA 
and .MFAL projects. As a proportion of total 01;1t~ay (S. ~DA 
plus I1FALJ of Hs. 254.73 lacs the share of adm1n1strat1ve 
expenditure is eround 2.55 per cent an.d for t..'le, three years 
1970~71, 1971-72 and 197?,-73 the same works'out at 33.9 p~r 
eent,.l3.6 per cent and 6.8 per cent of actual expenditure_ 
for the r·espective years. For the three-year period admini
st.rative expenditure works out to be '9.8 per·cent o£ total 
expenditure. If this is ever going to be around thg proposed 
level of 2.55 per cent: of total outlay the progress in the 
·subsequent three years (proj~ct has been extended upto 
1975-76).'will have to be of a much higher order than hitherto 
reported. · · 

,Target Achievement ending March 1973 

As stated earlier the Azency in its'l6th meeting ,held 
on 30th April.l973 took a review of. its achievement sipce· 
inception and· distributeClthe balance of target for the 
remaining three-year·period ending March 1976. Table 19_giv~s 
the target as per project report end.the achievement endin.g 

'lViarch 1973, 'Do-th in.respect of SFDA· en~!v!FAL. ' 

How various echieyement figur~;~s' have been aiTived at 
is dirficult to comprehend. When the ~gency was requested 
to. give .. :t),:le Block-wise d,eteila of· achievement these were! not 

. readily :available nor we~ the Agency .. able ,to producEJ !-he 
· figures of farmers who h~d achievc.d this :target. Bes1des the 



T~·ble. 19 : ·~·arget as per Proj~ct. Report and Ac!lievsme11t upto 31-3-1973 f•nd Di.stribution fqr the 1t•3!Df:ining· 
Period 1973-14, 1974..;75, 1975-76 · · · 

' ' . - - -- -- - - - - - - - - - - - - -.- - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - ·- - -. - ~ T;Z:get - - ----- -:----- :-----
Sr. Total·targ!!!t Targat: 

.achieved 
. 

No. Item t•s per .Pro-
ject .Report 

.. 

------------ '!""--~--------:>,F. 
' ' l-i.F. S,_F. M.F. 

- - - - - -- ,.. - - - - :--· .... ~ - - -------.. 
l) A riculture : · 

a . Land-Development 10000 .· ·2000)' 
b .Land Levelling 1000 · 2ta0)•. 
cl Demonstrati'on Plot * • .. '· · * 
d ··Horticulture ' * ,·- * 
e Int. Cultiva_tfon ll6200 16200 
f Plough B.ullocks·~-·:: ·>; · 2000 200 

. ,., .... ··, .-: ;. . 

2) Animal. HusbandrY ; ··~- - ·' 

285 

)40 
-

4.'3.'35 
.347 

a} !>1116-h Cattle· · . :· 5000 1000 
b Poultry Unit · · · ·. ·: L. 2000. 1500 · 
c Sheep wtd' Goat · •·· .:·. - . 1000 

· (Scheme 'is· recently· apnroved) 
d) Cattle Sheds.·: ·· . 2000 300 

1120. 
' .74 

1 

2 
.'3) Minor' Irrigation · 

b ·Catch tlells . : .. '· ,1.35 a}. NeW- I'/ ells · '.: • ~: · 

c Hepairs to Old .Veil 
dJ· Lift Irrigati'on .... 
e Pump. sets . · · 

' 1500. : 300 . 
!·. 500. . 50 
!? 1000 . 100 ' 22 
I· .10 ·· ; , .·-
;; .'3000 200 ' ·: 125' 
1' .. . . ' 10 .. -

• t • 1 J' 

f . K9~kan Bandhara 
. ~. ~. ... 

'116 

so -
~02:i5 

.· 16 

.614 
. 15 

4 

·.-
.36 

. -· 
6 -. 

50. 
. -

I' , .. 
"·- --·--- ~-- -~-.-- ~ I . , .·~ ~ \: . . . . . - - ..... .;. - -

.... ,J • •• , . . ,_ .... : 

Balance distributed 

-----------1973-74 . . 
----------------------- 3.F. - M.F. - - - - - - - -. - - - - ~. - - -

10715. 2014 ·.'3000 600 

181 250 -· 125. ·' - - 1775 2 
111865 5975· ' 

165.'3" . 184 500 60 

JS!!O 386 ' .1500 .350 
1926 1485' .365 210. 

. 
996 10. 200 

1998 ,.. 680 so 
-~ ' .. . . . : 

1365 ·' 265 .300 100 
''500 50 •. 150 35 
:97·8( 94 180 30 . rol .. ·'io . 5 I· ; 
2875' 150 - '700 . 60 .. -· · . ' 1 · .• : 10 -·. •. ~-! ,: .. 10 ;..I' 

. .. 
: . ' 

Balance 

-----~---------------------1974-75 
-----------... 3,-F. li!.F, , --- .. -~. 

.3890 714 

250 125 ._ 
No scheme is 

.300 60 

1200 26 
800 600 

400 

ns 

565 S5 
200 10 . 
500 . 50 

. -
1100 50 

.;. 

1975-76 
------------S,F. . "lo1.F. -------

3905 700 

250 125 

continued. 
65.3 64 

1130 
761 675 

396 

600 

500· eo 
150 5 
478 44 

1075 40 

- - ~·- ·- - - - - ·- --.. - - --- -- --- - - -·- --
' ~ .,...:. .. ; .. 

. .;·No target is. given in Project It~port. · ' 

a-
1\) 
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abov: raquested break-up, the meaning of the word 'achievemc·nt • 
was 7tself not very clear to the agency. In normal usage 
'Achiev:ment' means compl~~ion, accomplishment or thing 
accompl~shed. Whether ac,u0vemt;nt 1 th-:c:refore, meant that 
land lav~lling and d:velopment has baen completed on 2S5 
~cres and 116 acres ~n res~ect of small and marginal farmers 
~s not a1; all clear. Or d~d-the achi€ve.nent have a limited 
meaning .. that loan disbursement for land levelling and develop
ment was for the above mentioned .&~ea? The Agency furnishes 
a progress report to its committee meeting and gives the 
details of its work in its annual report. These two sources 
may be tried to arrive at the figures. The necessary details 
from both the sources ere given below: 

f . 
. :. (~· 

Land Levelling end Development 
.) . 

Year ending 
31st· Harch.. _. 

SFDA ~lFAL 

--------------------- -------------------

1970-71 
1971-72 
1972-73 
Total 
ending lvi~;;rc~ 1973 

Cumulative Total 

No •. of 
farmers · 
who lifted 
loan 

4 
... 215 
. ' .. 166 

JS5 

as furnished to 16th 
Age:ncy meeting of 
30th April 1973 356 

Amount 
disbursed 

(Rs.) 

2900 
135850 
129272 

26S022 

259122 

No. of Amount 
farmers disbursed 
who lifted ( Rs.) 
loan 

U7· 
143 

270 

255 

71S25· · 
131725 

203550 

1SS150 

The difference in the number of farmers in the cumula
tive· total end the year-wise totel arises. as a result of '29· 
farmers (the actu81 differen~e under SFDAl having lifted the. 
two instalments of the loan in two financial years. Tne same 
is the case in respect of 15 farmers under ~WAL. However, 
this does not preclude the possibility of quite a few farm=rs 
having lifted both the_ instalments of the loan in the same 
financial. yaar. Why the diffP-:rence in the amount disbursed 

occurs, .is· not possible to explain but is of little consequence 
for tha purpose. The achievement under SF~A in respect of 
land·devaJ;opment is 2S5 acres and the maximum loan amount, · 
assuming ell the loan amount as cost of development, admissible. 
for suosidy will be Rs. 1,42,500 calculated at the Agency's 
prescribed rate of Rs. 50e per acre. As stated under Progress 
of the Scheme, the, banks have granted loans much beyond this 
rat.e per acre -but· the admissible' lo:an amount for subsidy :rill 
be as given above. It may be assumed, for the sake of 
·conv.enience, that in respect of these 2S5 acres the· banks 
did actually follow the prescribed rate of finance of Rs. 500 
per -acre end the loan disbursed would, therefore, amount-to 
Rs. 1,42,500, mak~ng all of this loan-amount admissible for 
subsidy •. The total.~o~n -disbU+sem~lit £or land levelling and 
development is reported at• R~. 2,5g,122·_(1ower of the two 
amounts given above being accepted'' for.the purpose) and 
excluding the .amount for completed land development (i.e. 
fis. 1,42 1 500) the balance of hs. 1,16,622 happens to be on 
account of incomplete area in which the work ~s in progr~ss. 
It is 'difficult to assume that &11 this amount will be in 
respect of the first instalment only. There are bound to be 
some casas ril:i.ere the farm"rs have lifted the second inst&l
mant of the loan after the utilization certificate for the · 



64 

· d Once again it may be assumed 
first instalment was o~ta}n~:1~ balance- amount of incomplete 
that ar~t~d 5~ml~~e~e~heoutiiiz&tion certificate in respect 
works, .a. su f the loan The Agency pays the 
of fir~t 1nsta~ent 0 ~r centi for first and second instal
prescnbed subs1dy }25 P- tt• utilization certificate for 
ments of ~the loan a ter ge -1~~en in respect of completed -_ 
~~~~si~~t~e~~ :=~~=~e~&;t subsidy has been paid in respect 
of first instalment only end. not for the- tote~ cost of the 
works. Iii th tl::e above as~umptions the follow:mg amount_s_ 
will be eligible for subs1dy •. 

J>mCiunt Subsidy ll.ctual 
eligible amount subsidy 
for @ 25:J& pai-d 

-_ . .subsidy of c~st @ 25% 
of cost 

' .- . .-.". Rs. Rs. Rs. 

Comple')<E:d works on 28$ 
acres - i of lqan -einouht . 71250 17812 

50% of amount of iri~mplate 
58311 14578 works in ·progres~_ -------;.. '------ -------

Total- 12.9561 )2390 29936 

Even W'ith ell the assumptions made in favour of the 
Ag~ncy tha amount of subsidy due is larger ~han actually . 
paid by. and of March 1973. The actual subsl.dy paid has be_en· 
assumed to be on first instalment only which is not likely 
to be a f~ct unless one is to accept that the utilization · 
certificr.te ·for all the 285 acrfls of claimed achievement were 

· submitted~very late in.Narch 1973 and hence could not be · 
disposed of and subsidy paid. It, therefore, meahs that. quite 
some amount of subsidy actually ~aid must be for completed 
work and the extent of t~tat amount is not possible to guess•_ · 
The above consideration is based.on the assumption that all 
the loans were for lend levelling where the rate of loan-per 
acre has been prescribed ·at Rs. 500. Actually the achievement 
consists of area under land levelling and land development. 
The per acre rate of £in~nce prescribed for land development 
was fis. 2.50 and if all the loans are assumed to be fo_r' land 
develepm~ht it ~oes not help solve the riddle of achievement . 
claimed. ' The amount of subsidy paid by end of- March 1973 is 
Rs. 29936, end !1ence_ the amount of lo&n eligi-ble for subsidy -
may be &ccepted as rts~ 1,19,744 (subsidy-being 25 per cent of 
cost) •. Since 285 acres is the claimed &chievement the cost 
of development of this area will be Hs. 71250; the cost being 
calculated at the admissible 'rate of Rs. 250 per acr.e. _ The 
balance or Rs. 47494 will then be the amoUnt of edmisstble 
loan for incomplete work in progress. If it is assumed that 
subsidy in respzct of completed works has been paid on the 
first instclment of loan amount i.~. one-half of the cost ~,d 
in ;es~ect of incomplete ~orks on about 50-per cent of the. _: · 
edmissl.ble emount subsidy hes_ been_ paid, "the resul'ts would . 
be as below. · · 

-. 



The amount of subsidy paid is twice the subsidy 
calculated above. Even if,subsidy for completed works be 
allowed on the total cost of Rs. 71,250 the total amount of 

. subsidy due. wil~ ~ncrease· by anotherRs. 81 906to Rs.23, 749 
and even this w1ll be less by about ns. 6,zoo than the 
actual subsidy p~id. . . · . . .. . . . . . · · 

• ! ~ 

All the. aJ)ove exercise does not lead us to any clet.r 
conclusions.· T~e claimed aqhievement is of land.levelling 
&nd land ·developmen~ put together &nd· in· vifiw. Pl .. two scales 
o£ fin&nce per a.cra prescribed it is impossiblli'"to arrive at 
the area· figures. . ·However 1 the above calculations dO suggest 
t·n~t there ·is something am1ss and the claim of achievement 
of 285 acres could be of doubtful veracity. .. . . 

·. . Alternate manner to arrive a.t the possibility is 
. through. the number of cultivators. In a note, submitted to 
lSth Ag~ncy meeting of 27th November 1973, the project 
.office·r stated that 11l&nd lev.elling or. the land development, 
in mc;>st cases, is fe.r less th&n ona· acre i.e. it is generally 
15 to 20 gunthas of land. only"~· If this assessment of the 
Pro~ect qfficer is. correct ·then to· achieve. 2S5 .. ac:res. of land 
;t.~velling:&nd/or land development the number of cult1vators 
w8uld beo:~J70, each cultivator having developed &nd/or 
l!!V'elled:>-2Q ·guntbf;ts or one-half acre' of land. This estimated 
figure_ ;is more by ... 214 farmarscth&n to whom the loari has been 
disbursed. JUl this refers to small farmers and achievement 

· in respe-ct:' of marg}nal farmers under Hmd .levelling and 
.davelopm~nt is not any different. If only the Agency had 
b"othered to keep the progress of l&nd levelling and land 
development separately in the ··progress report the above 
guesswork could have been saved.and the achievement claimed 
judged in a•more meaningful way. 

The achievement of area under 'Intensive Cultivation' 
has been claimed at 4335 acres and 10225 acres for SFDA and 
MFAL respectively. In relation to the ~arget the achieve
ment in respect of SFDA wil~ be barely 4.0 per cent and 
extremely poor. Marginal farmers seem to have responded 
·very much better the achievement being 63.1 per cent of 
·target. Such a wide difference.in achievement of small and 
marginal farmers is a mystery, especially when the small 

.farmers who·are supposedly potentially viable and definitely 
better· endowed with resources should have responded so 
poorly. Here tool the claimed achievement is of doubtful 
.veracity. The fo l~fling information from the progress 
report. ending Jlst !•larch 1973 may be able to help to· assess 
the claimed achievement. 

Farmers Area Amount of loan Subsidy amount 
parti~ipating: achieved disbursed paid.-

(acres) (Rs.) . ' (Rs.) 
. t 

SFDA -· 7189 4335 15,12,526 1,01,626 
MFAL - 6570 10225 6,:20, 560 2,06,576 



Rememb 2;ivng~th~t the smell cult~vetor has la7ge~ land 
e at his command than the margJ.nal farmer, J.t :s 

re~~~r~n~eresting to know thet the ev<:rage ~rea under J.nten
~~ve cultivation happens to be barely 25 gun~ha~ for small _ 
fW'mer nhere_as it should be 1-22 a~res for mC~rgl.n~l f~rmer. 
Between the two sets of farm<-rs, t"e murginal farmers 
ability to b~ar risk ~11,- naturully, be less than ~he sm~l 
farmer and that l.llone seems to h~ve goaded the marg1nal fC~rmer
into fat&lism that he had very little to lose, ~fte: &11 

- n~v"r having had anything much t-o lose, by _runn1ng 1~to the 
gamble. of intensive cultiv<otion _e-nd losing. T~1e achievement 
if really true is fantastic in. respect of margl.nal farmers • 
For a me.rg:l.nal farm~:;r to allot· a:).most 16 p~r- cent of the -
operatad erea (the ceiling for; marginal farm":' a~ decided by 
the Agency, was 10.0 acres of 1Warkas 1 l·and) 1s, J.n :t;'act, not 

- believable and certllinly needs a second look even· if the area 
achieved is the cumulative total for the"two years 1971-72 
and 1972-?J•· · -

• .~ .j •' • ·" 

Another asp~ct of intensive cultivation may be seen 
through per acre loan finance and subsi~y paid. Th~-per acre 
loan disbursed to small farmers works out toRs. 34a.90_and 
the subsidy on the same at Rs. 23.20 only. In cas~ of marginal 
farmers the_ per acre loan disbursed and subsidy_ paid works 
out at Rs. 60.60 and ~• 20.?0 respectively. Even if the 
subsidy rates on material input (seed, fertilizers, insecti
cides and pesticides)-were 25 per cent and 33 1/3 per cent 
for small and marginal farmers respectively it is difficult 
to understand that the proportionate subsidy should-work out 
at barely 7.0 per cent of average per acre finance for_small 
farmers and at 33 1/3 per cent for marginal farmers. The 
question, thereforP.,- arises as to wh!:lt were the crops -for · 
which subsidy was paid to small and marginal farmers and- how 
is it ~hat all the- loan disbursed ~o marginal farmer~ was· -
entitl~d to- subsidy. Since· the Agency does not give any crop• 
wise figure~ of ·achievement it is impossible to know it• - · 
Belo~ ore g1ven the per acre ~ates of finance for various. 
crops prescribdd by. the D.c.c. Bank, Satara. · 

Cash Kind Total Full ~1/2 1/3 
·'-

-Crop ••.close · Adose _dose. 

1. HYV Paddy aharif -
.. 

2. HYV Paddy Summer* 

3. HYV Jowar 

4. Oilseeds 

5. Local Crop 
(i) Paddy 

(ii) Jowar 

6. Sugarcane (i) 

(iii 

its. 

55 

50 

60 

35 

100 

100 

~ Rs, ~-~ !tao!. . . ___ Rs. -
275 330 bl 68.75 34.37. 22.92 

91.66 45.83 30.55 

'<-75 325 bl 68.75 34.37 22.92 
91.66 . 45.a3 30.55 

235 295 bJ 58."75 29.37 19.58 
78.33 :39.17 26.11 

95 130 .. bl 23.75 ih87 -7.92 
31.66 1~.83 10.55 

50 150, ba) 12.50 6.25 .4.1?:: 
) 16.66 8.33. 5-55 

50 150 a) 12.50 6~25- 4-~·i"7-
b) 16.66 8.33 5-55 

440 . 960 1400 a)240.00 120.00 So.oo 
b)320.00 160.00 166.66 

400 8oo 1200 a)2oo.oo 100~00 66.67 
*Add·t· · 

1 
· · b)266.66 133.33 88.88 

and\~~~ .loan:~£' Rs.75 where_ irri_gation ~s by oil engine 
(a) Small - 25'~ b · d , · -
(b) J>l&rginal. _ 3/1i3%s~ubsi~yk~~dkpodrtion c;mly. 

· _ J.n portJ.on only. 
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h b Subsidy allowable for various crops et full dose etc 
as een worked ~~t above. The average subsidy per acre • 

calculat~d above -~~ t?e result of the subsidy paid on various 
,crops. ~ven then ~t ~s clear' that majority of the f a 

di~ not ~a~e up the .full package of fertilizers, ins:~l~~des 
an pest~c~des. In fact, quite a larue number might have · 
t~ken to one-third do~e end only on that basis the subsidy 
f~gures cen be m<;tched with_the actual average per acre 
paymen~. But t?~s would ra~se the question of quantum of per 
acre f~nance wh~ch will be high in respect of small fermers 
an~ very low in respect of marginal fs-mers. All of this 
ra~ses ~ou?ts about the area claimed as achievement. The 

• Agency 7n ~ ts an':lual r:port for the year 1971-72 states that 
the max1mum subs~dy pa~d to any small or marginal farmer was 

·Rs. 55. Even this figure must have been on account of 
s~g?rcane wh~ch gets maximum.subsidy amongst all the crops. 
G~v~ng the f~gure of maximum benefit from subsidy is in 
fact, pointles~. The better course for the Agency w~uld 
have been tC? g~ve the crop-wise average subsidy paid and the 
area und8r the crops or at least the average subsidy per acre 
.for all· th_e CJ;"OPS and the area under ,these crops.; 

· Other i tams·' of · achi~vement n"'ed not be looked into 
for details. In respect of these items no alternative 
calculations. can be undertaken to check. the claim. One 
fact stands Qut that the achievement is quite poor in relation 
to project target for all the items. The balance of un
achieved portion of the target has been distributed over the 
three-year-period ending March 1976~ .Considering the. 
achievement at the end of three years i.e. ending March 1973, 
it raises ,doubts if the project target or something naarabout 

. that is likely. to. b~ achieved. · 

·Progress of the Programma in datara District 
I 

Earlier se·ction dealt ;d.th the progress of the scheme·s 
in th~ project area in general terms. ·A little mor.e detailed 
informetion, in respect of 'long term' loflns was collected in 
Satara .. district as the survey area raferred to Petan taiuka 
of this district •. Qetailed information in respect of 'medium 

·term' loans for milch animals is not given here specifically 
b.ecause the loan· sanctioned materialises into -proposed• 
investment the moment the milch animal is purchased. Since 
the purchase -of milch animals·is supervised by a duly 
constituted committee there is, almost, no chance of , 
frittering away the funds. The cultivator in these cases is 
not paid cash but·is asked to.purchas~ an animal of his 
·choice within the conditions laid down by the bank and the 
Agency •. In case of ~ong term loans the amount is paid to_ . 
the, borrower ±n two· 1nstalments, ~he ~acond instalment be1ng 
paid only after the first instalment has been properly 
utilized for the proposed work and utilizetion ce~ificate 
produced to that effec~ from the conc<:rned_authonty. The 
time lag bet"l'teen the. f1rst and· the second 1nstalment would 
be important if the benefits of the proposed investment are 
to be realised by the cult~vators ea~ly. 

Tablw 20 gives the actual lifting of long term' loans 
by small and marginal. farm;;rs in the thr~e t~ukas, lliaha
·baleshwar,•Jawali bnd Patan, of S&tara d~str~ct. A:' stated 
earlier marginal farmers in llllflh&baleshw&r find J awal~ talukas 

·were brought within the purview of t~e Smel~ Farmer~ Scheme 
aftd the achievement needs to be cons~dered ~n relet~on to ·· 
·total cultivfltors eligible to derive benefits of the scheme. 
The total number of'tarm~rs who have lifted fit least the 
firs~ instalment of the,loan is very-low~· This disbursement 



'l'bbla 20 : Purpose·.-1ise Lift~ng of LoWls by Small &nd :Marginal Farm2rs si;1c = the Inception of the :Jch.::me 
to .i>nd of November 1973 • 

- - - - ~ -- - - - - - - - - - - -- - - ~ - - - - - - - - -
Teluka - i·o&lwbaleshw&r - 3FDA J aoli - 3FDA. 

---------------------· ---------------------No.of.Full 2nd 
Item 

No .of l<'ull 2nd · ·· 
loans paymant instal

on J.st ment 
instal-
!llant 

- -·-- - - - - - - -- ·- - -
Ne'll Wells : }5 

Repairs to· Old walls l 

Oil Engines 

itlectric i'Iotor etc, 

vl&tar supply . 
pipe-line €1ic• 

l..cmd Levelling, 

Lend Improvem~nt 

2 

5 

44 
I 

-
-
2 

-

14 

3 

33 
• 

loans payment instal-

- - - -
48 

16 

12 

6 

31 

13-

47 

on 1st ment 
instal .. 
ment 

12 ' . 
6 

2 

.-

- - - - -· -
. 22 

6 

-. 

18 

6 

29 

- - - - - - - - - ·- - -Paton - SFDA. 

---------------------No.of Full 2nd 
loans payment· instal

on 1st ment 
instal-· 
msnt 

------
Paten - !llFAL 

----·1---------------No,of Full ~nd 
.loans payment inst~:~l

·On lst ment 
instal-
ment 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - -- -
.47 

1:1. 

9 

3 

!23 

16. 

76 

. 9 

3 

-

32 

5 

-

42 

9 

17 

6 

41 

42 

222'. 

-
17 

6 

5 

24 

6 

- ' 

26 

18 

89 

---------------- - - - ·- - - - - - - - - - - - - -- -------- - - - --Total 87 
' - - - - . - - - - - ~ - ~ 

~mall ·or J.'ilarg,ina!. 
F'~:~rmers identified· 
- - - - - - - -· - -Small·and Marginal 
F&rmers· .entitled to 
benefit in view ol' . 

-

Gavsrnmant of India's 
fr<::sh sanction 
~ - ~ - - - - - - - -

- .. 

. 

- -

2 . ) 50. 173 .20 
- - - -- -- - --- - - - - -
1474 . , . 

- - -- -- - - - - - - - --
• .. I . " • 

3051. ~· ;· 
; ... 17694 

. . .. ... 
1. - -· - - - - -- - -

Sl- 186 14 - -- .- - - - -
·\ 560S 

-.- - - - - -
.. 

5608 
' 

. ; 

- '"' - - _,- - - - - - -

77 - - - -• 

- - ~ 
,,. 

• 
- -. - -

-

379 28 163 - - - - - - -
32560 • 

- - - - - - - - - -
32560 

.. 
- - - - - - -
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has. taken place in a total period of two years and aight 
months, beginning from lviarch 1971 to end of November 1973 
and, tnarefore, looks very-poor not only in relation to 
total number of eligibl:e farmers only but in relation to 
time required for the disbursement. It may 1 therefore, be 
deduced that the programme hE::s not enthused the furmers to 
undertake some·badly needed .investment in land in spite of 
the incentive in ,the ·form of -subsidy ranging from 25 to 
33 1/3 per cent on cost of such investment. The Table ~>lao 
gives information' regarding lifting of second instalment of 
the lo1:111. The proportion of lifting of second instalment 
was nec.rly 53 per c a:at in Hl:!habaleshwar and J awali and 
around 45 per cent.and 46 per cent in Paten in respect of 
small and marginal farmers respectively. This lifting of 
sacond instalment, however, does not give us.the time lag 
between the first and the second instalment unless monthwise 
information regarding disbursement of-loan is available •. 
Table 21 gives the monthwise disbursement (first instalment 
only) of long term loans in respect of small farmers in 
three talukas and marginal farmers in Paten taluka. In all 
the talukas disbursement has·becn concentrated during the 
months of. ·october 1972 to December 1972 and again during the 
months of January 1973 and June 1973. Barring the above two. 
periods lifting of loans in·other months was quite insigni
ficant. Mainly there was no ~orthwhile lifting of loans 
during July and October-November, of both the years the period 
corresponding to kharif season the more important of the two 
seasons kharif and rabi. While the project started function
ing in 1970~71 vary few.loans were lifted during that year 
and t:his might.be because of the delayed start of the project. 
In terms of the financiel year (Apri1-Narch) the second year 
of the project i.e. 1971-72 accounts--for the larger number. 
During the third. year 1972-73 the·disbursement had gone down 
but seems to have ~icked up around June 1973 i.e. in the 
fourth year. · Loans sancti-oned by J\iaharashtra.· State .Co
operativ!l Land Development Bank Ltd., Bombay, District Branch, 
Satara, ~or the three years 1970-71 to 1972•73 in respect of 
Slt'DA and· 1-IF.hi.. are 'given be;t·ow. .. 

Loans Amount 
sanctioned Advanced sanctioned Advanced 

Rs. Rs. 

S~DA 

1970-71 45 28 64,250 . 20,275 
1971-72 322 214 :).0,57,975 5',91,250 
1972-73 '.112 169 7 134 1625 5 112 1325 
Total 546 .411 _18,56,850 11,24,850 

-~ 
; .· ~ 

1970-71 38 28 64,000 2,300 
1971-72 246 152 6,97,250' 3,31,250 

.1972-73 165 158 4,78,250 3;62,150 -Total 449 . 338· - .. . n ,.69-,soo . 6,95_, 7_90 
.. · .. ·· 

The figur~s refer to the financial years.l970-71 to 
1972-73. As said' earlier the number of loans l1fted has gone 
down in th~ third year 197?.-73 and -so also the amount of 

. loan sanctioned. and advanced. The main reasons for not 
lifting'the loans in spite of these being.sanc~i?nod by 
the bank, ware (i J Applicants had r~fus.ed 1n wr1t1ng to. ta~e 
the lo;;.n

1 
and (ii) A number of appl1cants were not subm1tt1ng 

necesscry documentary evidence, which was necessary to prove 
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'f&ble 21: Nonthwise Distribution of Loan (Long Term) from 
Inception of th~ Sch~e to End of November 1973 
(,)mall and J::~rt,in<.l l~·rm-r.s-) 

--------------------------------
~11Jhabaleshwar ·- SFDA 

Jvlonth and year 
of loEm issue -------------------~----------~---------------New . li.ep&irs ..Olectric Land · Land 

wells to old ·motor levelling Improve-

- - - - - - - - ·-
. ~larch. 1971 

April ·1971 
l!IJy 1971 
June · 1971 
July 1971 
August 1971 · 
::ieptember 1971 
October 1971 
.~ovember 1971 
Decamber 1971 

January 1972 
February 1972 
M~:~rch 1972 
April 1972 
l>lay 1972 
June 1972 
July 1972 
August 1972 
Sept€mber 1972 
Octobe,r 1972 
N.ovember 1972 
December 1972 

.. January 1973 
· Febru~;ry 1973 

March 19~3 
.llpril 1973 
May 1973 
June 1973 
July 1973 
August 1973 
September·1973 · 
Oc1;obar " 1973 
November 1973 

2 

1 
1 
2 

2 
4. 
2 
2 

-

1 -16 
2 

- - - - -- -- - - -
Total '35 

well . ate .• · ment - - - -·- -
. ,, 

. .;. 

- --

.,. 

--
1 

-· --
- -- - - - -- -

1 
·-

--- -·- -

1 

-. 

1 
·-
2 

. -

.1 

-: 

-
--- -

. ' 

1 
4. 

1 
1 
3 

2 
11. 
11 

? -

-
-2 

·1 
' 

1 
1 

------
5 · .. -.. 44 

' ' ; . '!. · ...... -
. ' 

- " ' . ' - - - - .. ~--- - •-.:-'-·-.. .:..-----
,Iaentificd Small and 

- r•u;rginal:-farmers 
entitled to rec~ive 
benefits 

~~ -- - - - ·- - - --

3051 

- -- - - - - -

- ~ - - - -. -

---- - -------
(continued) 
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_ Tabie 21 : (continued) 
' 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Jaoli - SFDA 

-------------------------------------------------· l.\1onth snd
year·or 
loan issue 

_ ~ a<ll' Repairs 
"'ells to· old 

wall 

Oil elec- Water 
engine tric supply, 

motor Pipe.
etc. line 

etc. 
-----' 

Harch 1971 
April 1971 
nay 1971 
June 1971 
July 1971. 
August .1971 
Scptamber 1971 
October 1971 
November 1971 
December 1971 

J anu1>ry 1972 
Februc.ry · ·1972 
March 1972 
April 1972 
J!liay • 1972 
June 1972 
July 1972 
August . 1972 
September. 1972 
October .:l 1'972 
November 1972 
December 1~72 

·January . 1973 
February : 1973 
1-Iarch 1973 
April 1973 
May .1973 
June . 1973 
July .. 1973 
August 1973 
S aptembe,:r. 1973 
October· ,. 1973 
November. 1973 

... 
2 

2 

4 
1 
2 
4 
2 
7 
.~ 

--

.... 

14 
j -·-

4 

.. 

-1 

.1-

-· .... 

--
3 

5 

2 ·
'1 

3 

4 
... 

- ~-- - ._, - -· -.- - -·- - - - -.- --
Total 4S · 16 

- - --- -· - - - .-
' 

Identified.3mall and 
Marginal Farm~rs. 
entitled.to rece1ve 
benefit~ · 

3 

-1 
1 

·-
.. 

4 
3 
1 

1 
1 

4 

2 

-··- - --- - - -

L~:ond Land 
Level- Improve
ling ment 

1 

1 

1 

1' 
-· 

1 
4 

1 

3 

- - -' 

, 

-·- -
5 

11 
1 

2 

1 
7 
2 
3 
2 

~ 
1 

1 
3 
1 

1 

47 
- -

- -

- - - - - - - - - - - - - -·- - - - -· - - -. - -. - -:~ -: -- ~--
(continued) 
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Table 21 : (continued) 

----- --- ·---- ~- ·- ~--- ,----
_M ___ _ 

Paten·- SFDA 
l'lontb &nd 
y<~l:ii' of ' 
loan' issue 

--~~---~---------~----------------~---------------New , itepeirs Oil . Elec-. W'ater · Land _ !,and. 
walls to old engine tric Supply, 1.aval-. Improve-

well motor Pipe- ling ment · . 
etc. line .. 

etc. 
- - - - - ~ - - - -- - - - - - - - ~ - ~ - ------,, 

M&rch 1971 . -
April' 1971 •. -
May 1971 -
June 1971 -
July .1971 ' -
August 1971 
September 1971 
October 1971 -
November 1971 
December 1971 . g · 2 

January 1972 li 
February 1972 6 
March. 1972 4 
Aprt1 -1972 · 2 
May ·1972 -
June• 1972 1 
July 1972 
.l..ugust 1972 
September 1972 
October 19'72 
November· -1972 
Decembar 1972 

J anuar'y 1973 
FebruE..ry -1973 
1'-i!arch '1973 
April -1973 
Nay -·19?3 
June 1973 
July -1973 
August .. 1973 
September·19?3 
October 1973 
November 1973 

- - - - -
Total 

- -

.'1 
4 

·1 

·-
15 

1 

-
·47. 

1 .... 

2 

• 

1 

.. 
- - -

12 

--
- - - - -·- - -- - - - -
Uentifi ed Snie.ll and 
Marginal fp.rmera 
entitled to receive 
benefits 

- - - - - - - - -

• 

- -

1 

2 

-2. 
.;.. 

--

3 
1 

-
-

-9 

-

- - - -

-

'-
-

-2 

1• 

.. -
.. -
--. 

.. -
-
-
3 

- -

-

5608'' 

-. - ' -

1 

2 
4 
2 

.. 1 
1 
2 

-. 
. -

--
- • .'P. ·- . ~ . ' . 

... ~-
7 

·1 
1 ... 

... ... 
I 

23 

' ' . 

- -

-. .•. 
--
·-
1 

.1 -
·1 

• 

1. ... 
.2 
l' 
-- <'. 

6 
.. _ 
-. 
1 
2 

-·--
16 

- --

-
2 
1 
1 . 

--
9 

-· 

. -..; . 

--
20: 

.2 . 
9 

-----

;. 

.•.; 

·-
'"76 

------------
,· ... 

' .. 
- - -- - --... -- .... -- --- --- - ·- -

(continued) · 

-
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Table 21 :·(continued) 
• 

~ -~- .,./ - - - - - - - - - - - - - -~ ... .~:-.: ...... -
Pat&n - l·iFAL ---· · 

------------------------ ----.---------~------------
.!<lonth and 
ye&r,,.of 
loan· issue 

March . 1971. 
April 1971 
May 1971 

~~; ·,:• t§n 
August 1971 
;:;eptember 1971. 
October 1971 
I~ovember 1971 

·D.ecember. 1971 

JanuEJry 1972 
Fej:>ru&ry 1972 
Narch 1972 
April 1972 
1>4ay 1972 
June . 1972 

. Jnly,. ~-J~ 1972 
August .,. < 1972 
Septem9,er 1972 
Octob~r 1972 
Novamhar · 1972 
December · 1972 .. ; .. 

New 
wells 

-., 
.. 

1 

Repairs 
to old 
,.,ell 

-,_ 

7 . - . 

2,. 1 
2 1 
1 2 
3 .. -. ·. 
. .,. 
1 "1 

1 -

.-
Jaiitiary 1973 1 
F.ebruary 1973 3 1 
March · 1973 -. 
April ·1973 
May · 1973 
June · 1973 19 :c .3 
July - 1973 .. . - -. 
.August 1973 ,... 
September 1973 1 
October. 1973. ·. -
Novembdr 1973' · · ., --

Oil Blac- 1~atar 
engine tric . Supply, 

motor Pipe
etc. line 

1 . -

-1 

1 .. 
3 
1 

7 
1 
2 

,.. 

-
-
-2 

1 
1 

1 

-. .-
'f .. 

1 -.. 

-

etc. 

3 

5 

2 
2 
6 

' 2 
6 

1 -· 

12 -

- - - - - - .- ------ - - - - - 1- -

Total 

--- ~ ~ 

Identified·small and 
Margin~! Farmers . 
entitled to receive 
ben·afits 

9 

• 

17 6 41 

-. '!'- .-. 

.. 32560. 
··; •'. 

Land Land 
Level- Improv· 
ling · ment 

3 -

2 

2 
2 
4 

6 

g 
2 
6 

. .. -
1 
g 

2 
14 
29 
7 
1 

21 
-; ·~ .. -

2 

-

10 

·-
a 

-.- - -
42 

• 

2 

3 
16 
12 

2 

53 

7 
2S 

- - -
222 

·- --- - -

~ - - - -------- -- - - . -- - - - -- - - - - - -
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i it f repeated re~inders. 
their title to the land,h n s~heel~an amount sanctioned by 
There were a few cases w ere . skeli for The lesser 
the bank was less than the appl~ca~ti~adequate.security and 
amount sanctioned was 0~ afcl:er 0 repayment capacity. · The 
in some cases on accoun ° ti s and explained 
financing institutions made a few sug~es on ans as 

.. the difficul.t-ies in san~tioning and d~sburs~n~ lo 
below. 

( i) small farmers are.· not comin~ fo:ward for loans .. 
-of their own accord. and constant persuas1on 7s. n~ce~~Y and 

eve~1~~ ~h!l~c~ gp~l}~~~i~~s;e~ndrif~c~{tt~~sc~m;lete-th~ t~an a licatio~s·in all respects. Presently the ~ramsev s 
are.ask~d to look after the collection· of a~plicat1ons.an~ 
at times individuals oblige t~e Gramseva~ w1th an appl1ca ak 
tion but then reject the loan when sanct1oned. The Gramsev 
thus fulfils his target •. ' ... ., 

• (ii) Sometimes owing to inadequate security.and in-
adequate repaying capacity the farmer cannot get loan .for . . 
development purpose. In order to help such farmers, the 
bank woul~ sanction and disburse loans to the estimated cost 
of development and the agency"should make good to the bank 
the difference between the estimated cost of development and 
loan admissible as per Rules of the Bank. 

(iii) In order to lower the burden of repayment 
instalment the period of repayment should be 15 ~ual 
equated instalments in place of present 10 such 1nstalments.: 

These suggestion~ have been made at v.arious times - . 
during the Agency meeting but so far nothing has happened 
about it and the work continues as was_ previously the case. 

Lifting of second instalment of the loans was. 5J"per 
cent in Mahabaleshwar and Jawali and 45 per cent and 46 per 
cent in Patan in regard to small and marginal farmers . 
respectively. Major items for lifting of second instalments 
were ''New Wells•· and 'Land Improvement and·Development' in 
all the three talukas.· I)etailed information in respect of 
lifting of first and second. instalment was· collected for 
small and marginal farmers in Patan and for-small farmers in 
Mahabaleshwar and Jawali. Table 22 gives information regard
ing lifting of second instalments in respect of 'New. Wells' .:'•. 
for all the three talukas in respect of small and marginal •·. 
farmer~ •. In maj(irity of the cases the work of digging 'New· 
wells' .was started well in advance of·re~eiving the first 
instalment of the loan and hence comparatively short interval 
between ~ifting of first and the second instalments, the 
shortest -and the longest interval, in·.respect of small .. , : 
farmers, being two months and 20. months-respectively. What··.: 
has been said in respect of the small far~ers holds good 
for marginal farmers too, the work of digging new wells 
having been started quite in .advance. The shortest interval. 
between lifting the first and the second instalments was · · 
·only a few days, both the instalments ha~ing been lifted in 
the sam~ month and year. The longest interval happened to 
be eighteen months. The importance of time interval between 
the two instalments lies in the fact that the due date for 
repayment of first instalment of principal lies between 
thirteen and twenty-four months as ~er rule but the due· 
date for all repayment having been fixed at Jlst March it· . 
may not always be as f.ar awa:r. as .:tw~nty-four months. If . 
lifting of second instalment is delayed beyond the due date 
for repaymentlbefore the inv8Ltment has come up to workable 

Lor first instalment of principal, the farmer will h~v~ to 
start repayment 



Table 22 : Monthwise Distribution of. 1st Instalment x 2nd ·Instalment in respect of 'New Wells' for· 
· Small and Marginal Farmers .. 

. ' 

Mehabal.eshwar- SmEJll Farmers' 
- - - - - - -- ·- - - - - .. - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -·- - - .. - - - - - - - - - - - - -- -

··.-,. 

lst inste.lment · 

- - -- - - -·- - - -
July 1971' 

October 1971 

Nov:-.mber 1971 

December· ·1971. 

Janu<>ry 1972 

b'ebrlil:lry 1972 

April 

1972 

1972 

-------
'l'otbl 

2nd instt:.iinent -------------------------------------------------------------------------------
January 

. 1972 

., 

1 

-

- - -
1 

Karch 
1972 

April 
1972 .: 

May August. .. ~eptember 
1972 ( 1973 1973 

October 
1973 

Total 

- - ~ - ,- - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
- ..; 

1 -
1 .. -
1 1 

-· 1 ']. 

~ 1 

'. l 

- --· -· - -- - -.. . . 
3 .2 3 

1 

·- ... 

-
•1 

·;... 

·:... 

··-
l -· 

- - -
2 1 

- - - -

• 

-

2 .. 

2 

1 

1 

1 

2 

2 

4 

1 

2 

- -.--- - -
14 

- --- - - 1- - - - - - - - -- - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ' -------
(continued) 



Table 22 • (continued) • 

· Jaoll - Small"FE..rm~rs - - - -·- ~ - ---- -- - - - - - - -- ----·- - - -- - - - - -- - - -- - - - -- .- - - --2nd instC>lment 

--------------~-------------------------------------------------------------------· lst inst~.olment ·Nov •. Feb. l-I~or. Apr. Z.Iay June July Jan. Mar. June July Total 
19?1 1972 1972 1972 1972 1972 1972 1973 1973 1973 1973 - - - -- --- - --- ·- - - - - --- - .. - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

May' 1971 1 - .. .. i - - 2 

December. 1971 - 2 • -· - 2 

January "1972 - 1· 2 - - - 1 4 -
Februf.ry 1972 -. . 1 - - - - 1 

March 1972 - - 1 L -- - 2 C). 

. J.prll 1972 - - 2 - 2 

May 1972- - - - 1 - 1' 2 

June 1972" ·-·-· - - 1 2 - 1· 1 5 
July· 1972 _, - -· - 1 - 1, 2 .. .. - - - -- - -·- -- - -. - -- - - --~---- - - -. - - - - .;. -- - - -- - .. - - - ----. ;· . .. -
Total 1· 1. 4 1 2 4 3 1 1 -~ 2 22. 

- -- - -·- - - -- -·- -·- - - -- - / -- --- ---· .-·- - - - --.. -.. - - .. - - - -- -.. · .... 
(continu<od) 



Table 22 • (continued) • 

Paten -Smell F~rmers . . • - ... - .;. - - - .;. - - - ..; - - -- -- -- - - --- - - - - - - - - - - ---- ---- - - - --2nd instalmant .. 

--------------------~-----------------------------------~-------------------------· 1st instalment Feb. I>l~r. A~r. May June July Feb4 Z.!ar~ . J11ne 'Oct. Nov. To tel 
1972 1972 1 72 1972 1972 1972- 197.3 1973 197.3. 1973 1973 - - - - - - .. - -- - - - --- .;. -, - -- - -- - -- - - - - - - -- - -.- - - - - - - - - - -

December 1971 2 ' 1 - 4 - - - 7 

January 1972 1 1 1 i· - .. - - - - 4 

Ji'ebruery 1972 1 .1 3 f J ~-
6 - - - -.. 

March 1972 ; - L 1 2 4 - -
' .April 1972 - - ,.. - 1 ~ 1 2 

June 1972 • - ,.. 1 - - - 1 . 
January 1973 - -- - - 1. 1 

February 1973 - - - - 2 .. 2 

J.Viarch 1973 ... .. - - -. . - .. 1 - 1 

June 1973 
. 

1 4 - - .. - 3 

- - - - - - -- - - - - - - - --- - - - - - - -·- -· - - -• - - -- - - -.- - - --
Total 3 3 3 9 3 1 1 1 6 1 1 32 

' . -- - - - ... - - - - - - -· - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - --- -



Table~ : (continu~d) r . l 

.. Paten - Uerginel Ferm<-rs - - - - - -~------------------ ---- -- ··-- - ... -- ----- ~- - --
1st instalment 

- - - - - - - - - - -
Novomber 1971 
D,;,cemb~::r l971 

Jenuary 1972 

·February 1972 

.iiJ&rch 

;,.pdl 

.1972 

1972 

.. June 1972 
J•ugust · 1972 • 

Jbnuery 197.3 

J.t' ebruary 197.3 

. 1'97.3 

1 

2 

-
_, 

-

·-
2 

1 

-. 

-
··-
-

-·- ·- - - - -

1 

·' -
-

-

• 

1 

2. 

1 

-· 
. .. .;·- :· 

-

.?.nd instalm~nt 

--------- -.--- ~-------
-
1 -

- . -
- 1. 1 

-· -
'· 

- - -
' - .. --

1 

a 
1 

-
1 

1 

-

-
-; 

1 

-
-

--

,.,: 

1 

7 

2 

2 

1 

4 

1 
l. .. 

'1 .. 

1 

.3 
- - - - - - - - - ~ - -·~.- ~ - ~··- - ~ - - - - - - ~ - - -- ------ ------
Total .3 .3 1 1 1 '1 6 1 24 

- - - - - - - - - - -~ - - -- - --~-- - ... - - - - - - ---·- - - - -
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stage and in many cases might run into overdues as a result 
of non-payment of dues and thus be unable to get the second 
instalment of the loan for completing the work undertaken. 

Another main item, for which second instalment of 
loan·was lifted, was 'Land Improvement and Development•. 
Table 23 gives information regarding lifting of second 
instalment for all the three talukas in respect of small 
farr;ne_rs-·and in Patan taluka in respect• of marginal farmers. 
The nature. of work undertaken in majority of the cases was 
expected to'be completed in about three months period and 
that needs to be .. borne in mind when considering the interval 
between lifting of first and second instalment. The 
shortest and.the longest interval between lifting of first 
and second instalments was two months and seventeen months 
respectively.. In spit~ -or .th.~ time required· to complete 
such land improvement works not exceeding more than three 

·or four. months why lif1;.ing. of secon_d instalment required such 
a long ;r.nterval was not' inquiredFby the bank or the Agency 
either. Only;.in a· few cases it was ··reported that second 
instalments lfere not lif;ted earl:Ler.or as yet because the 
necessary in·spection. of the. woriC cpmpleted had not been 
carried out by the proper authority and hence utilization 
certificate relating to first ins'\!alment of the loan was not 
available and until such utilization certif.;ic;a.te is produced 
second· instalment of the loan is riot=·rel~ased.:by the bank. 
As· st.ated earlier· in respect of 'New Wells' :the importance 
of'• the interval between two instalments lies in the fact that 
the due date for repayment of first.iristalment· of principal 
in respect of 'Land Development' works·is as short as four 
months, irrespective of whether both the loan.instalments 
have been lifted or not, and as long as fiftee~ months. Any 
delay in' lifting th,e second. i'nstalment J 'Qeyond' ,the maximum 
'period, woulq ~wx··'the farr;ner into overdues or. lie may have 
to pay such. ~-~talment out of current income to avoid overdues 
rather than ·out· of the incremental income,.' that is to be 
generated as a result of the investment in land development. 
Another alternative to avoid overdues is to reschedule ·the 
repayment and what must have happexied .m· these 9ases needs 
to be looked into. Table .. 24 gives·'demal}d,. recovery and 
overdues from 1970-71 to 1972-73 scheiille•'Wise and purposewise 
in SFDA and MFAL area of the district. There were no overdues 
in the year 1970.,.71. and• onl·y; 4.g per cent and lO.g per cent. 
of demand in the year 1971-1'2 in SFDA and MFAL respectively. 
The proportion of overdues to demand under SFDA mounted to 
30.2 per cent. in- 1972-TJ from the previous year's 4.g per 
cent. In respect of,MFAL the proportion of overdues had 
·ralleri to 0.73 per cent in 1972-73 from the previ0us year's 
10.g per cent. Rising overdues under SFDA and falling 
overdues under MFAL need to be looked into especially when 
small farmers are.better endowed with resources than- the 
marginal farmer.s. · 

Loan Disbursement and Identified Beneficiaries 

Since inception the banks had disbursed loans (long 
term) to g7,173 and 1g6 small farmers, i.e. under SFDA, in 
Mahabaleshwar, Jawali and Patan talukas .. of Satara district 
upto end of November 1973. During the same period 379 · 
marginal farmers in Patan taluka lifted the ·loans. Informa
tion about these farmers' land holding was available in 
respect of 64, 127 and 141 small farmers in Mahabaleshwar, 
Jawali and PRtan talukas respectively and 270 marginal 
farmers in Patan. Small and marginal_farmers in this project 
were identified on the basis of land holding as recorded in 
Village Form gA and the information on land holdings in 
respect of these loanees pertains to the same. . . 



Table 23 : Monthwise Distribution-of .let 
Small and Marginal :.Farmers 

• 

Instalment x 2nd Instalment in respect of 'Land Improvement' for 

·. 
l-16heh&leshwar -. Sm&ll F&rmers , . 

- -·- -·- .· ' ...... __ .. _:_ ... - ~-- ~.--- -..... - .. -~--------- .. ------ -:---,..---
.. ,,- •: •- .. , . . . 2nd inst&lment . - -,. .. ( . .... . -. ;· . . . . - - . ·. . . . . . . . . ~ 

------------~---?-~-----:--------------------------------------------------------.-------
1st:Inst&lment II.iey · ::July •. : Nov•· Jan. ·Feb. Sept. J&n. : M&r. Apr~ June Aug. Nov. ·• Total 
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Table 2l • (continued) • 

'· 
Jaoli - Small Farmers 

' - - - - - - - - .. - - - - .- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - :.. - - - - - - - - - - - - -- --2nd instalment . ' . 
-----------------------~------------------------------------·---------------------------1st inst&lment Junll Nov: Jan •. . Feb .• Mar, ·Aug.· Sept. Dec,. .Feb •. - Mar. June Aug, Total 
1971 1971 1972 197~ 1972 1972 1972 1972 1973 1973 1973 1973 - - - - - - - - - - - - - ·- - - - -~- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - --

.. ~.pril· 1971 1 2 1 - 3 .- .. -· .1 ,. - 2 10.: 

·M&y 1971 - 1 - - - 1 
~ 

June 1971 - - 1 - - 1 

IJ;,cember .1.971 1 2 1 - - 4 
'e» 

J~>nu&ry • 1972 . .l 1 1-' - - - " .. 
·l!'.abruo.ry 1972 - .. - - - 2 J, .. - 2 1 6 

i•l&.rch · 1972 -. - ,_ ·• - 1 1 -
April 1972 - - - - 1 - 2 3 
ME.ay 1972 - 1 - .1 

August 1972 - ' - l 1 

- - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - -·- - - - - -·- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Tot~:~1 1 2 1 5 5 2 1 ·.1 1 1 g 1 29 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -·- - - - - - - .. - - - - - - - - - - - - - - "= - - - - --

(continued) 



Table 23 : (continued) 

P.&t~n ~-smell F~rmers .. - -·- - - -- - - - ... - --- - ·- .- - - -- ·-- - -------- - - ----------- 2nd instalment . - ' 

-----------------------~------~--------------------~------~----------------------------1st instEJlment -April . l,ley· September Octob;r Jenu6ry Febru~ry . June August September November Total 
1972 1972 1972 3,_972 -~973 ~973 .- 1973 1973 1973 1973 

- - - - - - - - - - - -- - - ---- - - • - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -: 
~:· 

December 1971 1 1· - - 1 1 2 1 .-2 .. 9 
• Jenu&ry 1972 - - - J .. 

3 - --., 
·~ '. --· ...... ~ . .. 

February 1972 --- . - - ·- . --.; 1 -- 1 
' - .1 '2 Merch 1972 - ---· - 1 - - - 4 

~ 

~pril 1972 -. - r - .,. - 1 2 1 4 N 

Mey 1972 - - - - - 1 - - 1. 
• . . . 

1 2 3 June 1972 - .. - - ... -
' ' . ... - ·-- - - - - - - - - - - -- --- - - -- - - -· -~ ~ ........ ·- -· ~ ·- - -- - -- - - - -- - -.. 

TOt&1 1 1 1 2' . 1. 1 . g 5 2 3 25 
.. , j 

.. - --- - - --_!"-. - • -- - - -- -- - - -- - - - ~-- ,_ - -. - - - - - - - - - --- - - ... 
< 

(continued) 



Table 23 : (continued) 
\ 

- - - - - - - - -•, 

• 
... - ------- - ·- - Paten- Marginel·Farmers ·- .., .. 

- - - - - -.--- -·------- - - - - - - - -2I!d instalment · 
. . . . -

- -- --- -
1st. i~stalmc,nt ---------------~------------------------~---------------------------------------------.-------June August October November December ·F.ebruery Mey June September October No'vember December 

1971 1971 1971 1971 1~71; - ·. 1972 .· 1972 1972 1972 1972 1972 1972 
. - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - . -·- - ' - ·- - ~---.- - - - -
April ' 1971 
May 1971 
June· 1971 
tlovamber:-.1971 
December· 1971 
January· · ·1972 
February :1972 
March 1972 
April 1972 
Jvlay 1972 
June . 1972 
August .'. : 1972 
Janu't..ry' , 1973 
February.: ;1.973 
Jvlt..rch 1973 
April .. 1973 
June 1973 

1. 
1 -
1 

·--
-
-· 

- - - - -- - - - - ~ - -· - - -- - - -

-
2 

.... 

-
-· 

Total · 1 1 ] 2 

- - - --.- - - - - - ~ - ~ - - -- - -

1· - . -- 1 - l 
- -' 

:.. 

-
- -

·- - .. - .- - - - -\ 
1 2 -- - - --- - -

\ 

-. - - - -- - - - - ---- - - - - - - -
·- - - -- - -1 :.. - -

-·- ·- -3 1 .. -
1 - ' 1 ·- l l 

-1 1 -. 
1-

l -· -- -• -
-

- - - - J. - - - - -- - - -
3 3· 1 f., 3 .. , 1 2 

- -- - - - -- - - -- - - - -- -
(continued). 

~-

""' 



Table 23 : (continued) 

- - - - .- - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - ~ - - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - . 
1st instalment 

- -
April 
l>lay 
June, 
l'lovember 
i.lecember 
January 
Febru&ry 
Mt.rch 
April 
May 
June 
August 
January 
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11&rch· 
April 
June 
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1971 
1971 
1971 
1971 
1972 
1972 
1972 
1972 
1972 
1972 
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1973 
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1973 
1973 
197? 

- .. - - - -
. TotE.l 

. 2nd ·instelment 
------------~-----------~--------- ... ----------------------------------------------·------· January February March May June 'AUgust September. October November ·Total 
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Teble 24 : Statement showing Demand, Recovery end Overdues !rom 1970-71 to 1972-73 Schemewise <•nd Purposewise 
in S.-F.D .• A, and M.F,A,L. area 

. . 
- - - .. - - i97o-71- - - - - - - - ~ ~- i9?1:12 - - - - - - - - - - - ':' - i972:7j -:- - - -

I . •· . 

- - - - - - - - - - - - --
-

.·. f Purpose ________________ ,..,..___ ---------------------------------
----------~--------------------. Demand Racov~··ry Over- . Demand Recovery O.verdu~.s Demand ··Recovery Overdues 

dues -- ---- ----- - - - - - - - - -- - -- - -. - .- - - - - - - - --- - - - - - - --- - - - - - - - - - - - - --
S,F,D.A, Scheme . : . -

1. New liell -
2, Rep&trs·~o Old well 
J, Oil .li.ngine 
4. Electric·Motor 
5. ·Lift Irrigation Scheme , , • .• : ... --
6. Land Levelling • -
7. Land Development 8,37 8,37 
8, Other Purpqses -

. -
-

-- - - - - - - - - - -'l'otal . 8.37. .8.37 
- - - - - - - - - ~ 

· ··,M,F,A,L, Scheme 
1. New Well . -2, Repairs to Old well 
3 •. Oil Bngine 
4. Electric Motor 
.5. Lift Irrigation Scheme 
6. Land Levelling · ·. 
7. Land Development 
S. Other Purposes 

Tote! 

-10 .. 36 . 
4.84 
7.21 -

-. 10.36 . 
4.84 
7.21 -

:2,641.09 
'612.60 

1, 263.47 
254.23 

1,116,07 
229.38 

4,481to50 
43.40 

.. 2,500.1'9 
496.36 

1,263.47 
254.23 
910.56 
229 ,J$ 

4,434 • .36 
43.40 

----~-------
19,644.74 10,13.1.95 

140.90 
116.24 

205.51 

50.14 

.31;159.24 -22,731.48 
21682 • .40 1,981.22 
6;815.45 . 4,925.15 
3,117.04 1,740.56 

19,.366.34 11,800,62 
782.96 372.10 

15,151.17 11,.349.50 
.900.90 900,90 

8,427.76 
701,18 

1,896.30 
1,376.48 
7,565.72 

410.86. 
.3,801.67 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - -- -·- - - - --
5;12.79 79~975.50 ,55,801.5.3 24,17.3.97 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

90,24 
22.93 

---------------------------------------- -·----. . . 

- - - - - --- - - - - . ' . .. . . . . - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - ---



Table 25 : Long Term Lo.~n D1s"bursement to Small and t•1arginal F:..rmers according to Size of Holding· 
.. - -

- - - - -· -
Size ot; 
holding 
_(acres I 

- -.---- -- -Mahab~l~shw~; ~-SFD~-- ~----

-----------------------------------------------Land Total 
develop-· 
ment'. · 

New ~epairs .· Oil Watsr 
wells ·to old : engine, supply 
. ·walls . .&;lee·, . 

.. · · motor 
.. 

-- ~--------- -.-- -·- -··--J awali - SFDA · 
... 

-:·- --
-----~---------------------~-------------------NI!W Repairs Oil . water Land Total 
wells to old ang~ne,:supply develop-

wells· Elei:. ' . . ment 
mot<?r · . --·--- - - - - - ~ -- -·-.-- - - - - .. - - - -- -- - ......... -·-- - - - - - -

~· ... 
Lese thanl.o - - - .. 

' 
'l.Oto 2~4 - - -. 
'2.5 to 4·9 ": 5. - - 8 

.. .. -
s.o to 7.4 2 -· 1 6 

7.5 to 9 .. 9 3 .... ~ -. 9 
'" 

;1.0.0 to .. i2 .• 4 ·.3 .... . . . - 11 

12.Sto 14.9 - - 1 - .3 

1~.6 to 29.9 . . 4 - - 8 
. 

~¢.6 to 49.9 ' - -
50 and above - - -
- - - - - - - - - --- - - ... ~ -- - ---·- - - -
Total 17·-. ---·· . 2 . - ·45-- - - - .... -- - - ------ -·- - ·- - - - - - - -...... 

~ 

1.3 .4 

9 6. 
' 12 4 

;1.4 6 

4 6 
12 4 

-
- -

1 

.3 . 

1 

1 

-
1 

4 

.3 

-
4 

1 

-

,. 

...... 
';1. ...• 

... 

--
.;· .·. - 1 1' 

1 2 .3 

.3 .. 2.0 " . .32 

9 14 .35 .. 
.7 4· 1'6 

1 ···' ··4· 12 . 
2 . 1· 1.3 
1' 7 14 

1 l - .• 
·. 

-~ . . -
. . . .. - - ---- - -" 64. --·---~ - ... 

.30 7 
- ·- -.·.- - --- - - --12 25 .··. 

. .. ~ 
5.3 127 -- - ~ --- - ....... - -- - - - - - -- - -- ... - - - --

(continued) 

~· 

"' 



Table 22 : ·'(continued) 
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Table 25 gives the long term loan disbursement accor~-
in to size of holding. The floor and_ceil~ng areas for 
sm~ll and marginal farmers have been g1ven 1n Chapter ~i~ 
'War~as' land was the least productive land and the ce1 1ng 
for this cayegory of land for. inclusion in t~e schem~, wasf 
30 ac~s· and was the maximum amongst all the ,categor1~s. o. 
land. Tile ceiling for the margin~! farm~r as per de,f~n1t10n 
was 10 acres of rwarkas' land or 1ts equ1valent in ot_ e~ 
categories of land. If it is assumed that all the ~old1ngs · 
were of rwarkas'land then any farmer ~o has a ~old1ng above 
this area will not be entitled to rece1ve bene~1~s .un.der the 
schemes. As the Table shows one small farmer 1r1 JawB:li and 
five small farmers in Patan had been able to get loans under 
SFDA in spite of their holdings being beyond 30 acre~. . 
Actually rwarkas' land in Satara district does not const1tute 
a significant proportion of cultivable area. Had 'Warkas' 
been accounting for significant cultivable area of th~s~ 
three talukas then Maharashtra Agricultural Lands_(Ce1l1ngs 
of Holdings) Act, 1961, would have taken note of __ 1 t and 
prescribed the ceiling in ·terms-of rWarkas' area as ~as done 
in respect of Ratnagiri district. , As a result of .~<;>n- .. 
prescription of ceilings in terms of 1Warkas' .land ·1n. th_e .above:: 
mentioned Act for any of these three talukas the cei11ng 
limit of 30 acres of rwarkas' land for a·small farmer becomes 
more or-less inoperative such land being not in existence 
in sign;i.fiqant. pro{lortion. As ~ result of this the operative 
ceiling will be 22; acres of un1rrigated or dry land:the . 
next category of land. It is really not possible-to_ . 
visualise that majority of the holdings, which are constituted 
as 'a result of. verr many _small plots, will be wholly; of. ~ny 
given category ol and. In fact, most of the ho~dings will 
be so mixed up that Mch category of land could be "present in 
each holding and hence it is impossible to decide one way or . 
the .ot.her. Unil'M.geted or dry~land· is the most pred~minant 
category and 22i acres of such land will be the effective 
ceiling for a small farmer especially when the definition of 
'Irrigated Land' under B.T. and A.L. Act, 1948, has been 
accepted by the -agency. For want of information regarding 
the composition of the holdings, in respec~'of various -
categor.ies of land, it is not possible to state how many : 
from the holding group 15.0.to 29.9 acres will be ineligible 
to secUre benefits under the scheme.· It-might be fa~r ~o 
assume that at least half of the beneficirries .'in the above
mentioned holding group will not be entitled to receive' 
bene~its if the composition of their holdings is ·taken into· 
cons1deration for the purpose of calculating equivalent area 
in terms of 22; acres of unirrigated land. · , 

- . 
'The floor area for a small farmer has been prescribed 

at•2.5;acres of perennially irrigated land or: its equivalent 
in other categories of land. As stated above the composition 
of these holdings in respect of c11tegories of land is not - _ 
known and even then any holding less than 2.5 acres just . 
cannot be expected to secure benefits under SFDA specifically 
in Patan taluka where such holdings would be entitled to -
receive benefits -under MFAL. There are four such cases in 
Patan taluka and-their presence under SFDA cannot be explained. 
In r~speqt of other two talukas, M11habaleshwar and Jawali, 
marg1nal farmers as per Government of India's concession 
were entitled to receive benefits .under SFDA and .hence the'ir 
presence in these talukas is quite natural. -· · .. ' 

What has been said above :i.O: respect of small f~rmers 
is true in respect of marginal farmers too with the variati 
in the ceili~g area which·ds lower.at 10 a~res of 'warkas'· on 
land. If th1s was to be an effect1ve ceiling therr 27 farmers 

' 



will not be entitled to receive benefits under MFAL. But 
as sa:id earlie_r the. effective ceiling_ in respect of marginal 
farmers :_too w::p.l be in terms of unirrig!!ted or dry land .. 
and as per Agency•.s definition it is ?;. acres. If this is · 
made effective, foli. reasons stated earlier, quite a few of• 
t~e twenty-nine farmers in the holding group 7.5 to 9.9· 
acr.El_S: will ·not be entitled to receive benefits under. MFAL. 

c ... c !,dent;ification of small and marginal farmers was done 
on the indiv:i,dual holder- basis as per VF-SA and not on the 
family~_basis:o. Table 25·,- therefore, represents 'the distribution 
of lan.d :ho:Ldei'S and not f.ami.'lies •. As ·per fresh instruction, · 
detailed out in Chapter II, the •Master Lists• of small and 
marginal farmers are to be scrutinized and corrected and · 
family operational holding will be the basis for such 
identification. -As a result of the ·proposed scriltiny how· 
many of·the·present lo.aneeswill-be·eligible to receive 
benefits from whichever of ·thfrr-scheme~t will have to await 
till. the ·fresh·•Master Lists• of small and marginal farmers 
are available. . . · · · ' ' 

.· .. 
Some Matters Relating Subsidy ': .. 

. o The objective or goals' of·r SFDA and MFAL are twofold: 
one is the economic efficiency of the activit-ies financed 
by existing financial institutions· and the· other to '-serve 
the hitherto neglected sectiol;l of 'the rural·'popilll')tion! .. 
These can· be referred to· ·as pilrsuit· of efficiency and equity. 
Subsidies and'- aids given to .small and margii'lal farmers are . 
either an equity measure or· an efficiency and equity · 
measure. The project report states, .that since the economic 
base of the small and marginal farmers is narrow, they may 
not be able to·bear the ftill bilrden·of the schemes, Their . 
economy cannot generate•enough surplu$_. So, for sometime, 
they will find it difficult to··meet tine full cost of capital. 
investment. Therefore;. they will. have to 'be propped up by · 
subsidies whi-ch ·will' help them also. to obtain loans from 
institutional agencies by"enabling.them .to meet _the gap in 
security;•; How the .. subsidy·' is expecte_d :to meet the gap in . 
security''is-~ot at '.all clei:!r. ·Had 'that been ·the main purpose 
of the sul;>sidy, in a few cases, at _least, ·the loans not 
availab1e-.on account of inadequate secui'~ty s~ould ~?Ve been 
sanctio_ned and advanced by the banks. ,In .a l~st of rejected 
loan appiicat·ions (rejec_ted·by the. bank and ;;tlso by the 
f-'!rmers when ·much less· funds were sanc.tioned than necessary) 
there are·many instances _of reje~;tion on account of inadequate 
security •.. ,),'p_ add. to it,_ the Mahar,ashtra: Sta:te Co-operative · 

. Land DE;:'I[elqpment Bank Ltd.; J3ranch Office, Satara, states · 
that _ow):rig, to inadequate securiiy ,an.d/6r owing :to inad,equate 
repay'ing capacity the farmers cannot_ get J,oans for develop
ment purpose. T.he· pank, further,, stat.es. that in order to 
help _all the.fa;rll)ers,. t;he.bank is quite. willing to sanction. 
and disburse loans 'to .the extent" of 'es-timated cost -Qf · 
development ·and the Agen~y should maki good to the bank the 
difference between the estimated cost and loan apmissible 
as per Rules of 'the .bank to the' farm"ers. As put by the· · 
bank the difference, between the estimated cost o~ deve~op- . 
ment and the loan admissible· as per- Rules of .the bank, ~s 
definitely not the subsidy. Subsidy,.as proposed in SFDA 
and MFAL, is a,definite proportion related ~o the cost of 
investment, the .m~imum ~ount of such subs~dy Pi!-Yab.le under 
each scheme having. been laid down, and not the. loan a-moun~. 
Under the circumstances the difference that the bank would 
like the Agency to make good would_ happen to be an outright 
grant not related to the co~t·of the investment proposed. 
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The bank wants the· Agency to m~ke go~d ~the diff'erer.t,ce,. 
firstly .on account of inadequate security: and secondly, on · 
account '·or inadequate repayment capacity. Had repayment 
capacity not come into-the picture the bank would have . 
asked for a· guarantee :in·.respect of the excess funds, . · 

rovided and hot asked the agency to makE! good tJ:e d~ference. ·· 
the bank is, obviously, more concerned w~th the mst~tutional ·: 
viability and, therefore, will always select the more . . 
established farmers in order to increase the probabilit1es that 
its books look good, thereby. ipsuring its survivaL The 
bank'-s riSk now is limited to ~he estimated cost. minus ~he 
difference made good. by the Agency i.e. the loan admiss~ble 
as per RuLes of the bank and the\question of subsidy to 
farmer remains unanswered unless this very difference made 
good by the Agency to the bank is to be considered as 
subsidy which will form-a part of the cost of development 
but not the. part of loan amount. Firstly 1 . sue~ a ~ubsidy 
would not have necessarily-the wame,relat1onsh1p w1th the 
cost of development as prescribed by the Agency and.secondly, 
it will eet a double standard, in respect or·~~~ome farmers · 
belonging to the set of farmers for .l'Thom tlltf pro~amme~:is : : ·. 
being implemented, by paying subsidy befor~ .1!!1~ ~~!~loJ.?ment .· .. 
has been completed· .in one case and by deny~ng the subs1dy to--·· 
others till the developmentr proposed has_ peen completed and 
duly certified. The bank, as such{ is not much concerned 
about the. subsidy to farmers since ·it does not look upon• the 
payment of sucl-i-.a subs~dy as making_ up··the gap in security:. ·. 
or the gap in repayment capacity either. The role of subs1dy-, ., 
is to lessen the burden of repayment of loan in the early 
period and not to meet the gap in security or the. ·gap in 
repayment_ eapacity • 

. Another-matter relates to payment of subsidy on the 
cost of land development 'il:nd improvement! The Agency .. 
prescribed a rate of Rs. 250 per. acre for loan and the · ·.· 
maximum cost of development per acre eligible for su~s~dy. 
The subsidy payable was prescribed at 25 per cent of cost· · ... 
of development or . Rs. 2 50 whichever was ·less. · It was the . :_ 
general complaint:that this limit of Rs. 250 per acre for· . 
land development was inadequate and needs to be reconsidered 
taking into consideration the ~oat estimates for. su.ch work.· 
Subsequently, the limit per acre· for land devel0pment . was · · 
raised ~o Rs. 1200 per· a.cre in November 1973 by Agenc.y1 s 
Resolut~on No. 230. The issue of inadequacy of loan for land 
development was raised in the Agency meeting :as early~s . 
Janu11ry 1971 and in spite of the advice of the· DiviSional .'_:·. 
Soil Conservation Officer, Satara, sup~orting the plea· fpt' ··: · 
enhancement df the _loan ·per acr.e the ,Agency took almost 
three years to arrive at a decision to enhance the per acre·• 
rate to Rs._l200. ·As per the Agency Resolution No. 230 this 
enhanced rate per acre, for the purpose .0! subsidy, was · ' · 
applicable to loanees after 30th January ~973 .and'not t 0 ·, 
others previous to this date. Agency reports that the oanks 
in quite a number of cases, previous to January 1973·, · had ·· 
advanced· funds. in excess of the previously prescribed ra:t;e .. pf; 
~s. 250 per acre: The. banks, too, had complained about the1 ; · 
~nad.equacr of. th~s per acre rate but had san..<;tioned .. larger · ·; ·.:, 
funds tak~ng ~nto consideration the securi'ty o.ffered, · · '-> · 
repayment capacity and the estim_ated-:cost 'of such land · · :,., 
devel~pment _work wit~ fUll: knowledg·e .. thati. ~or thil Jnirpose~c-; ,· 
of .the subs~dy the cost of such works wilL~be liiniteq. to · ~·'1> 
Rs. 250 ?er acre. As a ·result ·cif enhanced per .acre rate' 
from- Rs ~ 250 to Rs. 1200. for the' purpose .of maxili!i.un cost'' 
and ~ligible· · amoun~ ·.for .the purpose of calculating· subsidy 1 _ 
it s~ould be deem~d necessary to :pay the subsidy to ·1oanees · 
prev~ous to the date of Resolution No. 230 on the enhanced 



Tabl~ Loan Per Acre of Land Held x Loan Per acre of Land Developed or To.Be Developed 

Smell Ferm-ors . 
. . ·. . .. ---- --- --~-------- ~----------------- ~------------------- --. , · . Lovn per acre- of lend held ( Rs. ) 
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Table 26 : (continued) 

l-i&rgin&1 Fanners - - - - - - - - - - - - -------- - - - ----- ---- -- -- ---- ~ ---
ioen per acre of land held (Rs.) ---------- - ---

Lo~n per acre of . . ------------~--------~-------~-----------------------------------------------------------l&nd developed (.Its.) Upto 10~- 151- 201- 251- 301- 351- 401- 501- · 601- 't51- 1001- Total 
. . 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 500 600 750 ' 1000 1500 .. ------- - - ------ ------ - -.------ - -- - - - - - - -~- - - - - - - - - -·-- - - -- -

urto '• 100 - - - .. ·-- -01"- 150 2 - - .- 2 
151 ... 200 2 ;. 1 - 3 '201 - '250 2 1 1 - - 4. 251"- ')00 1 1 1 1 .1 1 6 
301 - 350- 3 1 .. 1 5 
351 - 400 -1 - 2 1 .. - 4 401 - 500 2 3 2 2 1 1 1 12 
~01·- 600 3 '.1 1 1 3 1 - - 10 \0 

1\) 01 - 750 1 -· 2 1 1 2 1 - B · .. z51 - 1000. - . .1 1 6 1 1 2 3 5 20 1 01 - 1500 1 . - 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 9 '1501 -·2000 - 1 1 1 1 1 ··. 1 6 ... 
2001 - 2goo - ' .. 1 1 2501 - 3 00 1 -. - - ·- 1 :3901 - . .3500 -. .. -
- - -- - . . - - - - -- - - - .- -- - -·- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - .. - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - --
TotE.1 8 -. '16 10' ' 5 12 .. ,. . 3 4 B 6 7 .. 9 3 91 
- - - - - -- -. -- - - - - -- - - - - - ;,. - - - - - - - - - ~-- - - - - - -- .. - - - - -- - ·- - -- --.. --
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per acre rate or the actual cost whichever is less. 
Table 26 gives the-aistribution of loanees, who had lifted 
loans for land developmentt according to amount of loan 
sanctioned per acre of lana held and the amount per acre 
of land"developed or to be developed. The number of 
loanees refers to, the period ending June 1972 whose claims 
for subsidy were forwarded by the Land Development Bank, 
Satara, to the Agency. It is obvious from the Table that 
as per Agency Resolution No. 230 only nine small farmers 
and the same number of marginal farmers will be eligible 
for subsidy on the full cost of land development, the per 
acre finance in these cases being limited to Rs. 250 per 
acre as per initial proposal. If the enhanced rate of 
Rs. 1200 per acre is made applicable in these cases the 
full benefit of subsidy will accrue to 71 and 74 small and 
marginal farmers respectively. It will be fit enough if 

.the enhanced rate per acre is made applicabl~ to all the 
·loanees, since inception-of the,programme; for the purpose 

o:f subsidy w •• • 
~· . . . ·. . -

· ". . The question of adjustment of subsidy to the leanne-'s 
account had not been resolved upto end of November 1973. 
The Agency wants the subs"idy to be adjusted to the ~loan 

·amount rather than the repayment instalment. The bank, 
naturally, prefers the subsidy being adjusted against 
repayment instalinent that b~ing the normal practice. By 

. end· of November· 1973 the· ·bank had claimed subsidy ·i.it. 825 
c~ses and of these only 80 cases have been_granted subsidy 

.on both the instalments (long term .loans are ~aid in two 
instalments, the second being paid after getting the . 
necessary utilization certificate for the first instalment) 
amounting to Rs. jS,21S paise 75 only. Iri ~the~ 7J· cases 
subsidy amounting toRs. 32,247 paise 17·only has been 

·granted on the first instalment. only. All these amounts 
need to be ~djusted against,the loanees account and for. 
want of any clear directive in respect of procedure to be 
adopted·~o~ such adjustment· remain unadjusted •. 

. ~- . . 



CHAPTER IV 

THE SAMPLE BENEFICIARIES 

. c. Previo~s three_ chapters dealt with. the proposed schemes, 
under SFDA and I·lFAL, for the economic. upll.ft of Sf!iall ~~ . 
marginal farm0rs, the proposed crit~r~on and the ~den~~f~cat~on 
of the eligible beneficiaries and the-_progr.e.ss of var~ous . · 
s.chemes since inception .upto end 9f .NC)vember 1973. A deta~led 
survey was undertaken in 1972-.73 with a view ·.to· evaluete and 
assess the impact of'the vari.ous schemes, expected to generatv 
additional. employment and incomes, proposed in tl)e Project. 
The area selected for the survey was Patan taluka of Satara 
district Where both SFDA and ~AL sch~mes ~ere operative. 

The Starting of the SFDX-MFAL Agency'-~as to be from April 
1970 but was ·delayed for about six months and ultimat~ly the 
Agency started functioning rr.om October 1970.· During the year 
ending March 1971 very little ~progress was reported evep _in 
respect of disbursement of loans for vari.ous activities 
proposed in the programme. By the time, i.e. July-August 1972, 
the survey was started the schemes were functioning in the 
area for one year at least. At the time the survey was.-- , 
deeided upon it was p.eemed that sufficient time. has elapsed· 
since· the inceptioi1 of the schemes and it would .be. worthwhile 
to undertake a· somewhat detailed study of the working of the 
Project and the impact of _schemes on individual oeneficiary 
cultivators. It was nqticed during the.'.<:ourse of the. sur.vey 
that ·barring investment in milch animals other items of ·. 
investment, especially 'long tei:'m investment, 'had not Jllade ·any 
worthwhile .progress. Even investment in milch animals was far 
behind expectations and the assessment of impact might be' .. a 
little premature. Long term investment in land· cah yield 
rasults ,only .when th~ -.A3_J;C>Pose4_.,investm(lnt has been completed 
and the .subsequent •.<:croP, ¥+flit- ~:x;ecut!l.4• ;. ~xMe.ztQ.ed- employment 
opportunity and the resulting rise ~n income needs some minimum 
ges~e,tiori period_.before· yielding results •.. So long as the. 
inves~~en:t. pas not ma~erialised .ariy .rise in employment and 
income coul:d not. b~ expected. To an.-:e~ent the same is· -true 
in respect of interi~ive cultivation scheme. While no-long or 
medium term investment is involved, investment in the nature 
of fertilizers, improved and HYV seeds etc. in current inputs 
on a continued basis will be necessary to show results in 
regard to rise in employment and incomes. Investment in 
milch animals alone could be expected to yield results in so 
short a p~riod of one year as the investment is complete when 
the animal has been purchased. Even these results are likely 
to be in income from milch animals and not necessarily in terms 
of employment which. itself is very difficult to assess~ In 
~hort any changes. in employment' and income cannot be expected 
~n so short a per~od and as such the present survey will no.t · 
come out with any significant r~sul'!;s in terms of such changes. 
The present study, therefore, m~ght serve as a bench-mark 
survey for further study around 1975-76 by which time it is 
expected that some incomplete investments in land etc. would 
be completed and then the proposed crop plan etc. would be in 
execution to assess the results. 

Sample of Beneficiaries 

Initially it was proposed that the sample will be 
distributed in ten villages belonging to south-eastern part of 
Paten taluka where both SFDA and MFAL schemes were operative. 
Subsequently, the sample area had to be changed for want of 
sufficient number of beneficiaries. Some general information 

94 
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about the villages from which the sample was selected is 
given in Table 27. The are~ is generally hilly being on the 
eastern slopes of Sahyadris. The extent of forest (mostly 
revenue forest.l land barring in one.or-two.villages is quite 
meagre and the extent of culturable waste and land not 
available for cultivation was significant. Unirrigated land 
is predominant irrigation being largely limited to wells and 
lifts operBted 011 the river. Kharif is the important season 
and the staple food crops ·are Rice and Jowar_. 

. The !llinistry had proposed that the sam'pl~ be draWn of 
fifty cultivators for each item of investment under long term 
and medium term loans. This sample size was suggested for both 
SFDA and MFAL programmes. Howev~r, taking into consideration 
the loans lifted by end of June 1972, it was not possible to 
draw such a sample in respect of almost all the items under 
long term loans. Such a sample size would have been possible 
ih respect of milch· animals, covered under m~dium term loans, 
but that would be distributed in too many villages and would 
have been difficult to manage. As a result of these diffi
culties it was, therefore, proposed that the sample, for want 
·of s~ficient number of beneficiaries, should cover both 
beneficiaries and non-beneficiaries to make up.t~e sample size 
of fifty cultivators for SFDA and hundred cultivators for ~~AL 
programmes.. Subsequently, with the change in the initially 
selected villages, the sample· plan was changed td include the 
beneficiary cultivators only. The size of the sample was 
decided upon fifty beneficiaries under SFDA and hundred bene
ficiaries.under MFAL. The list of villages, from which the sample 
has been drawn and the number of beneficiary families ~overed 
.under each of the two programmes is given below • 
. · 

SFDA MF.A:L 

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

1. Saikade 
2. Manewadi . · 
3. Gudhe 
4. Urul· 
5. Vihe 
6. Navadi 
7·. Nisare 
8. Mandrul Haveli 
9. Sangawad 

10. Sonawade 
11. Marali 
12. Adul 
·13. Mhavashi 

Total 

·L.T. M.T. 

2c 
1 
1 1 

.3 
6 
5 

1 -
1 7 
5 2 
3 1 

g 
3 13 

20 43 

Total L.T. M.T. 

2 4 5 
1 3 7 
2 10 

g 
3 2 
6. 11 
5. 11 
1 3 
g 3 g 
7 6 5 
4 10 
g 

16 7 4 

63 36 71 

(L.T. = LoJ}g term loan. M.T. =Medium term loan.) 

Total 

9 
10 
10 

8 
2 

11 
11 
3 

11 
11 
10 

11 

107 

. .· ' . 
All the'·medium term loans were for purchase of milch 

animals. The purpose for which the long term loans were 
disbursed under S'DA and MFAL is given lJelow. . . 

No.of Beneficiary cultivators 
Purpose ---~-------------------------

1. Ne.w Wells 
2. Repairs to old wells 
3• Oil engine, Electric-motor etc. 
4.. Water supply, Pipeli·ne etc. . . 
5•·Land.levelling and development etc. 

Total 

SFDA 
5 
l 
1 
~ 

.JL 
20 

MFAL 
3 , •• ! 

2 ; . 
1 
g 

22 
36 
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Table 27 : Spme General Information reg&rding Sample Vi~lages 

~ ,.. I 
I ;• ------ """·-I. 

: hlillt!ge ;·· ; .. 

I· 
·:. 
' ------:--

1 ·- '· • • 

· 1. Mhavashi 

2. Adul 

). Urul 

4. 'Nisara 

· 5 • Jorandrul 
Haveli 

6. Navadi 

7.· Vihe 

I. 
j :. 

8 ~ . Sangawad 

9. Sonawade 

10. Marali 

11. Saikade imd 
Manewadi 

<: I 

No: ~f- T.otai-F~r;st - I;r1g~t;d-l-;.n7i by- s~urce (acres) 
·house- area · · · ~--..!""_.;.; __ ._ __ . ..:~-----------.:.------
holds Well River Canal Other Total 
1971 , irri-
Censu·s · · , ., . : 1 ·: gated 

. (acres) (acres) · ' -
·' . ----------------.- --- -~---

45.3 

' 456 

.. 

Ml 
244'· 

'9.35 

500 

462 

460 

706' 

466 

575 

2875 

1967 

1894 

1358 

2957. 
' 

2406 

2415 

1817 

3275 

2426 

2078 

·i •.. 

156 

522 
• 

.344 

620 

168 

260 

60 

995 

379 

1.3 . ·: 
3 

15 . 
52 

99 

7.3 

44 

29 

143 

-84 

44 

. '· 

6 

9 

32 

41 

302 

120 

').7· 

'o· 

• I 
I 
I 

. 16 

-· 

2.3 

... ~· '. ' 

, .. . " 
,"1 .· 

19 

12 

.31 

52 

'122 

• 73 

. 76. 

70· 

.445. 

204 

61 

12. Gudhe . . 4.32 148.3 291 17•'• .. 17 
' . . . 

,. . .,· c 

- --~~------ ~ -~------Unirri- Culti- Not Staple food 
,gated . vable available crops 
-area . waste for 

cu1tiva- · · 
tion 

(acres) (acres)(acres) 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - -· - - - . 

1929 

1612 

].227 

790 

1894 

1808. 

1769 

1462 

215.3 

1482 

1.305 

. 915 

711 

l- '17 

8 

6 

25 

28 

42 

17 

380 

.. :1,28 

169 

127' 

2i6 

170 

106 

166 

296 

329 

268 

. 208 

297 ; 

120 

164 

1.33 . 

> • 

~:· lU.cEi, · J ower 

:·ru. c e 1 J owar 
' . 

Jowar " 

Jowar 

Rice,· Jowar 

Ric;:e, Jowar 

Jowar 

Rice, Jowar 
.. 

. Rice., .Jowar 

Rice, Jowar 

Rice, Jowar 

Rice, Jowar 

- - ~ ..... - ------ -~-.-- -- -i - - -'.·. - --.. - - ~ - -.·· - - - -- - ·- - - - -. . ' 
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. when the field work was started it was found that some 
of the selected beneficiaries had lifted lo8ns for other 
investments included under the programmes. While the sample 
size remained the same the number of benenciary families under 
each i tern changed and the' same is given below.. ·. 

·~ 

:Purpose 

1. !'l'ew wells 
2. Repairs to old wells 
3~ Oil engine, Electric motor etc. 
4. Water supply, Pipeline etc. 
5. Land·levelling and development etc. 
6. Milch animals 

No.of Beneficiary Cultivators 
------~-----------~----------SFDA ~AL 

4 
1 
1 
5 

.10 
47 

3 
2 
1 
8 

21 
78 

. The selection of villages ~as based on these being in a 
comparatively compact area, •availability of sufficient number 

.of •beneficiarie~ and comparatively easier accessibil~ty for 
most .of the perJ.od of the survey. . , 

. , The selection of beneficiaries with long term loans was 
with respect to loans (at least first instalment) lifted upto 
31st July 1972. Since the reference. period for the· survey was 
to be May 1972 to end of June 1973, and the field work was to 
start in August 1972 it was found convenient to consider the 
beneficiaries who lifted loans upto 31st J!ll'y 1972. Benefi
ciari,es und,er medimn term loans for p.!lrchase '9f milch animals 
were .:taken into account for 'the period ending March 1972. Fresh 
proposals for purchase of milch animals under.medium term. loans 
were to be considered after September 1972 and would~be 'tiene
ficiariea· on the score of an application for such a loart·were 
no~ considered.· The number of loans disbursed under SFDA was 
quite small and as a result.the selection of cultivators under 
SFDA amounts to a·census of beneficibries, both under long term 
end ~edium term loans, in the selected villages. As:re~ards . 
MFAL, the census of beneficia~ies was in respect of long term 
loans only, the medium· term loan beneficiaries being selected 
to,make up the.sample s~ze of hundred beneficiaries though in 
the process the sample was effectively increased to one hundred 
and seven beneficiary families. At the time of the selection 
of'the sample beneficiaries it was presumed.that"at e time one 
farmer will be entitled to benefits under one of the items only 
and the selectionwas made on that basis only. As stated 
earlier some of the beneficiaries had li~ted loans for some 
other item of investment besides the· one·on the basis of which 
th~se beneficiaries were selected. 

Land Holding of Sample Beneficiaries . . . 
Table 28 gives the distriPution of s~all and marginal 

.farmers according to size of operated holding. As stated in 
Chapter II, the 'operated'. holding was not defined by the. 
Secretaries committee nor by the Agency. 'Operated' ho!dJ.ng 
had been defined by various centres for the purpose of.Farm 
Management Studies in various ways and the Jllinistry .of Agri
culture had not suggested which of the definitions was · 
acceptable to it. The 'operational' holdin~ as defined for the 
gurpose of the survey includes 'NatSown Area' plu~ •Current. 
~all9ws' only;, Since no large scale land.recl81Jl&~J.c;>n... , 
programme we&. mooted py the. pr:ogr8J!lllles .thJ.s defl.nl.~J.on ,of . ·. 
I ope_ratiorial' ;hold-ing WEi& deemed fl. t fo~ al,l practJ.Cal purposes • 
The cuJ;.tiir.atea· area in each si~Ei group l.S nearabout the. s~e . 
as the owned area, though for the total sample &s such ·J.t .J.S · 



Toble 28 Distribution of Sme.ll ·end He.rginel Ferwcrs according to Size o:f Opere.te,d Holding 

- -- - -
3ize o:f 
oparet;:,d 
holding 
(acres) 

""' - - -No.or 
hold
ings 

. '-·· ' . Sm&ll Farmers -- -- --~- -· -- --- - -- - - - - - - ··- -
1971-72 

-------------------------------------------Area" _.l.rea Area ' Culti- Operated : 
owned .. ·lee sed leased· veted area - · · 

-in out area 
A. G. .' 1 .... G. A. G.~ A. G. A. G. . 

- - .- ~~ No.or· 
hold
ings 

- --- -• - - --- - - - ------- -·-- - - - - ---- -·~·--

More then l J0-18 - - JO-i6 22-l"B l 
20.01 

15.01 - 'l 16-lJi - - 16-lJi :~,6-lJ r l 
20.00 .~ 

' - -·- - ----------- - -~ -- -• . ' .. , 1972-7.3 

------------------------------------------· Area 
o~med 

A. G. 
-

.Area 

.. leased 
in 
·A. G. - -

Area 
leased 
out 
A. G •. C' - - - -

J0-18 -

16-lJi , -
·' 

-

Culti-
ve.ted 
area 
A., G. 
- - - -

Operated· 
area 

. :A. G. 
-1 - - --

J0-16 ! 22-18 . 

16-lJ i 16-lJ i 

10.01 4 . - 70-.37 -15.00 ,. 

7.51 - . .9 ··•101-if 
10.00 

: 

- 70-.37 4 

- l-20 105-.37 . : '76-21 9 

~ ... _ ..... 70-.37 

107-17 

70-.37 
. . 

49-00-:; 

76:..:a .. -& 

5.01 - 19 : 1'59-.37 
7.50 

5-.36 3-00 . . . 
2.51 ' 18 118-21~. - .. ;. 17-15 
5.00 . .. 
1.01'- -· 8 .· 27-20 ' J-13 
2.50 

Upto 1.00 .3. 10-26 . - 9- 5 
;. 

-- - - - -·- - - - - -- - .. . - - - --- - - .- -,. 
Tott:sl·· 63 543-JO J-00 

! . 
37- 9 -- - - - -.- - --·- -- - - -- - - -.- -·- -- ,_ 

i; . 

157-
... . . ~ 

l ·. 124-14 .. : . ·:.· . 19 159-.37 
. .. 

101-· 6i '~~:· 67-24 16 . ll~-2li' 
i· 

. ~ 

24- 7 15-16 8 27-20 

l-21' 1:..~1 J 10-26 
t .• ~-

- -- - - --.- - - - --- --- --·-
509.:.21 .377- 7i 6.3 - 54.3-.30 

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

J-00 

' . 

·.)-00 

-. -

5-.36 157- l 1?.4-14 

17-15 101- 6}' 67-24 

3-lJ 24- 7 l5-i6 

9..; 5 l-21 l-21 

- - - --- - - - - - - --
37- 9 .509-21 -- -· ~- -·-

(continued) 

.377- 7i 
- -

•·' . ' . 

' '· .. · 



Table 28·: (continued) . 
M~:~rg1na1 Feriners . ---------- -.---- ..... -- "!"'--------- -··-- -~'7' -- -\-

No .. o:t . 1971•72 · . . No.of: - - - - - - -·---- _:_-- ~ 
1972-73 

------
Size of 
operet~d· 
holding 
(acresl 

hold- -~-•----------------------~--------~•--~-• .hold-ing~. Area Area Area . Culti;:.: Operated ings 
owned leased leased vated' area 

in ... out area 
A. G. _ A. G. A., G. A. G. . A .• G. 

___________________________________ ..; _____ _ 
... . 

.4.rea Area 
o~ed :·· t~ased . 
A. G, A,. G. 

Area 
lee sed 
out 
A. a. 

Culti- Operetad 
vated area 
E~rea 

A. G, A. G. - - -··- . - -- - - -. - - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - -- .. - - - ~ - - - ~ ~ -· ~ ·- - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - -• 
7.51 and "· 5 
more 

5.01 -. 
7.50 
2.51 -
5.00 

. ' 

'.·· 6 ··. 

.·36. 

1. 01 -::; -: · .. _l;.o 
2.50 ··' .: 

·' .. 
Upto 1.00 17. .. 
Nil . 3: . 

39- 5! 

41-11~ 

14J-20~· 

90-11 

17·- 9 
' 

6;.A:4 

12-00 ., ... 
. -

·o-2o .. 2-:-26 

·11-. 4 8-25 

. '1-30. 4-20 

.. 
-:.; 

. · . - - - ... -- ·----- -·- ~---- -----' 

Total ·' 107 342- 11 25-14 23-33 
' . . .. .· .. 

. 51- 5! 43-35:! 

·-39- 5i 3p-25i 

149-39! 129-38 

73:. i 

12-10 ,, 

. ' . - - - --- - - - -. 

5 39- ~-~ 
' 

6 41-lli 

37 150-35.i 

39 89-18 
. ' 

16 .16-:CO 

4 5- 8 

- - - - - - - -
107 

l?.-00 51- 5! 43-35~ 

0-20 2-26 39- 5! 36-25~ 

11-4 7-37 154- 2t 133-26 

1-30 5-20 . 85-28. 71-1 

·1-18 15- 2 11-21· 

5- 8 
-- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

25-14 22-29 345- 3i 296-29 

- - - J - - - ~ - ·- - - - - ~ - - -- - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - -.-- - - - - - -
' 

- - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - --

\0 
\0 
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somewhat less in case of small farmera·and-only slightly more 
in respect of marginal farmers. Cultivated are~ for the two 
years 1971-72 and 1972-73 is the same for·small farmer~ ·and. 
only nominally more in the second year, i.e. 1972-73; .1n 
respect of marginal farmers. The operated area has sunk . 
subste.nti~lly. to 74 per cent of cultivated ~ea_.il;l r~spect of· 
small farmers. The operated area in rQspe_ct of· marg1nal farmers 
was around 86,per, cent of cu~tivated_area •. In ~ome cases of 
leasing out of·land the leas1ng out 1s not genu1ne:but only~ 
clandestine loan operation. In such cases land has .no.t rema1ned 
in the .possession of ~he borrower! though P-? has the lMal 
title to that piece of land.! but 1n posses~:ron of. _the poney
lender who.cultivates it.' ~o a large extent the same ~s 
observable :in respect of leased in land. It: is onl~ f~r the . -
sake of convenience that such lands have been shown. as leased.1n 
or leased out land_s. · ... 

Tabie 29 gives irrigated area, ~ry_are~ etc.;in_each· 
size of operated holding. Area under 1rr1gat1on is qu1te small 
in case of both small and marginal farmers the bulk·of the 
operated area being dry land. There is only a slight increase 
in the irrigated area in the second,-year, 1972-73,. in respect 
of both small and marginal.farmers.; When this ipcrease.in 
irrigated area was' checked-back to the individual farmer it 
was found out that this increase had not resulted as' a result of 
long term loans, for 'New wells', •Repairs td Old We~ls~ or 
'Water Supply Schemes' etc., received by the beneficiary farmers. 
This increase in irrigated area was independent of ~hese long 
term investment' in irrigation and in most cases was reported by 
farmers who had not sought·any loan under any of the it~~s such 
as 'New Wel~s', 'Repairs to O~d IV ells 1 

1 or 'Water ~upplY:'•' etc. 
What was sa1d 1n Chapter.III.1n respect or second 1nstalment of 
long term loans, for the above-mentioned items, in regar~ to· 
Pat an taluka holds good he:re to.o·. In m~jori ty of tqe cases 
second insta:Lnent has been ·lifted (the second -instal.Dient here 
refers to items :related to irrigr,tion only) between Apri;L' 1972 
and January 1973• and in no case·the work had .been complet~d by 
the end of field-work. · • · 



Table 29 : ·irrigated AN&, Dry .il.rea etc. in iiiach Si Z·3 of Operoted Holding 

' 1': . Small Fanners 
-- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - -· - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - -- --

1971-72 No.of' 1972-73 Size·of · 
operated 
holding 
(acres}· 

No.of 
hold
ings --------------------------~---------------- hold- ---~-----------~---~--~---~---------~---~--

' (1) .... ,(2) 

Culti
vated 
area 

~3) 
.II., G, 

Of Col. 
3 irri

. geted 
area 

(4) 
A. G, 

Of Col. 
3 dry 
area 
·4' . . . 

(.5) 
A~ a. 

Of Col, 
3 pe:rm
enent 
fall. ow 

( 6) 
J •• G,· 

- - -------------------- --
More than 
20.01 -- s-oo 

Operf,ted 
area 

(Cola. 
4+5) 

(7) 
.II., G. 

·ings Culti- .. Of Col. 
vated 9 irri-
area- gated 

area 
(!l) . (9) (lO) 

J,, G, A, G. 

Of Col, Of Col. 
9 dry · · 9 perm-
area anent 

(11) 
A, G • 

fallow 
(I?.) 
A;_ G, - ~ - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - --------

21-18 8-00 

Operated 
·· area 

(Cols. 
10+11) 
(13) 
A, -.G. -- -- -

22-18 

'15'.0:j.-20.00 

10,01-15.00 

l 

1. 

4 

9 

30-18 

18-13i 

70-37 

3-00 

3-37 

8-30 

'22-1S 

15-13i 

45- 3 

69-31 

22-18 

18-13~ 

1 

1 

4 

9 

30-18 

18-13~ 

70-37 

i-oo 
3-00 

3-37 

'15-13 i -· - 18-13 i ,· 1-' 

7.51-10.00 

5.01--7.50 

'2.51- 5.00 

1,01- 2.50. 

IJpto 1,00 

19 

lit 

8" 

3 

105-37 

157- 1 

101- 6i 

24- 7 

1-21 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Total · 63 509-21 

'· 

11-5 

5-3S 

0-39· 

-

113- 9 

61-26 

14-17 

1-21 

21-37 

27-16· 

32-27.: 

33.:.22i 

S-31. 

' 
49-00. 

7S-21 

124-14 

67-'4 

15-16 

1-21 

- - - - - - - - - - - - w•• - - - - ~--~~ 

33-29 343-181 132-131 377- 7i 

19 

18 

8 

3 

105-37 

157- 1 

101- 6i 

24- 7 

1-21 

. 11-30 

12-39 

'5-38 

0-39 

0;,25 

45- 3 21-37 49.,.00 

66-31 27-16 

111-15 32-27 •124-14 

61-26 . . 33-22~ . 67-24 
-· 

14-17 ,•; -8-31 15-16 

0-36 -· - - l-21 
. . . - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - ~-- - --

63 509-21 40- 8 336-39:! 132-13i 377- 7:i 

------- - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - - - - -- - - - - -- - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ---
(continued) 

/3 



Table 29 : (continued) 

I•wr!i:Oin£;1 Farm::rs 

"' -·- - - - - - - - - - ;,. - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - -- - -- --Size of No.of 1971-72 No.of 1972-73 
-operc.ted hold- ---------------~------------~------------- hold- -------------------------------------------holdinT ings Culti- Of Col. Of Col. Of C_ol. Oparat.ed ings Culti- Of Col. Of Col. Of Col. Oper&ted 
(acres v&.ted 3 irri- 3 dry 3 perm- area vated 9 irri- 9 dry 9 perm- area 

area gated area anent (Cols. area· gated area ·anent (Cola. 
area fallow 4+5) area fallow 10+11) 

(1) (2) (3) ( 4) (5) (6). (7) ( 8). (9) ... (10) (11) (12) (13) . . ;. •. G. .a. •. G • A~-a. Ao G~ A. G. ;.. G~ A• G. ;... G. A. G. A. G • - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -:- - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - -.. 
7.51 &nd 5 51- 5i· 3-22 40;.13 i 7.-10 4.3-.35! 5 51- 51 '.3-22 . 40-1.3! 1-1o 43-351 
mora I •' f 

5•01 7.50 6 .39- 51 .3-J9 .32-261 2-2'0 .36-25! 6 .39- 5i 4-39 31-~61 2-~o 36-251 ...... - 0 

2.-51- 5.00 36 149•391 12;.. 2 ~17;.;.3 6 2·0- 1i 
N 

129-.38 37 154- 2i 14-34 118-32 ~0-16! 13.3-26 
' .. , .. 

1.01 - 2.50 40 87-21 4-25 M-16 14-"0 7.3- 1 39 85...:28 7-.36 63- 5 14-27 71-1 
Upto 1.00 17 15-.31 0-18 11-.32 .3-?.1 12-10 .16 15- 2 0-.32 10-29 . 3-21 11-21 .. -
Nil .3 4 - - - -.. 

' - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -.. - - - - - - - - - - - -- .- - -- - - - -·- - - - - - - - - - - --;r: .. ~, ~! 

Totb.l :· 107 .34.3-22b 24-26 _27i.: 4. 47-3.2i. 29S-.30 107 .345- :31 . .32- :3 . 264,.26 48:...141 296-29. . ; . .:. -. . ... -·- .. .. .. 

-- - - - ~ - - - -. ;,;; :.. - -: - - - - ·- - - -- -- - - - - - -.- -- - -- - - - - - -- -;- - - - - - - - - - - --
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marginal f~rmers,even if the individual landholaer qualifies 
on the·bas~s of prescribed land holding for identification 
but the total land held by the family does not_ qualify,. 

(ii) 'Land held outside the. villag~ by a gfven farmer 
should be taken in!-o consideration for deciding th.e eligibility 
of the farmer and ~f such area (within the village plus 
outside the village) exceeds the prescribed limit that £armer 
should be excluded from perticipa~ing in the programme. · 

. ,(iii) As a converse to (i) above, if members of a given 
femily_ware staying separately and cultivating lands indivi
~ually1 tJ;~ey_sJ;~ould be identified as ?m~l or marginal farmers 
~f th~J:r ~ndJ.vJ.dual area held falls WJ.thJ.n the prescribed limite 
even ~f, as per land records, land held by such individuals 
appears in the name of a single member. 

The 'master lists' of small and marginal farmers in this 
Project were based on the individual owned holding as per the 
revenue record. If this record was to be wholly relied upon, 
lands held in certain cases of beneficiaries would be much 
larger~ Landholders below 2.5 acres of 'perennially irrigated' 
land or'lO ac~es ~f 1 Wark~s' land would not be expected to be 
enrolled as small farmers but·· such cases do exist specifically 
because the land· is jointly owned by two or three brothers· etc. 
and only a single member's name appears on the reqord •. In fact 
the beneficiary is entitled to .his proportionate share, and in 
some cases at least this could have been verified from the 
Village Primary Co-operative Credit Society, and actually owns 
and cultivates that much area only. Invariably the individual 
landholder ~as been assumed to constitute a small or a marginal 
farmer's family which need not and is not necessarily the cas~. 
In' some cases-in 't,he ··sample it was found that the small or the 
marginal farmer. happened to be one of the landholders in the 
family and-the family holding was much larger when-compared 
with the acreage stipulated for a small or a marginal farmer. 
As a matter of fact the family cultivates all the lands of the 
individual landholders as a single family enterprise and the 
records seem to be. in view· of the .f.!aharashtra Agricultural 
Lands (Ceilings on Holdings) Act, 1962. The cropping for such 
individual landholder is really a part of the crop plan for 
the family lands ~d not independent of the family land. 
Since our interes.t in the small or the marginal farmer is in 
terms of an 'economic' entity rather than a 'legal' entity 

.it'was deemed fit to consider the total family holding rather 
than the individual beneficiary's holding. In fact the whole 
family benefits as a result of the.· individual's ·inclusion in 
the progr~e rather than the.individual alone. 

Asset.Holding, Cropping Pattern and Income 

Table 30 gives the asset holding of beneficiary culti
vators, small.and marginal:, _according to size of operated 
ho+ding. Total assets in. agriculture were by far the most 
important. The average asset holding of the small farmers was 
more than twice the asset holding of marginal farmers. Even 
if the last five groups,i.e. 7 .• 5 acres...,....lO.O acres to. upto 1.0 
acFe, are compared with those of the marginal farmers· we find · 
that .the aver~:~ge asset holding of the marginal f'a:mers was only 
a little more than half' of the average asset holdJ.ng of the 
small farmers in these size groups that are common to both 
small and marginal farmers. These differences arise not only 
on account of category of land held but also on account of oth~r 
assets held such as machinery and implements, livest_ack etc. ·· 
!~variably the small farmer's average ~sset.holding was large~ 
in all these respects· than that of the marg~nalJarmers. 



~bble 30 : Asset holding according to Size of Oparbttd Holding 

Smell Fe.rmars ... ,. 

- .. 
.. (V-alue in·na.)'· 

- - - ~- - - - ~--- - - ----- - ~ -- -·- - -- - -- - - - - - -- -- - ~ -Size of. No.of Value :Machi- Live-· Cattla 'Total Shares Invest- Other, - - - - ·- - - - - - - - -. - - - -
operated· hold- of . ·nary stock·· shed assets and · ment in houses, 
holding ings land end and in depo- non-agri, etc, 

Total Average Gertfdn assets as on 
Assets essats 30th· June 1973 

· (acres) owned imple- Poultry egri- si til occupa-
ments culture tion 

' ' 

per.. --~-~----------------holding Machi- Live-. Sh~res 
nery 1 stock, . and 
imple- poultry dapo-
ments sits - -·-.- ------------ -.~ ~- -.-- - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - -- -- - - -- -·- - - -- - -- - --

r-1ore then 1 
20.01 

' 
15.01 - 1. 
20.00 
10.01 - 4 
15.00 

7.51 - 9 
10.00 
5.01 -· '19 
7.50 
2.51 - 18 
5.00 
1.01 :- 8 
2.50 

lJpto 1.00 · 3 

- - - - - - - -
Total 63 

46050 545 ... -
' . . 

:<:9740 3545 

102.510 ' 5tl32 .. 

251825 26922 

166852 5877 

39995 890 

20366 no· 
- ~ - - - - - --

.6410 ·.· . 1500 ' 54505 4975 

4150 37435- 1055 15000 

11245 6000 125587' 4970 

26242 9500 ~~0549 '9875 325 

43110 23100 344957 22660 

3(024 19050 228803 

9855 . -9000 59740 

19295 450 

2790· 
. " 

4525 1500 26501 170 -
---------- -·-- -------

800 60280 
I 

9000 62490 

6300 136857 

:<:6000 256749 

54900 4<:2517 

60?.80 , . 545 6865 

62490 3005 4050 

34214 5860 14345. 

2~528 13525 23~80 

22238 26972 41840 

4800 

1055 
b 

5660 of:'" 

8515 

23055 

40100 

8300 

2800 . 

288648 16036 

70830 . 8854 

29471 9824 

5534. 36385 19620 

890 . 8985 

110 3805 

2805 

170 
- - - - - -- -.- ~-------------- ~ 820363 65503 142561 69650 1098077 65790 15775 148200, 1327842 21077 56441 ; 140255 65680 

~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - -----------. -.-.---- ~- ~--------- - - - .. - - - - - - - -
(continued) · 



., 
Table .. 30 (continued) 

Marginal Farmers 
(Vdue in Rs.) 

- - - - - - ·- ,..· - - -- - ----------- -- -·-------------- - - - - - - ·- - - - - -- - - - - - - .-
Size of· 
operated 
holding 
(acres J 

No.of 
hold
ings 

Value 
of 

··land. 
owned 

Machi;. 
nery, 
and 
imple
ments 

--.--- ----- ~ ·-.-----
ll!ore than .... S 
?.51 

SB290 

Litre- Cattle 'l'otel Shares Inv:ast- . Other, 
stock shed ass-ets &nd ment in' house~ 
and in depo- npn-bgri. etc. 
Poultry agri- sits occupa-

culture tion 

Total Avarage Certbin assets ~s on 
Assets assets 30th June 1973 

per -~--------------------house- Machi- Live- Shares 
hold nary, stock, and 

imp1e- pou1try·deposits 
menta - - - - - - - - - - - .- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -------

9025 3000 72llS3 5230 - 30600 1:08683 21737 2538 10805 5230 

s.o1-
?.so · 

6 
' 

60165 ·13244 11415 5000 89824 3230 3455 

2.51 -s.oo 37 "241612 i 19540 59096 34500 354748 18260 300 

13100 106154 17692 13244 11525 

70300 443608 11989 19792 53960 b 18590 VI 

1.01 -
2.50 

39 

Upto 1,00 16 

Nil 4 

138797 

24705 

8360 

5884 · 52524 33000 230205 11550 

827 19849 

g 3271 

10700 56061 

3000· 14639 

3285 

425 

5900 47100 294755· 7558 

17600 

4500 

76946 

19564 

4809 

4891 

5884 46490 11840. 

827 17615 

8 ·1980 

3390 

425 

- - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - --------
Total. 107 531929 42041" 155160 89200 818330 41980 6200 18)200 . 1049710 9810 42293 142375 42930 

-- -·-------------- ------ -·----- -------------------- --- ---------
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Of the other assets, excluding thos~ in egri'culture, 
residential .. ·houses comprised the major share of the asset 
holding. Under shares and deposits it was mainly the share
holding in the primary co-operative credit societies and in a 
few cases the shereholding in Co-operative Sugar Factory at 
Marali in Paten taluka. 

Changes in asset holding are given in respect of 
machinery and implements, shares and deposits and livestock 
and poultry. These were the assets held as on 30th June 1973. 
The average holding of these assets, both in respect of smell 
and marginal farmers, has comd down but only marginally. There 
was almost no addition to machinery and implements. during the ye.,r 
of survey. The livestock held by both the sets of farmers had 
only slig!>tly increased and the net lower asset value was 
largely a result of lower valuation of older livestock_held. 

Table 31 gives the cropping pattern of small and 
marginbl farmers according to size of operated holding for the 

·two years 1971-72 and 1972-73. The important crops we~e Rice, 
Jowar and Groundnut. Variation in acreage under various crops 
is a normal feature and: nothing more need be said about it. 
The gross cropped area was slightly· less in'the year 1972~73 
than in 1971-72 as was the double cropped area. This is 
observable both in respect of small and marginal farmers. Only 
feature worth. mentioning is the increase,in area under sugar
cane which has been attracting cultivators lately. The · 
sample farmers, by and large, do not report 'use or any other' 
variety of seeds for Jowar, Rice etc. than the local ones. or 
the ones that had been in vogue .for quite sometime. As the 
cropping pattern for the two years reports there was-no i)\lstance 
of HYV paddy and only three or four instances of'HYV·Jowar · . 
accounting for an insignificant'proportion of the total area 
under Jowar. The HYV seed has not made any dent in the 
cropping pattern• for whatever reasons. 

Tables 32 and 33 give total income by various sources of 
income for small and marginal farmers and for the two years 
1971-72 and 1972-73 respectively. The average per family-income 
was much larger-in respect of small farmers than marginal 
farmers for both the years. Average. income par family has 
almost remained at the same level for the two years in respect 
of both the sets of farmers. The rise in total income in,l972-73 
over 1971-72 was essentially the.result of rise in-income from 
agricultur,e over the previous year. However, this rise in 
income from agriculture was essentially the result of rise in 
harvest prices of various agricultural produce and not the 
result of rise in production. The rise in gross production 
was reported only in respect of sugarcane end Gur manufactured 
on the farm. Gross production and its value at harvest prices 
for the two years 1971-72 and 1972-73 is given below. 

Small Farmers 
·-------------~----------------------1971-72 1972:-73 
------------------ ----------------Gross Value Gross.' •. · Value 
production (Rs.) Production (Rs.) 
in Qntls. in Qn~ls. 

1. Cereals and-~tillets ~005.65 76,379 590.42 .. ' 75' 633 2. Minor Millets 1,610 1,252 
3. Pulses 3,669 1,886 
4. Oilseeds 554.85 

)' 
75,039 329 .• 55. 58,846 

5. Sugarcane 875~00 24,276 1980.50·: l 86,4;1-lt 
Gur '- 52~00'--l;.. 154.90 "'· 

6. Other Crops. . 9,366 7,236 
7. Fodder 17,337 59,013 

TOTAL 2,07,676 2 '90,340 



T&b"le · .31 ·: Cropping P&.tt<lrn accoro.ing t'o Size of Oper&ted Holding 

Small Farm~rs . 
: .... ,. (Area in acres) . 

• -.·- - -·~- -- - - - -. - - - ·~ - -- - - -· -.- - - - - ------ --- ~.- -- ------------ - - -
&"iz·e -of 
opEirated 
holding 
('acres J," 

Year 
. .. . 

Oper~:~ted·Current ·· . .dice Khorif 
~:orea fallow · • J"owar 

A. G • A. G. A. G. A •. G. 

Rabi 
Jowar' 

.liYV 
Jo~~er-

' .. 

A. G. 

Wheat Minor 
_;. millets 

A. G. A. G. 

Other 
pulses 

.A.. G .. 

- - - - - - - - - ---~-- - - -. - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - . - - - - - - - -- ·- - - - --
More t.han .. 
20.01 

15.01 -
:~o.oo·· 

10 .. 01 -
1•5 ,oo 

7.51 -
10 .. 00. 

5.01 -
7 • .50 
2.51 -
5.00 

i.Ol -
'' ,2 .so 

Upto.· 
1.00 - - - .. 

Toha1 

- - -

- -

1'971-72 
1972-73 
19'71,..72 
1972-73 
1971-7~ 
1972-7') 
1971-72 
1972-73 
1971-72 
197G-73 
1971-72 
1972-73 

'1971-72 
1972-73 
1971-72 
1972-73 

22 .. 18 
22-18 

18-13; 
18-13~ 

49-00 
49-:0Q 
78.;;21 
7!!-2:1; 

124.:14 
124-14 

67-24 
67-24 
15-16 
15-16 

' 1-21 
1-21 

-5-18 

-6-00 
. 1-20 
0-21 

-
,.. 

4-00 
.5-00 . 

2-00 
1.,00 

4-00 
4-00 

6-13~ 
8-00 

' 10-11 20-23 
7-17 12-30 

24-35 " .17-20 
17-26 '16-3.5 
30-39 ' 23- 3 
29-21 28-:-2~ 

19-:<:9 10-30 
19-32 11-28 

6-21 2-17 
.5-21 2-27 
1-Q(j' 
0-1.5 

' 

6-18 
1::oo 

2-00 

5-00 

8-00 
1-00 

20.;.14 
·- 5-10 
12- 4 

3-:"20 
2- 2 
1-1.5 

-. 
0-10 

0-10 
1-00 
o.:.3o 
J-3.0 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - -- - - - ---- -- ~.-----
1971-72 
1972-73 

377- 7! 
377- 7! 

1-20 99-1.5 
16-. 2! 86-12· 

84-26i 55-38 1-10 
84-22 ' . 12- .5 4-30 

1- J ·. 

1-:?0 

i-12 
1- .9 
3-20 
5-15 
4- 3 
7-19 
1-18 
4-1:!0' 
1-00 
1-16 

2-00 
1-00 

1-00 
1-00 
2-00 

2-22 
3-00 
3-34 
3-16 

0-34 
. -
0.21 

--------
H-33 
21-2 

11-16 
9-31 

2-00 

1-00 
1-00 
1-<o6 
1-00 
2-10 
3-00 
3-26 
1-10. 

0-20 

-- - -
10-22 

6-30 

--

-
0-34 
0-?.5 

2-36 
0-:?.5 
0-24 
0-10 
0-11 

. -

--
1-29 
4-16 - - - -- - - - - - - - - - -· - - - -- - -. - .- - - - -- - .. ·- - .... - - - - - - - - - - - - - - --

(continued) 



Teble 31 : (continued) 

--------- -.•-Size of , . . ., 
opar&ted · · Year 
holding -
(&cres) -·. 

-- -.------ - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -. . ~h~ 
Groundnut' Sugarcbne Vcg~t&blas Crops· 

- . 
Fruit Gross ·· · Double 

bnd cropped cropped 
orch!:irds 
i~• Ge . 1 •• G. ;,.,,. G. A. G. ·-:.a. G. .:' ... G. ; .... a. 

- - - ~·-- ·- - - - - - - ------ ~.-- -·-- ~------------------- ~---- ---
More' then. 1971-72 
20.01 ·. 1972-73 

15.01 - 20.00 1971-72 
1972-7.3 

10.01 - 15 .oo . 1971-72 
:1,972-73 

7.51 "" 10.00 f971-72 
.1972-73 
-

5.01 - 7.50 1911.,.72 
•1,972-73 

2.51 - .5.00 1971-72 
.. 1972-7.3 

- 1 .. 01 - 2.50 1971-72 
. 1972-73 

6-00 
6-00 

6-00 
6-00 

1.3-00. 
22- 3 

22-00 
25-00 

. 53-1.3 
: .. 44-21 

24-18 
23-19 

6- 8 
5-34 

Up~o.l.OO 1971-72.; 
. 1972-73 .. -

-2-20. 

1-00. 
0-20 

., f·- '; .. . 0-.30. 
.3-10 

3-10 
5-.32 

2-39 
18-19 

0-2).-
4..:.17 .. 

0-21 

-
0-20 
0- .5 -') .... , :· 
0-31 1-.30 
0-10 2-20 

. 1-30 
1-38 

2-00 
2-20 '! •. 

-
2-.39 1-16 

"1-22 - 1-00 

1-22 
:c:-14-

1- 5 
.. 1-00 

.. 

-. -0-.34 .. 0-.34 

- . . . 0,-21 

0-10 
0-10 . . . . 
·0-2.3 
0-23 

-· 
-

' .. 

22-18 -
20-2.3 

?.1-1.3 i 
15-25 

56-21 
52- 4 

87- 1 
.. 

81-12 

145-.36 
147-11 

79-19 
75-21 

19- 2 
19-22 

l-21 
1-21. 

-

7-21 
.3- 4 

1!-20 
8-.31 .. 

2.3- 2 
2.3-18 

11-35 
9-11! 

,, 

3-26 ... 
4- 6 

~ ~ - - - - - - .- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -------- - - - - - - -- - ·- - -
Tot&1 1971-72 130-39 8-22 

1972-7.3 1.32-.37 . . .36- 4 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

7-22 
6- 9·· 

' 
. . 

7-26 
7-34 

0-.3.3 
0-3.3 

4J3-11i 
41.3-25 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
' 

57-24 
52-<.0 



T~b1e ~1 (continued) 

~I~rginc.1 F<>rmers 
(Area in acres) '. 

- - - ------ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - --- - - - - -·- - - - - - - - - - ..-~- - - - - - - -
;;iza of Op8rated Current iiice Khorif Rabi liYV .. Wheat iviinor · ··· Urid Other 
op<:ri>ted Year • ar<::a f!:£11ow .. ~owar Jow-ar Jowar millets pu1s;;s 
hold in~ A,. G~· (acres .A, G, ;,., G, .a. G,. b..' G. A, G, A, G •. A, G, A, G, .a, G, 

- -- - -----: - - ~- ,-.- - .... - - -- -· ,_ - - - ... - - - - - - - - - - - ... - o:-, -:' .r- - - - -· - - - - - - - -
: .. 

iviore than . 1971-72 43-35, 1-10 5- 3 18-33~ 0-20 2-00 2-20 0-36 
7.51 1972 ... 73 43-.}5~ 5-00 22- - . 0-20 3-00 . 0-20 1-10 

5.01·:- 7.50 1971-72 36-25* 6-32 . 9-374 6::.:.oo 1- 5 3- 3 0-22 
1972-73 36:-25~ 1-11 3- 7 8-27~ 4-00 1-20 2- 3 - 5-25 

129-38 
I . 

2-36 ~.51 - s..oo 1971-72 1-27- 25- 9 39-21 14-23 0-20 3-35 4-20 0-27 
1972-73 . 133-26 2- ,2 .. 28-25 44-38 1;.oo 1-00 5- 2 2- 5 2-35 0-15 ..... 

1.01 - 2 .• 50 1971-72 73- 1 ' 19-32 5-36 1- 8 1-18 0 0- 3 23-35 1-32 5-20 0-13 \0 
. 1972-73 71-1 . - 15-27 19- 7 1-30 1-25 6-11 ?-23 1-12 0-~6 

Upto 1.oq 1971-72 12-10 1-15 3-31 0-35 o-n 1-11~ ... 1972-73 11-21 3-15 . 4.,. 4 1- 2 0-25 ,.. . 0-22 
. . . - --- - - - - - - - - --- - - - - -·- - - - -- - - - -·- .. - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - --·., 

Tote1 ·1971-72 295-30 3-00 58-11 95-38 27-14 2-12 11-27 6- 4 12-35 2-18 
1972-73 296-29 3-13 55-34 . 98-37 7-32 4- 5 14-n ?-28 10-34 ?-11 , . 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - --- - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
(continued) 



T~ble 31 : (continued) 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - -- - - - -.- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ..; -- -- - -- - --3ize of Other Fruit Gross Double 
operated YaEir Groundnut Su_garc&ne Veg:--t&bles crops &nd cropped cropped 
ho1dinf orchards .. .. -(acres ••• G •. A. G. ••• G. ..... . G. J. ..... G. ... G. .fLo G • - - - - - - - - -- - -,- - - - -- - -~~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- -
L•lore' th&n 1971-72 12-29 1-20 - 44- 11 1-16 
7.51 1972-73 . 10-20 2- 7 0-35 45-32 1-37 

5.01 - 7.50 1971-72 13- 4 0-35 0-34 0-20 42-32t 6- 7 
1972-73 i1-15 3-00 -; 0-10 39-27 4-13 ~~ ' . 

. . ' 
2.51 - 5.00 . 1971-72 48- 7 1-23 1-37 0-25. 1- 7 145 ... 10 16-39 

1972-73 42-21 10-33 2- 7 - 1- 7 . 142-28 ·11- 4 

1.01 - 2.50 1971-72 . 20-14 - . 0-25 . 0-31 .. 0-?0. 82- 4 .. 9- 6 1-' 
- 1- 1 -. 1-' 

1972-7} 24-~9 $•20 0-20. 0-20 81-n 10-20 0 

Upto 1.oo· 1971-72 5-20 - - - 0-10 13-32 1-22 
1972-73 2-20 0-38 o-. g 0-10 13-24 2- 3 . ,. 

- -- - - - --- - - - - - - -- - - -- -- - - - -- - - - - - -- -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - -' . ., 

4-36 
. ,. ' 

Total· 1971-72 99-34 2..,.16 1-36 1-37 326-00 35-10 
1972-73 . 91-35 22-18 4-21 0-20 1-37 323-13 29-37 .. --- - - - - - - - -- - -- ·- --- - --·~ - - - - - .. - - .;, -- - - - - - - ---- - - ---... ; • 



T1:1ble 32 Tot~;o.l Income by l:lour.ces' of Income (1971-72) 

- - - - - - - - -
Size of 
op.;rEJtad 
holding 
(r.ocresJ 

No.of 
hold
ings 

----------
Mor& thr.on 1 
20.01 

15.01 ~ 40.00 1 

10.01 - 15.00 4 

7.51 - 10.00 9 

5.01 .. 7.50 19 

2.51 - 5~0~ 18 

1.01 - 2.50 .8 

Upto 1.00 · 3 

- - -.-- - -- - -
Tot11l 6J 

----- -----·-. ' 
Agri-' Animal S~;l~;ried 
culture Husbandry S5rvices 

.. 

Smt.ll F~·rmers 

- - - - - - - -
Non-Agri. Agri. ~nd 
Occupa-_ Non-Agri •. 
tion L~;o.bour 

- - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ -
7059 575 3000 

-~ . ..... 
. ·• 

6836 385 . 600 

10646 .2229 1500 

28537 5079 1740 500 

45598 10649 6672 600 

18723 6551 15216 . 500 600 

4315 3076 3480 1200 1300 

476 1252 500 -1500' .. ______ .,. ___ 
- -·-- ------ - - - - -

122190 29796 )0108 4800 4000 
,, 

(Income in Rs. ) 
-------------------

Agri. Remi- Total average 
Rent ' ttances Income income 
etc. ' per 

household 
- - - - -. -.. - - -·-- -·-- . . . . .. -- - - -

10634 10634 . ' 

71!?1 7821 

300 14675 3669 

3300 39156 4351 

1240 64759 34M 

1023 2300 . 44913 2495 

1300 14671' 1834 

3728 1243 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ... -
1023 8440 200357 311!0 

- - .- -- - - - - - - - - - --- - - - - - - !"'- - -.- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - - - ·- - -
(continued) 

1-' 
1-' 
1-' 



Teble 32 : (continued) 

--- -- -- -Size of 
oper&tad 
holding 

· ( ecras} ------
More than 
7.51 

t"' ~· 

. ·5.01 - 7.50 

""2.51 - 5.00. 

1.01 - 2.50 

Upto 1.00. 

Nil 

- - - - --
TotEal. 

If.crginal F<Jnnars 
(Income in Rs.) - - - ~ - - ~ - ~ ~ - - ----· - - - -- - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- -No.of 

hold
ings 

Agri- Animal Sal<:oried 
culture Husbandry Sarvic~s 

Non-Agri. Agri.and Agri. 
Occupe- Non-Agri •. "Rent 
tion Labour etc .• 

Rem!- Tot&l Avsrege 
ttances Income Income 

Per 

-- - - Household - - - ---- --.-- - - - - - - - - - - - - - -·- - -- -·-- - - - - - - - - -- -
5 

6 

37 

.40 

17 

2 

9033 

10233 

38801 

27482 

4008 

--------

2134 

1722 

11829 

11277 

5180 

714 

- - - -
107 89557 32856 

3000 

20064 

2280 

2280 

-
- -- -- -' 

27624 

1400. 

-
3700 

7607 

3.596 

500 

- - - -· -
16803 

300 

.500 

2300 

8850 

40.5~· 

- - - -
16000" 

- - -' 

-

150 

710 

3200 

8100 

4100 

6300 

600 

~ - - - -

15867 

1.565.5 

84794 

61746 

25414 

2.524 

- - - -
. 860.. . 22300 206000 

3173 

2609 

2'92 

1544 

149.5 

1262 

- - - - ~-

192.5 
- - - - -·-~-- - - - - - - ~ ~- - - -- - - - - - - -- - ~ - - - - - -- ~ - - - - -' -- -.-4--- - -

1-' 
1-' 
N 



'l'~:~ble 33 : Totbl Income by Sources of Income ( 19~2-73) 

Small Farmers 
(Income in Rs.) 

- - - - - - - - - --- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - -
Size of 
oper~:~ted 
holding 
(acres) --------
More them 
20.01 

15.01 - 20.00 

10.01 - 15.00 . ' 
7•51 .;. 10.00 

5.01 - 7.50 

<:.51 - s.oo 
1.01 ... 2.50 

Upto.l.OG · 

No.of Agri- Animal Salaried Non-Agri. 
hold- culture Husbandry ~ervices Occupa-
·ings - . . tion ··· 

'. ------------- - ~ - - - - ~ ~ -
l· 

l 

4 

9 

19 

lg 

g 

3 

114:?6. 

5370 

16471 

40Ml 

442g4 

23352 

4950 

235 

-3g3 3600 

-139·.' 

424 

429 .. 2050 

1915· 7920 

1246 l624g 

-3M 3600 

324 
... 

goo 

1500 

' . 500 

. .,. 
400" 

1264· 

600 

Agri.and Agri. 
Non-Agri, Rent 
Labour etc. 

.. ---- ~-- --- -

.-
1274 

1572 

2115' 

140g 

1706 ... 

Remi
ttances 

Total 
Income 

- - - -
14643 

- 6031 

1300 . 19695 

3200 . "47060 

1100 • ' 56493 

2goo 47324 

1200 12741 

1000 3567 

-Aver&ge. 
Income 
Per 
Household 

- - . - - -
14643 

6031 

4924 

5229 

2973 

2629 

1593 

llg9 

- - ... ":"' -- - - - - - - - - - - - .. - - -- - - --:.- - - - - ~ ~ - - - - - - - ... - - - -·- -·-Total 63 146969 5064 . 6369 1706 10600 207554 3294 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
(continued) 



T~.-ble 33 (continued) 

!>l&rginvl Farmers 
(Income in Rs.) - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - --Jize of No.of Agri- Anim~l .Saleri ed Non-agri. Agri • ~>nd Agri. nemi- Tot&l Average 

opert~tCld hold- culture Husbandry 3ervices Occupb- Non-Agri. hent ttonces Income Income 
holdinT ings tion Labour etc. Per 
(ocr<>s Household - - ·- - - -.- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
l•iore, th~.-n 
7.51 5 14892 -396 3600 1600 1))5 400 21431 4286 

5.01 7.50 6 8362 -484 399 3300 11577 1929 
2.51 - 5.00 J7 50071 -tt.64 21468 4940 tt.$82 8460 87557 2366 1-' 

1-' 
1.01 - 2.50 39 34247 459 22!l0 8640 11895 306 5400 632/7 1621 ~ 

Upto 1.00 16 !l348 1446 1860 3397 5015 6500 26566 1660 
Hil 4 131 250 1600 274 755 6oO 3610 902 

- - - - - - - - - - - .. - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - -- - - - - -
Total 107 115920 892 29458 20177 21800 1061 24660 213968 1999 

- - - - - - - -- ·- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - --



115 

Marginal Farmers 
-------------------------~------------.- 1971-72 ' : 1972-73 

------------------ -----------------Gross Value Gross V&lue 
Production ( Rs.) Production (Rs.) 
in ~ntls. in Qntls. 

i. Cereals and-Mill~ts 704.66 57;033 407.71 55,183 
2. Minor Z.lillets 833 700 
3. Pulses 4,320 1,939 
4. Oilseeds 284.19 54,600 245.90 43,301 
5o Sugarcane ) 130.00 ) 5,993 990.00 l 59,581 

Gur ) 17.00 ) 112.65 
6. Other Crops 7,751 5,850 
7. Fodder 15,575 60,655 

TOTAL -1,46,105 2,27,209 

The rise in production of sugarcane and its processed 
product Gur was the result of increase in area under sugarcane 
which had-been lately attracting the farmers. There was a 
fantastic rise in value of fodder and this was the result of 
poor rains during the year 1972-73 both in respect of its 
distribution and total precipitation. As a result of this 
production of all the crops suffered and was-slightly more than 
50,per cent of the previous year 1971-72.. · . 

The rise in·prices of fodder was-felt on the income 
from milch animals. Table 34 gives the_production of Milk and 
Bggs and sales of the same. While there is a small. rise or 
fall in milk production the sales have more_or less remained 
at the previous level i.e. the year 1971-72 and so also the 

·consumption by the farmer's family. Milk sales to co.,.operati ve -
milk society have gone down only in case of small farmers. The 
fodder prices pushed up t·he ml:lintenance cost of milch animals 

.and a~ the same time the price per litre of milk. sold to society 
remained the same as in 1971-72. This was a major factor, 
besides other·factors such as animals in milch during 1972-73, 
their yield and the total period for which these were in milch, 
etc., that adversely affected the incom~ from_milc~ animals. 

Income from wage labour was an important source of 
income in respect-of· marginal farmers o~ly. The rise in 
income from wages was to an extent the result of rise in wa~e 
rate per day and also the larger number of wage earners in 
1972-73. Remittances received had remained almost at the same 

'level with only a marginal increase in 1972-73 over that in 
1971-72. . . 

Borrowings during 1972-73 and Outstanding Loan on 30th June 1973 . . 

Table 35.gives Outstanding os on.lst July 1972 and 
Borrowings, Repayment during th~ year 1972-73 and Outstandings 
as .on 30th June 1973. Short term outstandings on 1st July 1972 
represented borrowings for the crops te be grown during the 
·crop year 1972-73. Repayment of the previous year's dues 
starts sometime in January-February and the frush advances were 
sanctioned and lifted within a very short period, at times 
within a matter of eight-ten days of repayment, for the next 
year. As a result ·of this the repayment during 1972-73 
represents repayment of outs~andings on 1st July 1972 and the 
borrowings during 1972-73·, therafore, are largely f~esh 
advances for the year 1973-74· Similarly, outstand1ngs on 
30th·June 1973 represent mainly borrowings for the crop year 
1973-74 and only a small amount by way of outstandings from 



'!'F;ble 34' ~ Milk t~nd J:.gg Production esnd Sales of m.lk end Ef!;gs 

Smesll.Farmers ----------------------------------------------------·--Size of 
operated 
holding 
(acres)' 

No.of 
hold
ings 

Milch 
Ani,mals 

-----------Buffa- Cows 
loas 

. ' 

1 2 

Buffa- lo!ilk 
loes yield 
pur- J.iay 
ch&sed 1971 
agesinst to 
Jvi. T. April 
loan 1972 . 

Lit res 
l 4 

Of Col.4 sales 

--------------Total Of Col. 
5 to 
coop. 

Litres Litres 
5 6 

Hilk 
yield 
I-iay 
1972 
to 
April 
1973 
Litres 

7 

Of Col.7 sales Repayment of loan 
-----------~-- end of April 1972 
Total Of Col. ---------•-----------8 to Cash f."dlk Total 

coop. and sales 
Subsidy 

Litres Litres Rs. 
8 9 10 

Hs. 
11 

Rs. 
. 12 

Inte
rest 

·paid 
end 
of 
April 
1972 
ns. 

13 - - - - - - - - - -· - - - - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ----- _,_--- - - - - - - - - - - -
20.01 
and mor~ 1 " 

15.01-20.00 . i 

2 

2 

4 
I .. -

10.01-15 .oo ;,4 7 4 

7.51-10.00 .9. . 18 3 

s.o1- ?.so 19 31 7 

2.51- s.oo 18 30 8 

1.01- 2.50 8 10 1 
.. 

Upto 1.00 · 3 .. ? · ·- . 

-
3. 

.9 

12 
' 14 

6 

3 

850 

360 

175 

-
-

2775 1000 569 

' 5420 2695 . 1947 

10490 . 4820 3531 

7330 4590 3709 

3171 1891. . 1696 

1740· . 950. 795 

795 

eso 
2740 

5470 

9810 

7612 

1780 

1493 
. . . ' - - - - - - - . - --"-.- - :--- - .... - :- .. -. - .. , -- - - .-- - "!"" .. _ - - ~ - -. ., ~ 

ios · · 26 .: · · 4~ . . 32.136 · 16121 . 12247 30580 Total 63 

12S5 

2529 

4107 

3550 

918 

945 

- - - -
133).4 

l008 

1973 

3045 

1970 

865 

907 

- - - - -
9768 

263 

1755 

1282 

1857 

11?29 

324 

-
-
392 

1707 

2013 

?.793 

1318 

379 

--------
6710 8602 

655 

3462 
: 

3295: 

4650 

2547 

703 

.... 
66 ~ 

208 

503 

633 

249 

109 

-------
15312 1768 

-------- --·- ~------- ~------ --------------- ---------- --------------
(continued) 



TEJbla 34 : (continued) . . 

' . - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ·- - - -- - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - -
Size of · 
·operated 
holding 
(acres} 

Repayment' of loan Interest · Balance 
·Nay 1972 - April 1973 paid out-

May 1972 ·standing 
to April 1st :1-~ay -----------~----------~-----Cash &nd 

Subsidy 
Rs. 

. 14 

~il'.( 
· sales-· 

Rs. 
- - 15 

Total 

Rs._ 
16 

1973 1973 
Rs. Rs. 

- ·17.. 18 

Poultry 
-------------------------------------------------No.of . 
poultry 

19 . 

Egg yield 
Mey 1971 
to April 
1972 ' 

20 -

Of Col.20 Egg·yield Of Col~22 
Sales Hay 1972 S&les 

to April. 

--21 
1973 

22 23 
--------------- -·- ~--- ~------

. ' . - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - -
.20.01 and 
more 

15.01 - 20.00 

· 10.01 - 15.oo 

7."51 - 10.00 

5.01 - 7.50 

2.51 ·- . 5 .• 00 

i.Ol - 2.50 

Upto 1.00 

- .... - - -
Total 

-. 
708 

1313 

2827 

23~9 

1169 

74.6 

.. - - - -
9092 

. ' 

893 

. 2059 

2319 

2041 

851 

1008 

---·---
9171 

1601 70 

3372 ; 226 

5146 454 

4370 525 

2020. 202 

1754 68 
I . 

..,; - - -·- - - -
18263 1545 

2 

10 

813 . 18 

2537' 23 

4370 86 

6043 51 

.1882 21 ( 

720 4 

- - - -.- - -- -
16365 215 

1.25 

400 

1125· 

1085. 

4700 

2775 

1050 

250 

- - - -
11510 

1000 

800 

300 

100 

2200 

110 

355 

775' 

982 

,.3265 

1955 

890 

190 
J ----.--

. 8522 

300 

275 

180 

135 
. - - - ' 

890 

- - -. - - - - - - - - - - - - - ·- - - - - - - ~· - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - -. - - - - - - - - - - - - -
(continued) 



T!ible · ~ 4 : (continued) 
Mar~in&l Farmers 

------ -- - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - -- - - - -
SiZe of · No.of Hilch Buffa- I>l:ilk Of Col.4 sales IJ!ilk Of Col.? sales Repayment of loan end Inte-
operated hold- Animals loes -yield -------------- yield -------------- of April 1972 rest 
holdinf ings ----------- pur- May Total Of Col. !-lay Total Of Col. ---~------------------ paid 
(acres Buffa- Co·.~s chased 1971 : 5 to 1972 8 to Cash 1-iilk Total end of 

loes against to co-op. to co-op. end sales . - April 
M. T. April April Subaldf 1972 
loan 1972 1973 · 'Rs. Rs. Litres Litres · Litres Litres Litres Litres Rs. Rs. 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 

- - - - - - --- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - --
' ' 

7.51 
4 2 2370. 1110 843 2130 645 367 568 426 and more 5 5 994 30 

5.0:J.-7.50 6 7 3 4 1920 570 180 1660 599 416 240 1~6 366 86 1-' 
1-' 

2.51-5.00 37 46 16 23 13365 6377 5153 14458 6825 4146 4360 2670 7030 517 ~ 

1.01-2.50 39 48 11 30 13675 6881 5677 15391 8259 6662 7808 3488 11296 646 

Upto 1.00 16 23 3 17 . 6$01' 3801 2879 7378 4309 3532 3499 1588 5087 280 
·' 

NiJ. 4 4 4 1530 820 682 840 442 318 1321 362 1683 56 
• - ~- -.---- -.-- ------- ------ ~----- ·--- ~- ~- ---- - -- --- ---- -- - - -

Toted 107 133 37 so 39661 19559 15414. ', 41857 :21079 15441 17796 
' 

8660 26456 1615 
'' - - - - - -.~ ~-- .----- ---- - -·- .... - - - .., - - - - - "!! - -- __ ..; __ , __ - - - - - - - - - - ---- - - - 2.-

.. ' 

I. (conti:nued) 



Table 34 : (continued) 

Size of 
opereted 
holding. 
(ecres) 

. 

~ - ~ - - - - -. - - - - - - - - - - - - -.·- - - -
Repeyment of Loen 
11ay 1972 - April 1973 

-----------------------·-· Cc.sb and Milk 
.Subsidy Sales 

Total 

Interest 
. paid,· . 
Hay 1972 
to 
April· 
1973 

Balence . 
. out
standing 
lst 
May 1973 

hs, Rs. fts. · Rs. :.· Rs. 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ 
, Poultry_ 

------------------------------------------------No. of Egg yield Of Col,20 ~gg yield Of Col.22 
poultry }fay 1971 Sales l>'lfJY 1972 Sales 

to April to April 
1972 1973 

14 15 ' 16 17 18 19 20 22 23 
- - - - .- - ·- - ------------ ~- ·- ·------ ~ -.- - - - - - ------- - - - - - - - -
?".51 .·&.nd more 

5.01.- 7.50 

.2.-51- 5~00 

1 .• 01 - 2,50 

Upto 1,00 

Nil 

280 

1370 

4945 

3524 

3589 

645 

469 

377 

4609-

5455 

3629 

284 

749 

1747 

9554 

8979 

7218 

929 

3 

112 

505 

1026 

477 

141. 

257 

2022 

7055 

10322 

4930 

1387 

31 

26 

113 

123 

32 

5 

1520 

1125 

5570 

5080 

1650 

285 

J 

200 

?50 

1600 

550 

1025 

900 

4160 

4240 

1725' 

265 

150 

205 

1140 

415 

50 

- - - ----- •.;~------ ~- ~------- ~--------- ~----- ·---- ~------- ·----
T.ota1 14353 14823 29176 2264 2597). 330. 15230 3100 12315 1960 

- - - - - -- - - - - - ---- ----- -·-------------- ~·-- ·---- --~~--- -.--------I 



•rable 3 5 : Borl'owings 
1 

Rep,yment and· Outstcmding Lm..ns (Short 1 Jliedium ond Long Term) for ths Y ':!Dr 197?.-73 

-- - - - Smell Fermers 

No.of Short term - Crop Loan Hedium t;;rm Loen - JIUlch il.llimels . 
hold-.---------------·------------------------------- ----------------------------------------------

Jize of 
opere. ted 
holding 
(acres I 

ings Out- itepayroent Borrow- Out- Of Col. Out- .11ep&yment Borrow- Out- Of Col. 
stand- 1972-73 ings stand- 5 amount stand- 1972-73 1n£s stand- ll &mount. 
ing ------------- during ing overdue ing ------------ ~ur~ng ing .overdue 

- -- - - - - -
20.01 
and more 

l 

i5.0l - 20.00' l 

10.01 - 15.00 4 

7.51 ·- 10.00 9 

5.01 - 7.50 

2.51 - 5.00 

19 

18 

1.01 - 2.50. -~ 8 ... ..... 
· .. Uptci 1.00 3 

lst Prin- Inte- 1972-73 30th lst Prin- Inte- 1974-73 30th 
. July cipel rest June "July -cipal· rest June 

1972 1973 1972 . - - . 1973 
l 2 3 4 5 6 7 ·8 9 10 ll ------ .. - ~ - - - - - ----·-·-·- --

454 '4050 4050 * 2311 
5339 

9408 
;-r 

7803 7803 633 94Q8 

17038 15979 1686 19993 19993 
* ~059 

24641 23608 '.1919 26650 26650 
* 1033 

16394' 15818 1178 19180 . 19180 

* 576 
5208 5208 424, 5i58 51$8 

1350 - ., 358 1708: 
~- ' . . .. 

- - - - - - - - -- - - - -
- -

1234 . 1543 49 
' 4582 2085 92 

... 

79'58 3891 103 

-· 9041 3421 61 

- 3121 1462 -- 2041 1305 

- -- - -

., 
.1000 

-
-
-

718 

2546 

4437' 

12 .. - - - - -

-

1-' 
N 
0 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~···--·-- ~ - - -·- -~ - - -- - - "" "":· -· - - -- - - - - - - - - - - -------
Total 63 

- - - - - -·-
800~4 .. 73755- 6294 84797 . : ~6147 

*-4979 
'• ------- - - .-, ·- -M- - -.-.. ----. . . 

- 27977 . 13707 305 . 1000- 15954 -
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - --·--- - - --- -·-- - -

_(continued) 



.:'u'>1e 35 : (continued) 

·------------- - - -.-.- - - - - .... - - - - - - - -. 
Long term Loan - SFDA . iize of Medium term -

~erated Coop.Shares ---------------------~--------------------~-----to1ding ----~------.., 
acres) Out- · Out

stand- stfond-
ing ing 
1st 30th 
Ju1~ June . 
197.il 1973 

13 . 14 

Out:.. 
stand:.. 
ing · · 
1st 
July 
1972 

15 

Repayment 
.. 1972-73 . 

·, 

------------Prin- .Inte
cipal .rest 

16 ' 17 

Borrow- Out-
ings stand-
during ing 
1972-73 30th 

June 
1973 . 

18 19 

Amount 
overdue· 

-------.4·----
Prin- · · Inte
ci.pal rest 

20 ?l 

- - - - - - - - - -- - -- - - - - -
Long term loan Non-
- Non-SFDA insti-
-------------- tutional Out- . Out- Borrow-
stand- stand- ings 

·ing ing · 
lst 30th 
July ·June· 
1972' 1973 

22 . 23 24 

Remark 

25 
------------------ -·~ ~----------- -.·- - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - -
20.01 ' . 3000 3000 
and more 
15.01 -
20.00 
10.01 -
15.00 

563 189 

1500 1500 

7.51 -
10.00' 

3750 '3750 

9000 9000 

2.51 -
5.00 

8375 8375 

1.01 -
2.50 

750 .750 

Upto 1.00 -- - - - -... - - -

3902 

3500 

6280 

9737 ' 

34861 

13334 

584 

99 135 

320' 

-
287 338 

695 : 1570 

448 354 

27 38 

-
-

750 

375 

. -
- - - - - -- - - - - --

3803 

7000 

6280 

9450 

34166 

13636 

932 

-- ~-·-

174 

219 

395 

... 
882 

165 ... 
18 

-.- - -

.. 
216 

504 

523 

1438 

740 

n 

- ... ·-

2075 

2022 

320, 

400 

"' 
--· -·- - -

2075. 

1822 

)20 

400 

- *~.2311 oustanding from 
preiriou" year not yet due. 

- . ' '• 

- or Col.23 overdue ~ 
~rin.!ll3; Int. 97. 

3000 *&.1059 outstanding from 
previous year not yet due 
Of Col.23 Overdue 
Prin. 374, Int. 82 • 

6500 •ns.l033 outstanding from 
· previous year not due. 1 or Col.23 overdue Prin.32 

5000 *~•576 outstanding from · 
previous year not due • 

4500 -

9500 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - -Total 26938 265~4 72198 1556 2755 4625 75267 1853 . 3442 4817 4617 28500 --------- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ·- - - - - ____ ,__ --



· Table 35 : (coritinued) 
. '()•;. '· -. , .. 

.. i:IJ&rginal Farmers _,.,. ___ _ ------ - - - - - - - - -------- ~.-------- - -·--------- - - - - - - - -
~ize of 

. opert.tsd 
:holding 

(acres) 

·r.;o,of Short tarm - Crop LoE.n Nedium term Loan - Mi-lch .1..nimals 
hold-----~-~-------~--------------------------------------------~----------------------------------
ings Out- Repayment Borrow- Out- Of ·Col. Out- Repayment · Borrow~ Out- Pf Col, 

. '' .. ·. 
.. : ; 

- - - - - - - -
·Mora then 
7 0 51 • ,\ 

5 

:5 101- 7,50 6· 

·~_.51 - 5.00 37 
•· 
1.01 - 2,50 39 

' . ' ' 
Upto l,QO. 16 

Nil > 
• ' t ,. ~ i. ' ;s, 
.. . ' -- -.--------. ~ . 

Total ·., . ".. 1q7._ 
... -

- . - - ~,.,. -- --··- - - -
•< 

stand- a972-73 ings stand- 5 amount stand- 197~-73 ings stand~. 11 
ing ............................ during ' ing overdue ing ------~-----~ during ing amount 
1st Prin- Inte- 197~-73 30th 1st Prin- Inte- 1972-73 30th overdue 
July cipal rest Jume July cipal rest June 
1972 1973 1972 . 19:73 

1 . 2 . 3' 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 

5164 

33133 

16959 

16674 

2895-

650 

- - -
3165 

3383 

15928 

13915 

2445 

450 

-- -·-------- ~ 

533 

366 
1~49 

1180 

202 

26 

2500 

4328 

18144 

15685 

3182 

2500 * 1999 

4328 

18144 
* 1031 
15685 

* 2759 
3182 

·* 450 
75. 75 .. * 200 

' 

------

1839 

·-. :-· 

517 

2350 

12163 

13774 

8399 

1908 

- .. -·- - - - - -
261 

1340 

5412 

5935 

4771 

.· $22 

1· 

40 

316 

614 

311 

135 

- - -
-

1000 

2000 

1000 

- ..i - - ..; -
· .. · . - - - ·- - - - -- - - - - ~ - - - -· - - -.. - - - - - - - - - - . - -

45n5 
. . .. _ ,{ 

39286 ···- . 3556 
·; ,. 

43914 43914'. '1839 
* 6439 ; 

39111' 18541 1417 4000 

-- - -

2050 

701S 

10139 

4681' 

1386 

-------
25530 

- - - - -~ - - - - -- - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - - ~ - - - - - - -------
(continued) 



itbla 35 : (continued) 

------ ~--- -·.---------- -·------- --- -·------ -·- -.---- - - - - .. - - - -
:3ize of :Iediwn t&rm-- Long 'term Loan ... MFAL 'Long term Loan Non-
operbted Coop, Sheres -- ---------.--------------------------~---------- · -·· -. Non-MFAL insti tu• 
~olding ------------- .... .;;.----------- tio.nal 

' . ... 

1acres) Out- Out- Out- Out- Borrow-
stand--stand- stand- stand- ings 
ing ing ,ing . ing 
lst 30th lst 30th 
July June· ·July June 

,1972 1973. 1972 1973 
; 13 14 15 16 . 17. . 18' •. 19 ~2 23 20 n 

- - - - - - - - - ------- - - - - - -- - - - ·- - - - -, - - 24 -.- - ------
!vfore than 
7.51 3000 3000 10500 205 

' 
. 10500 21000 

3000 17577. 

829 
*~.1999 9utstanding from 

.. previous. year not due. 

5.01-7.50 1500 1500 14577 - 210 

:c. 51-5,00 . 9000 9000 35082 . 655 896 
.. I 

2:f50 2250 1.51-2.50 21686 102 .141 

Up to 1.00 1500 i500 - .. 
'· 

Ni}. - ... 
., 

. 765 1089 . 

781 2019 • 500 34927 

1300 228S4 785 1270' 

- - -
- . ~ ~ . -

2008 

500 

673 

' 340 

600 

'2008 15300 

500 .12000 

673 2850 

- 1-' 
. . II.) 

*~.1031 outstanding ·fro~ 
previous. year not due, 

*Of ~.2759,outstanding 
from previous year 
Hs,920 not_ due. 
*Rs.450 outataading from 
previous y&ar not due, 

340 7000· *~.200 outstanding from 
previous year not due, 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ -- - - - - --- - - - - - -- - - - - - - - --------
Total 17250 17250 81845 757 1454 . 15300 96388 2331 5207 1902 1902 37750 

- - - - - - - - - -.- - - - - - - -- - -- - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - --
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the previous period. No overdues were reported except in two 
cases of marginal farmers and this amount was overdue for last 
~n~ year. There was only a smell rise in short term borrowing 
for the crop year 1973-74 over that in 1972-73 and this is 
observable in respect of both small end merginal farmers. 
J.lajo:r;ity of the smflll and marginal farmers were members of the 
Primary Co-operative Credit Society and had lifted funds for 
crops. The average borrowing per household was low at Rs. 410 
for marginal farmers as eompared to Rs. 1346 for small farmers~ 
Nearly 85 per cent of the loan lifted represented the cash 
portion of the total loan sanctioned, lifting of f~rtilizers, 
pesticides etc. being quite meagre. . .. 

Medium term loans are for two· different purposes., namely, 
purchase of milch animals and for purchase of Sugar Factory 
Shares. Of these two medium term loans only loans for milch 
animals formed the part of the SFDA-MFAL programme. Loans for · 
Sugar Factory Shares are advanced, as per. Reserve Bank scheme, 
to cultivators to become the members of the sugar. rectory in 
the co-operative sector. ·The would-be member bears the one
fourt-hs cost of purchsse of such a share and the bB.lance three
fourths is advanced by the D.c.c. Bank as ·a medium: term loan to 
the cultivator. The repayment period for'such adv~ces'is five 
years the repayment being effected in five equal annual· instal.;. 
ments plus interest due for the period. Barring a single small 
farmer no repayment of this loan, though due; has be:en reported 
resulting into :Outstanding on 1st July 1972 and 30tli June 1973 
being almost equal in respect of both small end marginal 
f~rmers. These advances seem to have been rescheduled,·except 
for interest due, and the recovery of principal is to start 
after the ,first crushing of cane at the Co-operative· Sugar 
Factory, Marali (taluka Paten). The Agency has a proposal to 
·advc.nce one-fourth value of such Sugar Factory Shares as 
interest-free loans to small and marginal farmers and the 
advances as reported in Table 35. are not the result: of such a 
proposal but are previous to it. The details of the:Agency 1 s 
proposal have been discussed in Chapter III •. 
' ' 

Supply of milch animals ~as an important item 6f.both the 
programmes and since inception 47 small and 78 margihal farmers · 
had taken the advantage of the medium-term loan-facility for 
purpose of milch animals. Only in two cases of marginal farmers 
second milch animal .l'las purch~·sed against the ,loan but only 
after fifty per cent of the principal and interest due· to date 
had been repaid. Under the scheme the beneficiary farmer·can 
get a .maximum of three milch animals,·one at a time and not all 
together, if the beneficiary at the time of applying for loan 
for a second animal has clear~d fifty per cent of principal and 
interest due to date. · All the.three milch animals purchased as 
per rules are entitled to subsidy at 25 per cent and 33 1/3 per 
cent of cost for small end marginal farmers respectively. 

. The amount outstanding on 1st July 1972 is the result· of 
various periods of repayment. as will be seen from the disburse
ment of loans given below: 

Month ·small Margfnal 

1. November 1970 4 1' 
2·. January 1971 10 . 4' . 

3. September 1971 1 '16" 
4. November 1971 11 '12' 
5o December 1971 8 29: .. 
6. January 1972 9" 
7. February 1972 ;1.2 5 
8. November 1972 1 ·2 

Total .. , 47- 78 
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. or these advances-for milch aniMals 27 advances to 
small farmers and 19 to marginal farmers were by the Commercial 
Banks and the :est by D~G •. C. Ban~, Satara. The outstanding on 
1st July 19~2 ~s the result of ~lk sales to co-operatives by 
the beneficiaries and the subsidy paid on cost of milch animais 
by the Agency 1 the subsidy being only in respect of advances 
from D.C.C. ~a~k ~d not the Commercial Bbnks. Subsidy to 
loanee benef~c~ar~es of the Commercial Banks was paid in 1972-73 
and is inc+uded in.repayment for that year. 

Borrowings (fresh) during the year 1972-73 were in respect 
of one small farmer and two marginal far~ers. In addition to 
this two marginal farmers had secured loan for second milch 

·.animal having satisfied the conditions laid down by the Agency .. 

Repayment during the year 1972-73 was less than fifty 
·pe~ cent of outstanding on 1st July 1972. There seems to be a 
possibility that quite a few loanees might run into overdues 
specially when subsidy has, already, been accounted towards 
repayment and the balance outstanding and interest due thereon 
has to be repaid through milk sales only. The balance of 
repayment pe~od to maturity of loan varies from barely four 
months for advances in November 1970 to thirty months for 
advances in November 1972. The details will be discussed under 
'Investment ··in Dairying' subsequently. · 

As in case of mP.dium term loans, long term loans have 
been given in two, separate parts, long term loans under SFDA-
MFAL·forming one and the othar long term loans previous to · 
inception' .of the programme.s. A total of 20 small farmer 
families had lifted 24 loans under long term investment in land 
for various purposes. Number of loans being more than the 
households has resulted from the criterion adopted for identi
fication of beneficiaries the sole criterion being land held as 
per Village Form SA. In one case the same beneficiary has been 
granted two loans one for 'New Well' and the other for •Repairs 
to Old Well 1 • In the other case a single family had four 
beneficiaries 5.dE>nt:i.fied as small farmers, end each of them had 

.lifted loan for- 'Land Development'. In respect of marginal 
.farmers thirty-six families had been granted advances for 
investment in New Wells, Land Developmer.~ etc. However, one 

. of these families did not make use of the facility made 
available. In. thls particular case the beneficH•ry was granted 
loan for purchase of an Oil Engine. The beneficiary expected 
to get cash as a result of the loan being sanctioned and the 

· necessary loan deed completed. The beneficiary intended to 
dispose off_ his previous oil.engine end purchese a second-hand 

-machine by way of replacement out- of the. funds made available 
-by the bank. As is the normal practice the bank"declined.to 
pay cash end was willing to make the payment for a new oi1 
engine on-production of a receipt from the authorised dealer. 
The beneficiary ultimately did not purchase the oil engine and 
requested the bank to·caneel the-loan de~d. During the survey 
it was brought to notice that this particular beneficiary 
relented his "previous decision and. applied afresh for the +oan. 
The lo~ was sanctioned again and the purchase of an oil engine 
had not materialised by the end of" the· field-work.· 

The outs.tanding amount on 1st July 1972 is the result 
·or 24 loans for 20 small farmer families end 35 loans for 35 
mariinal.. fermer families. The amounts are also the result of 
differing periods of loarl.issue and rapayment of principal 
falling due. The outstanding as on 30th June 1973 have 
increased as a result of lifting of second instalment of the 
loan during the survey period. The investment works proposed 
have not been completed and some of the_benefic~aries have run 
into overdues, the itemised overdues be~ng as g~ven below. 
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_No. -of No Overdues on account of 
Item benefi- _oyer-

- cia±-y dues 
families 

-----------------·----First . Second 
instalment instalment 

Small Farmers .. 
- 6 2 1; New Wells 

2. Repairs to Old Wells 1 1 
3. Water Supply etd. 5 2 
4. Oil Engine etc. 1 1 
5. Land Development _L _L 

·4 

2 l 

_!±.... _L 

Total 21 .. 
9 6 6 

--' 

Mar!ljinal Farmers 

1. New Wells 3 1 
2. Repairs to Old Wells 2 
3. Water Supply etc. g 3 
4. Land Development 22 _L -

2 
2 
5 

9 g -
TotBJ. ...1L 9 9 17 

The difference in the number of beneficiary families 
under-small farmers arises as a result of one family having 
lifted loan for two items,.- Proportionateiy. larger number of
marginal farmers' families have run into overdues as compared 
to small farmers' families. Benefich,ries who have run into .. 
overdues after having lifted only the first instalment of_ the 
loan may have to face difficulties in completing the proposed 
works as second instalment of-the loan will not be available 
until· the overdues· are cleared· or the instalment overdue has 
been.rescheduled~ · 

. ' 
Loans from. non-institutional agencies are few and in 

most cases the land has been the security in possession of the 
moneylender, cultivator etc. These lands have been shown as 
leased out lands but really represent e clandestine loan 
operation. 

Employment for Sample Households 

- The sample households were 63 and 107 for Smell 
Farmers' and Marginal Farmers' schemes respectively. Table 36 
gives the family members, earners end occupational. distribu
tion of earners. The total population of small and.marginal 
farmers' households was reported at 509 and 683 respectively. 
Economicblly active population was reported at 223 in respect 
of smell farmers' households end 294 in respect of marginal · 
farmers' households, the sexwise distribution bein~ as follows. 

Small Farmers Marginal Farmers 
---------------~-

' . 

---------~-------Sex Total Working Total \~orking 
Po pula- force. Popula-- force 

,I tion tion 

Male Adults 149 123'. 182 141 
Female Adults 144 97 217 151 
Male Non-adults 116 1 144 1 
Female Non-adults 100 : -2 140 l . 

Total 509 223: . · 683 294 



T~:~ble 36 Family Hember~t Eernars·and Occupati<?nal Distribut~on·of Earnars ·accordin~ to Size ·of Operated Holding. 
~ .: .. 

Smell· Farmers.:. 
--- ~----- _,--- ~-~- ~---------Size of operated No.of Family Memb.ers* . ·No.of ~Eerners~. 

holding · -ho~d~ -:-------------· --------------' 

(Acres) ·.I ., 
... · ·ings. •• .. 

. ' . 
MA !I!NA FA FNA MA MNA FA FN.Ii: 

---- --~ ~- ... -- -- -
Working in - only 

•'--~ .. ----------~-------------·--
1. 

Agri • 

~-----M ·F 

2 
.Sale.; 
ried 
------· M ·F 

3 
.Non- ' 
egri • 

4' 
Wage
Labour ------ ------M F M F 

----- ----- - - --1 + 2 l + 3 1 + 4 
, ------ ------- ------

F F M F -------- 'i - ·-.- ""' - - -·- --:- ~-
___ ,.. __ _ 

- -------- -----.- --
!'lore .than 2o~ol· · ~ 

· 15.01 - 2o'.oo 

10.01 - 15·.00 
. . 

7.51 - 10.00 . 
5.01 - 7.50 

' 4 
' 9.' 

19 

2.51 - 5.00 18 

1.01 - 2.50 8 

Upto 1.00 3 

-7'· .8 8 :~ 
' ·. 
I 
4· 3 . .3. 3 

i8 12 14 2 
I . '· 

. 24 8 28 20 

41 34 39 22 

32 3'J 36. 30 

19 6 12- 10 

4 8 4 -7 

- 6 -

4 - - -

13 : - 10 -

22 .. "" 19· . ·1 

' 34 . 1 25 

27 .- - . 24 ... 

14' -. 10 1 
i 

4'. - 3. 

'4 6. l 

3 

9 10 .1 

17 18 2 

30 22. '3 

18 21 4 
. 4. •5 . 2 

1 ..; 

-
·-
- 1 

-
-
-

·- '-
-

·-
- -

' - -
·-
... 

- -
.. -
l 

1 -

1 .-

-
1 

3 -

-
-
1 ' -

1 -

1 -

-
-

-
1. 1 

2 3 

3 3 

6 5 

3 2 

' . ------------------ ·-- ---------- ·- -- ' -- - - - - - - - - --·-
__ .. ___ . _____ _ 

Total 63 
' 

149 116 144 _100 123 1 ' 97 2 . 85 . 83 13 - 1 7 3 15 14 
- - - -~----- -.-.---- - -- - - - -- - ·- - -. . ' - - ------ - --- -- -- - - - --- - - - - - - -

' ' 

- * ~Jl • Male Adults. MNA • Male Non-Adults. FA • Female Adults. FNA • Female Non-Adults. 
' 



'l'&ble )6 : (continued) 

- - ·- - - - - ·- - ·-Size o-r·operated No.of 
holding hold-· 

· 'ings 
(Acres) . , 

- • f -

Marginal Farm?ra 
~ .- ·- -··- - - -.- ... - -'- - - - - ·- - ~ - - - -:. - -:. - ~- - - - - -F&mily- No. Of Working in ~ only 

l\Iembers* Earners* 

-------------- -----.-------~-

·r,IA Mf{A FA FliA .l<iA MNA FA FNA 

--.. -------------------------.--1 
.&.gri. 

-----~-

2 
Sala
ried ------

. .3 Non- .. 
e.gri! ------

4 
if age 
Labour 
--~---

~iFMFMFM F 

- - - - -1 + 2 -------

M F 

1 + 3 ------

M F 

.. - - - -1 + 4 ------

M F 
... - -- ------ - - - - - - -- - - - - - - -- - - - - -- -·------ ~------. " 

'5~01 ·;. 7.50 

2~$1 ;.;. 5.00 

1.01- 2.50' 

Upto 

Nil 
i . 

1.oo 

.. - - - - - - -
·Total _- -- . . 

-·-

5 19 14 18 5 

6• .. 10 9 14 9 

.37 

.39 

16 

4 

75 55 81 46 

54 41 7l 61 

' 19 2.3 . 29 15 ·. 

5 2 4 4 

- - - - - - - - -. ' ..... . 

12 - .9 7 7 1 1 

8 .- .10 -. 7 a" --

55 .].. 51 .,. .37 45 6 - .. 4 

41! ·-· 55 .1 16 25 4 

15 -· 2.3 4 .. 9 .1. 
.. 

.3 - .3 ... ].. . .. 2 .. - - - ;L -

- -- - - - - ~ - - - - - - ---
1 ~51 .. .'• 1 .72 96 12 ,·. ;· ,· .6 

. .. 

1 2 2 

. - - - - 1 2 

1 .3 5 . 6 

.3 1 7 1 18 29 .. 
2 - 4 2 4 12 

- - .- - - 1 - 1 

- -- - - - - - - --- - -- - --
.;, . .._ ' .;. .... 6 .. 1 

. . ·16 · .3 - ·;o~ ·52 
' . ; ~ 

------------------ ~-----. ~:.~- .~---------- ~------- ~ ---- ------ --
. * !'JA. =.~ale Adults .• FA.= Female Aduits ~ MNA • Male Non-Adults. . .. FNA = Female Non-adults • 

1-' 
1\) 
00. 
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. Non-ad~ts, both m&le ~d female, formed an insigni-
f1cant proport1on of the working force •. Numerically females 
formed a larger working force in respect of marginal farmers · 
though· as a propoz:tion to total females it was lower. than that 
·for the males... The working force includes all those engaged 
in some productive activity other.than domestic work. 

·Out of the total working males thirteen and twelve, 
respectively from small.and marginal farmers' households, were 
solely engaged in salaried services and did not work in the 
family enterprise·such as agriculture, a~.imel husbandry· etc. 
Three males, from small- farmer households, mainly engaged in 
salaried services worked in the family enterprise •. Similarly 
six males and one female, from marginal farmers' households, . 
mainly engaged in salaried services worked in· family enterprise. 
For ell practical purposes those engaged solely in salaried 
services Drl:ght"be left out. The rest of.the working males, 
females and male and female non-adults were engaged either in 
agric~ture, animal husbandry, wage labour or non-agricultural 
occupation etc. . The distribution of male and female workers 
in agricul~ure~ animal husbandry etc. is given below. Since 
the number of working non-adults w?:a· insignificant these have 
not been shown 'separately· but aro;~ ·included in respective· 
working :t'orce. · 

:1 , Smel,l_ Farmers Marginal: Farmers 
-----~----·--- ... -· 

_________ .,. ______ 
Male Femal~. Mal . e .Female 

.Agriculture 109 97 l2l 149 
Animal Husbandry . 21 23 -30 61 
wage Labour 15 14 30 '52 
Non-agricultural .Occupation 8 - . 26 :4 . . .. . ' 

Total 153 134 207 216 
'' 

. · T4e total number of workers under agriculture differs as 
·a result -of. anima} husbandry not having been separately treated 
in· Table 36. The rise in the number or workers in non-agri
cultural occupations is on account of four males and one 
female working in·more than two occupations and these have 
·not.been separate~y shown in Table .36. ' 

' 
Self-Employment in Agriculture· 

• • • . ' • ·. f 

The actual days of employment in family agriculture 
are given in Table 37. · Referen9a peripd for .employment is 
May 1972 to end of April 1973. Total employment i.e •. non-wage 
employment in agriculture consists of·labour input on own 
farm and labour input on other's.farm in the nature_ of an 
exchange labour. There is a widespread practice of exchange 
labour, -both human and bullock,· in the region and since all 
the-families. report having received exchange labour this 
labour input needs to· be considered as family labour.input on 
the farm. Employment on own farm thus calculated was 64.25 
and.62.18 days for males and females respectively-for small 
farmers. This average employment per ~orker in agriculture 
refers to the twelve month period stated earlier and as can 
be- seen is quite poor. The average employment per male and 
female.worker did not differ significantly in·the first six 
size groups"of operated holding. '"In the last two size groups, 
i<e. 1.1--2.5 acres and.upto 1.00 acre, the average emp+oyment 
C<:imes down ·substantially. especially so in respect of female · 
workers._ · · · 



Table 37 : Monthwise Employment in Agriculture 
:·... . 

Smell Farmers . . 
' ' - J_, 

- - - - - - - - - .l. - - - ·- - -~ - - - -· ~ - -··- - - - -. - - ·- - -. - - - - .. - - - - - - - - -- ---Z.ionth ..; · 
Sex 

Size of 
oper~ted· 
holdin(!: 

· (acres I ' 

· · June·1972 ·- ·· ·· . ,.May 1972 ·· . · ·· 
No. ot ___ .; _____ ..;·------~~~---·.:..... ----~-----------~------••-
1'/orkers Own -As ex- TotaL· AvPrage· Own .As ex- Total Average 

. farm change (Cols. per farm change (Cola. per 
· · · labour 1+2):. ;worker· labour 1+2).. worker 

(1) (2) (J). '(4)'•' (1). (2)· (3) (4)• 
- - - - - ------ - -- -- -·- ------------------ -----. ., 

'More'than 
20.01 

15o01 -. 
20~00 

. ' 

10.01 ..; 
15.00 

7 .. 51 -
1Q.OO 

5.01 - .. 
t.;o . . 

'· 
2.51 -· . 
5.00. 

. , .. 
1~01 ._ :. : 
2.50 .. · 

. . 
Upto-1..00 

. t ,· 

M' 
F 

M' 
F 

M 
F 

M 
b' 

M· 
F 

·M 
F 

M 
F 

M 
)i'. 

4 :?~ 
6 9 

-4 24-
;·~- .. ~ ~ 

12 27' 
10 . 25 

19 .51 
19 43 

32 100 
25 52 . 

2.3 51-
24 54 ... 

.11 11 
10 '10 

4' 26 
3' . 1.3 

-- ~- :--- -·---
Total· "· - ·M 109' 

' I' 97 4 • 

.312 
. 206 

. ' 

22 . $.50 

.. 
13 

21 -

9 

24 

40 
25 

72 
43 

100 
52 

- . . 51-
' 54 

-

34 

1.50 

6~00 
'· .., 

.,3.33 
2.25 

3.79 
2.26 

.3 .12 • 
·z.oa 
2.21 
2.25 

.· 1.00 
'- 1 00 . . . . 

' . 
;1.9 ... 19 4.75 
30 .30 . 5.00 

49 49 .. 12'.25 
·' -. · . 

82 '. 55 1.37 '11.4i -
1.35 84 219 11.52 . 

4 10 14 0.73' 

237 108 
.7 '9 

.345 l0.7e 
16 0.64 

" 

145. 102 247 10.7.3 
42 10 52 2.16 

34' 20 
5 5 

54 . . '4.91 
. 10 . . 1.00 

· July i972, 

------------------------·--Own As ex- Total · Av.er~ge 
farm change ( Cols. per · 

.labour 1+2) · worker 
(1) ' (2). _(3) . (4).· .· 

------- - - - - -
5.3 ... 5.3 
20 - 20 

13.25 . 
3 • .33 

92 - 92 23.00 
. - . -

159 65 224 
12 . 25 37 

18.67· 
.3.70. 

2.30 . eo .310 
.34 45 79 

16.31. 
4.15 

475 130 .. 605 
75 10~ ·1eo 

18.90 
7.20 

. 275 130 405 
e.3 100 le.3 

11:6o· 
7.62 

.. 'i· 

eo 73 15.3 
' 34 30 64· 

13.90 
6.40 

-5.25 
1.67 

- - - --
17~09-

5.35 - - - - - - - - - - - - -. . ,. 

.... ..., 
0 
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. - . . . .. ; . 

. n·r 
·-. • ' .. I, ' • 

- -.- - ..... ,;,. . - - ...... • -....... _.,.. ·- - - •• ..... ~ .... - - ._ .... - .. - .i."r ............. ...;, .. -. -~-- .... ·· .. ... : - ~:~ ·- - - - -
!<lonth -

SiZe'6f 
opE' rat ad 
holding · 
(acres) 

.~- · - ·· · · · August.l972 ·· · · · ... : -September:l97Z .:· - 'October'l9n·· · ·, ' 
Sex No .of . .;. ... ____________ .;. ...... ~ .. --~---~.- ----------;.--~-------- .... --- · ----~·------------------:. ...... 

1·1orkers CJWn. ·As ex- Total .Average Own·. As ~·ex- Total -Average Own .As ex- Total ·· Average 
farm change ( Cols. per ·· farm cJ:l'ange ( Cols • per · farm change ( Cols. -· per 
· · labour '1+2) workei:,r · 'labour }'1+2) -worker1 . · labour 1+2) ' worker 
·n > ·< 2 > ~ < 3 >· t4 > ·: .< 11' · ! 't 2.l ·n > · < 4 > ''<' < 1 t . · < 2 > q.> · < 4 > 

''' 

----- --- ~~l----- ·- -·----- -·--- -----------------. - ... . '. . ' . i' ' .· ·' -.. - - --- - - - - - -
More "than M .. · 4 
20.01 F 6 

15.01 -
20.00 

. 10.01 -
15.00 

' ''7 ;51 -
10.00 

. . . 5 ~01 -
7o50 

' 

M 
F 

M. 

4 
. . 
I • 12 

F. c_., 10 

1-1 r-- 19 
F ' 19· 

M 
F 

M 
F 

" 32 
25 

23 
24 

: . 

25 -
85 ~ 

35 -
109 .20 
147· 55 

'134 
334 120 

-311 "21 
419 135 

25 
.. 85 

' . ~-· .. ( 
'35 

129 
202 

' 134 
454 

. '332 
554 

·6.25 
14.17 
'r . 

·8.75 .. .. '•: 

' l:O. 75'' 
20.~0 

:7.00 
2).90 

10.37 
22.16 . . ' . ( ·:. 

147 - - ·147 .· 6.39 
399 160 . 559 23.29 

·-·-~·-- -·-···· 
M 
F 

11 ;,!38' ·- '38 :·3.45 
10 . 115 · •go·. ·, •'195 · . 19•50 -. ''(~~---.····.~·-' 

. . '· .... 7 1.75 7 •. - ... - ' 

45 "' 45 7o50 
12 < - ·.12 2.00 

5 - -5 o.SJ 
' \!'t~ . 

11 . (, ',11 2.7$ 11 . ' .. 11 2.75 - -. •·. r 

5'.±6·: .62·-·~ :. 62 
67. 40 107 10.70 

. J ... 
20 .. ' '' 20 -1.67 
26 - ' 126 2.60 

40 . i ' 
·, .. ~ - • 

'; 40 '2.05·· 
180 25 205 10.79 

74· . ''74 
.. 

·).89 -59 . '<59 3.10 
- -' . 

141 '141 '4.4() 
~23 ' 25 248 9.92 

... i,; .• :~ - ' 
:_ : ... 

'·63 \ . - J. 63 - '2.7). 
238. 20 258 10.75 

78 
. 
78 ·2 .4'3 

43 ' 43 - 1.'72 . :. 

60 60 . 2~60 
49 . :. - 49 - ?. .04 .. 

i''l2i.)- 1 12: 1.09 7- ... 7.''0.63" 
54 . 10 -.. 64 ' .. 6.40 : . ,7 . ;,.; 7~ ) 0.70_ 

••• ,_. • • • f • 

'Upto M .4 '·1'4· ·-- ·. '14 • ).50 · 5-· -· .·.· s· ·'1.25 ·· 7 • 7 '· 1.75 
1~oo F ··· ·3 ... ,1o· ·: ·--· ·-·'l.o---· .. :l.J-:3 - 6- ........... ·6·· .. 2-.oo· .. 5 -·-- -5 1•67 

-

-· - ,;. - - - -. - - - - - ... '- ... ;:.. __ ... - - - - - -- - - -·- .... - _, -\- - - - -· '~.- - - - ~ - - ·- - -- ·.:. -·- - - -
·TotBl . M . 109 .. . 813 . 4! ·554 , - 7 .8) . ·341 ·. ..:_ · :34i- J .;12 · ?.69 ·. · ..- · 269 . . 2.46. 

F 97 1509 550 2059 21'.22 - 81.3 ·120 933 . 9.61 194 194 .. 2~00 · 
..... _~·.·-·-·--.----:- .. ---.-------

-: . . '· . ' - - - - - - - - - - - -- ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
(continued) 
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!.!::bL.l 37 : (continued) 

- - - - - - - - - -· - -- -- -- ---- - - -·- - - - - - - - -·- -
Honth "- November 1972 

Sex No,o£ --------------------------~ize of workers Own As ex- Total Av~rBge 
!'!H'Ill che.nge ( Co1s, per · 

1&bour 1+2) .worker 
op(reted 
holding 
( ec~es) . (1) (2) (3) (4) 

-- - - - -
More than. M 
20,01 F 

15w01 • M 
20,00 . F 

10.01 - M 
15,00 F 

7,51 - M 
10,00 - F 

5,01 - M 
7,50 F' 

·2,51 - M 
5~00 F 

4 
6 

4 

46 
102 

28 

12. 110 
10 133 

19 157 
19 163 

32 303 
25 256 

23 204 
24 204 

1.01- -M-··11 68 
59 . 2,50 F 10 

Upto · 
1.00 ' 

M 
F 

8 
7 

46 
. 102 

2!! 

110 
133 

157 
163 

303 
256 

204 
204 

68 
59 

8 
7 

- - .;.. - -
11.50 
17.00 

7.00 

9.16 
13 ,JO 

8,,6 
!!.53 

9.36 
10,·24· 

8.87 
!!.50 

. 6.18 
5.90 

2.00 
2.33 

' December 1972 
-----------~~-------------~in As ex- Total Average 
fe.rm change (Cols. per 

labour 1+2) worker 
(1) (2) (3) (4) 

-· 
66 
47 

92 
101 

201 
140 

141 
126 

49 
. 64 

1, 

--·-----
5ib 
62 

16 

66 
47 

92 
101. 

201 
140 

141 
126 

49 
64 

1 -

12.75 
10.33 

4.00. 

5.?0 
4.70 

4.!!4 
5.31 

J,2!! 
5.60 

6.0!! 
5.25 

4.45 
6.40 

0.25 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Janue.ry'1~73 

------------------------------O,m As ex- Total· AVel;'age 
ferm chenge (Cols, per. 

labour 1+2) worker 
(1) (2) (3) (4) 

9 
1 

15 

15 
3 

41 
15 

65 
3!! 

37 
7 

a 
.9 

-

... 

9 
1 

15 

15 
3 

41 
15 

65 
38" 

37 
7 

!! 
9 

- - .... ~ 

2.?5 
0.17 

3.75 

1.(.5 
0.30 

2,15 
0,79 

2,03 
1,_52 

1,60 
0."29 

0.72 
0,90 

- -

------- - - - . - -- - - - - -·- - - - --~---.----
Total . ,M_ _ 109 924 

F 97 924 . 
924 
924 

8.47 617 
9.52 ·540. - 617 

540 
5.66 190 
5. 56 73 

190 1.74 
73 ' 0.75 

-------- -·-- ·-----------------------------------------
(continued) 



T .. ble 37 .; (continued) 

-·------
Month -,..· .. ·Sex 

- .. - -: .... -
___ ""' ____ _ -------- - - -- - -- - - - ------- - - --

~: 
.··~J 

February,·l97l 
No. of ·---~~------~------------~~ 

·· · Total Mar 1972 
" :March 197.3 April 1973 · to Apri 1973 ...... ;.. .. ______________ ~~·-:...:~~~ --------------------·------ --------------

Size of 
operated· 
holding 

Workers. Own "As ex- Total Average 
• ,. f~rm change (Cola.·per 

labour~ 1.+2) · worker. 

Own As ex-· Total Average· ·Own As ex- Total · Average ·Total Averflge 
farm· change (Cola. :PE!r. . farm change (Cola. per .. · (Cola. per 

labour 1+2) worker. labour. 1+2) ~orker 1+2) worker 
( acres_l. (1) .(2) (3) (.4) (1) . (2_) (3) .(4) . (1) (2) (3) (4) 
- - - - -- - - - - - - -.--- - ... - - - - - - - - - -- - --- - -~ - - - - ---- -·-.------------- ---... 
More then M 
20.01 F 

15 .ol. :.. 
20.00 

10.01'..; 
15.00•. 

7 .51·· .. ~·. 
10.00 . 

I 

M 
'F 

M 
F 

M 
F 

5,\}l.- M 
7.50. ·. ' F 

2.51 -
5.00 ; 

1.01 -
2.50 

Upto ,· 
1.00 

M 
F 

M 
F 

M 
F 

i. : 
4 . ,. -- '. ·- -

12 1 15• 
10 4 

19 . 471 
19 ''.· 25 .,•-

32 59 
25 22 

23 57 
24 . 34 .. 
ll ll 

.10 ... 3 

4 • I -· '. - '. 

3 

5 .''1 ~ 25'1•• 17 
' -

-. •• . ·;...., 1", .... 21 

15 
4 

47 
25~ . 

59 
22 

57 
34 
ll'•. 

3 

-

·-
1.25 ' 23 
'0.40. 15 . . ~-

2.47 ' 60 
1.31 ·, . 73 
1.84 .. ' 64 
o.M.. . 65 

.·. 
2.47 
1.41 . 
1.00' 
_0.)0 

39 
64 

26 
26 

-
-
·--
'4 

-- ' -.... 

17. 
21 

23 
. 15 

·60 
73 
68 
65 

39 
.64 

26 
26 

--

---
1.92 
1.5o· 

3.15 
3 .84' 
2.15 
2.60 
1.69. 
2.67 .. 

2.36 . 
2,60 

-

4 -
-•, 

. 13 
4 

8 
l 

34 
29 
25 . 

- 14 

7 
ll 

.. 
.·--

--
-

4 ---
13 

4 

8 
1 

34. 
29 

25 
14 

7 
ll 

-

1.00 

-
.. 1.08 

0.40 

0.42 

1.06 
1.16 

1.08 
o.5s 
0.63 
1.10 

-

270 
380 

281 .-

67.50 
63.33 

70.25 

854 71.16 
603 60.30-

1-' 1254 66.30 . w 
,1232 64.84 . w 

2331 . 72.84 
1643 65.72 

1476 
1604 

444 
522 

94 
48 

64.17 
66.83 

40.36 
52.20 

23 .so 
16.00 - ... - -· - - .. - ,.- . - _.,.; .. ·-' .!" - -. -~ ·~ - .. -' ~. -.- .. - .. - - ·- - - .. _ .. .;, ... ~·:--.;.··- - - .. - -... - - ---- ~-- ----------

To_tal, ... _ -... FM . 109. · 1~4 ·. - .. :.i9~ . · 1.78 :. 2
2
2
6
2
4

· .... 4_ .. · 233. 2ao 91 
97 _co.,... ·-So 0,90 ~6{+'"2,7?·, 59 ---- ~-- ·- ~-- ----~--- ~ ·- -- ~ ~ ~--------- ~---- ~-------. . . . ' . 

·91 . . 0.83 .. ' 7004 
. 59 . ·0.60 6032 

64.25 
62.18 

- - - -- - -- - - - - - - - - - - -
(continued) 



T~b1e 37 :· (continued) · 

Marginal Farmers · - - - - - - - ·- ·.;. ... -·-- -.- -- - - -·- - ~ - - - -- -- - -.- -."""' - - - _,- -- ~ -- -.-
.Month!-:_ ·. ; . . . May 1972 . June 1972 . July 19n . 

·' Sex No. o£ -~------------~---------- -----~-------------------- ---------------------------Size of.,. workers Own As ax- Total Average · (}.rn -- .As ex- Total Average Own As ex- Total · Average 
operat.e<t ' .;-·farm change (Cola, per · farm change (Cols.- per farm chenge(Co1s, ·· per 
holding · · · · · ·labour 1+2) ·worker · .labour 1+2) worker labour 1+2) worker 
(acres} . · · ( 1) ( 2) . ( .3 ) ( 4) .. ( 1) · : ( 2) ( .3 ) ' ( 4) ·.· ( 1 ) •. ( 2) '<.3 ) ( 4) .. .. --- -.- ~.------------------------- -·- ~-~·-·- ...... ·-1 .. -' . . --------. . ..: 

. 7 .51''&nd M 10-. .36 10 
more ·r:; F ?; 

9. ;' .30 

s:or:-.:. M " ·a 22· -. 
7.50 ··• - F 

. . 10 ·.· 15· ·-···· 
2 ~ b.o: ·""":, M 1 ·46 .144 19 .. ' s.oo . F .51. . 109 10 

M : .. 44 ~ 124 ~ 26 · 
F 56 . 122'" -

Upto ' M 
1e00 - . - ~-

• ·!' . .'.,: .; * ;: i 

1.3· 25 
.23.. .: .• 24 . 

. -· 
--.. 

46 
.30 

22 
15 

16.3 
119 .. 

.. 
2.75 
1.50 

6.54 
2..3:3 

150·. J,40 
122- 2.17 

25 
24 

1.92 
1~04' 

: -Nil .. i<. M 
.. ~-': .•. :.~ .. ~··' . i F :"'· ... 

79 .3 5 ' 
16 5 

114 n.4o: 
21 2 • .3.3 

., . 

69 40 109 1.3 .62' 
11 .- 11. l.lp. 

,,·, 

.326 199 525 11.41 
66 66 1.32 ·. 2.58. 

'· 

228 1.34 
.34 56 . 

.362 8,22 
90 1.60 

5.3 40 .. 
23:. 10. 

. 9.3 7.15 
' ~3. ·1~4.3' 

- :.. - -- -' ·- . ... ·. 
\· • • ., • •' ' • r ' '" .' 

-~--~- ... ?. • .. _···~ • -.-" .. ··-· ... 

142 61 20.3 20,_30. 
19 26 45 . . 5.00 

135 . 65 200 25.00 
6 71 77 7.7G 

63.3' 261 . 894 19.34 
167 . 26.3 4.30 8.43 

4.37 229 666: 15.-13' 
100. 247 .347 6.19 

78 48" 126 9.69 
40 72 112 4.87 

\' - ' - . - -. ' -··- .. --:~· ---·--- -.-·--. .... ~ .... _ .. • --~ ...... • -.--~ • ~ • ~·· .. 4~·T··~.•. -'• -· ~ ~ ~ .. • ·~·~~~- ~-~· .· . . . ... . . . . . . . '" .. ' 
:ro~ii ~ . M 121 Ts1 .. _ "$_S __ : .. .-406 .... j:35 .. ·:. -7ss-· 448 · 12o) .. : ... ~-94~:. i425 664 :.:2os9 
- - . . . . F_ . l,!+~· 300 ' 10 .310 ... 2.08 150 1.37• ·28.7 ·· 1.92 ~)2 671) .. - lOll 

- . ' -~ -. . . ' .. •. - . . J -~ .. 

- -- .._ ----- - -- -··- -- ··- .. --- --·- -.. ----- -- - - - . - - -
· --( co~tinued) 

.... ..., 
~ 



Te.ble :n ~ (continued) 

'-~ - - .- .~ - - -- - --- - ~· -· --- --... -- -· -·-
Month .: ' ; August 197~ •· 

Sex No. of -------------------------Size of 
operated 

·holding 
( acliesJ 

work~rs Own As ex~ Total Average·. 
farm change. (Cols.per · 

labour 1+2) worker 
(1)-' (2l '(3) . (4) . 

. ~-~- ·- ~- ~ ~------ -------- - - - --·' 
~eptember_ 1972 '· 

--------------------------Own As ex- Total Average 
ferm change (Cola•· per 

labour 1+2) worker 
(l) (2) (3) (4) 

October 19'72 
------------------------~---Own As ex- Total . Average. 
farm change (Colso per 

labour 1+2) worker 
(l)~· (2). (3) (4) 

-· ~.- - - - ~ - - -- - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - --- - - - --- -- - - - - - -
?.s~'and 
more . . . 
5.01 -

,? •. so 
2.51 -s.oo. 

' . 1.01 .;. 
2.50 
Upto · ., 
1.00 

Ni~ 

M 10 
F ~ 

M - g 
F 10 

M 46 
F. 51. 

M 44. 
F 56 

M ij 
~ : 23 

M 
F -

56' 11. 
153 .. _56. 

62' 20' 
111. 1!1 

3?8. 50 
763. ]SO 

. 321 70 
655· 391 

74 10 
165 as 
--

' -• . 1 -

67·· 
209 

8i 
192 

42g 
1143 

391 
1046 

-~( 
2SO 

-

6. 70' c 

2]_.22 

l0.2S 
19.~0 

'. 

... 

9~-30. 

22.41 

1!~99 
18.67 

6.46 
10.87 

-

3S 
86 

'15 
' 20 

1M 
3S1 
112 
235 

n 
. 60 

... , -

s 

.. 
'49 

23 

-20 

-I 
. -

- - - - - - - - - -- - ·- - - - - - - ~ - -- - - -_,_ -. . ' 

3S-
91' 

lS 
20 

108 
406 

112. 
2SS 

21 
. 1!0 

' ,. . 
\ ... _. 

> 
' 

3.50 
10.01 

l.;a? 
2.00 

2.34 
7.96 

2~S4 
4.60 

ih;61 
3.47 

,_ 

19 
16 

29 
20 

98 
96 

97 
91 

22 
21 

-..:· 
... 

10 

.. 
4 

-

19 
16 

29 
20 

91! 
106 

97 
9S 

22 
21 

. .. .. 

1.90 
1.77 

3.62 
2.00 

2.13 
2.07 

2.20 
1•69 

1.;69 
0.91' 

-
·-- -·~·- -.--- ~-------- ~- -~----

Total M 121 S9i 161 10S2 8.69 291 - .29i-: 2·.40 26S ::.-· 26S 2.19 
F 149: 1847 993 2s4o . 19.oo 1sa 97 ass 5.~3 244 14 .- 2ss 1.63 

. . . 
~------------------------ ~- -·~--- ~------------------ ---. ' 

(continued) 



Teble 37 : (continuGd) 

---- ~-- ~------------------- ~- ------- -.---------------- --Month-- · . .. November 1972 - ·· ·. December ;1.972 January 1973 . , . 
. ~ex 'No. or ----------•-•----~------- ... -----------------~-~------ --~-~-----------------------_Size of workers Own As ex- Total ·,Averege,' Own _As ex-. Total . Aver.age Own . As ex- Total Average 

operated · ·farm change ( Cols. per farm ·change ( Cols. · per farm .change ( Cols. per 
holding labour 1+2) worlcer labour 1+2) worker· labour 1+2) worker 
(acres) · (1) (2) ·• (3) ·. (4) (1). (2) _· ().) _ (4) {1) · ,(2) (3) (4) , __ 

• I • • - - - - - - - - - - -- -- -- - - -- - - - - - --·- ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - --- - .. - - -
· 7.51 end M 

more F 

5.01- .. M 
7.50. F 

2.51- M 
5.0q F 

1.01: - M· 
2.50 F 

Upto M 
1.00 F 

Nil : 1 M 
F 

10 
9 

8 
10 

46 
51 

;i 
13 
2.3 

-

111 
117 

84 
93 

. .394 
387 

293 
3_11 

60 
63. 

. -

-

'. 

111 11.10 
117 • 13.oq 

84 .10.50 
93 9.JQ 

394 8o52 
397 7.78 

293 6.65 
311 '5.~5 

.. - -

. .. . 
46 
38 

51 
35 

247-
225 

-205 
165 

39 
32 

-

-

-
-

- 46 
38 

.51 
35 

247 
225 

205 
165 

39 
32 

4.60 
4.22 

6.37- .. 
3.50 

5.2.3 
4.41 

4.66 
1.94 

3.00 ' 
1.39 

6 
8 

24 
7 

89 
·40 

82 
29 

12 
13 

-

-
- --

6 
8 

24 
7 

89 
40' 

82 
29 

12 
13 

-

0.60 
0.89. 

3.00 
0.70 

1.9.3-
0.80. 

1.86 .. 
0.51 . 

0.92 
0.56 

.. 
- . 

- - - - - - - - - - -~ - - - - - ~ ~ - --------.. \ . ~ -- -· ~-- --- -.---.------------' 

Total IIi .. 1:ii 942 .. ··..; ~- •942 
F .. 149 97~· : 10 . ' 981 

.. ; 

5M .,. · 5M . 4.-85 213 - · -213 . 1~76 
495 . - . 495 3 ·32 97' - 97.. 0.65 

- - -~ ~ ·~- _ _, --- -- - - -- --- - -- - - --- --- - - - - ,· . . . - ..... -- - - -- -- - :.;· . - - ·-- --- -- - -- -. ·. 
(continued) 



Table 37 : (continu~d) 
~ . ~ ... 

---------------- ---·--------- ·~-- -·-------------.------- ~------ -·--ilonth · · · · ·· Total Mei 1972 
February 1973 · · March 1973 April 1973 to Apr! 1973 

Sax No •. or -------·-----------'!"·----- . -------~-•----~---..:.----~~-~ ---------------··---------- --------------
Size of WorkersOwn As ·ex- Total Average .. Own As.ex•;Totel· Average Own As ex-;Totel .Average Total Average 
eperated ·. . farm change. ( Cols. per . . farm change ( Cols. per · i'erm ·change ( Coli[!• per ( Cols. per 
lolding · · . labour 1+2) worker ' labour 1+2) worker leboll,r 1+21 worker 1+2) worker 
tacresJ. ·. (1) · (2) · (3) · (4) (1) · (2) 1 

• (3) · (4) (1•} (21 (3) ' (4) - - - - -- -- -.- --- - - - .. - -- ~ -- -.- --·.- .. -. -·.- -- --·.- ..... --' -- --·-.·;,.. - ·- - - - -- - - -- --- - -
7.51 end 
more 

s.o1 -
7.50 

M 10 
F 4 

M 8 
F :).0 

6. -
4 

. 25· 
22 -

' 6 
4 

25 
22 

0.60 
0.44 

. 3.12 
2.20 

1~ 
15 
12 

- s .. 12 

- 15 
- 12 

./ 

'0.50. 
1.)3 

1.87 
1.20· 

2 - • . 2 --~ ... -. ··.:·.: . -
-- -. 13 - .) 

0.20, -
i.62 
0.30 

660 
591 

669 
507 

110.00 
147.75 

83.73 
50.70 

2.51 -
5.00 

··M 46 
11' 51 

64 
52 .. 

64 
52' 

.1.39 
1.00 

67 
,40 

- 67 
- 40 

.1.45 o.8o. 
.. - 59 

42 
1.28 
o.8o 

3136 
3132 

68.17 
61.41 ~ 

..:I 

1.01 .. 
2.50 

tJ pto 
·1.00 

Nil· . 

M 44 
F 56 

M 13 
F 23 

M .. -
F 

75 -
70 -

7 'I 

-

75 
70 

7 -
- ' ·-

1.70 
1~?4 

.0~53 -
60 
52 

12 
2~ 
. _;. .. 

;. 

- . 60 
- 52 

.. 12 
- . 22 

; .. 
- --

1.36. 
0.92 

0.92 
0.95' 

-

32 -
· 35 

6 .. , -
3 --_., 

- . - . 

32 
35 

6 
3 

-

0.72 
0.62 

0.46 
o •. l3 

-

2525 
2620 

507. 
653 

-

57~38 
46.78 

39.00 
. 28.39 

-
. ' - . . . . . . ' .. - -.--------- --- -.--- ~--- -.--- -·---- -- ~-- ------------ ------- --------- --

Total M 121 
F 149 

177 
148 

159 .. - . . 159 • 1.31 . 112 
138. - . . 1).8 .0.92 83 . -

• ! ~ . . 

112 0.92 
83. .0.55 

7497 61.95 
7503 . 50.35 

-- ~··- ~------------------------------------ -·------- ----------- --. . . ! . . . ' . 
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In case of marginal farmers, employment on family farm·' 
was 61.95 and 50.35 days per male and female worker respec
tively. Th~re is, almost, no consistency in the average labou 
days per mal3 and female worksr between various size groups. 
The differences arise not only on account of the category of 
land held, irrigation facility etc. but also as a result of 
wage labour employment t>ve~ilc:ble during the year. This is 
pBrticulBrly importEmt in respect of marr;inal farmers as 
earnings from wage labour was an important source of cash 
income for quite a few households. 

Kharif is the most importcmt season end the employment 
during the six month puriod M<JY to end of October was at the 
hi6hest, employment in the subsequent six months November-April 
being general~y at a low level. The seasonal pattern is 
equBlly clear, the average per tJcre labour input rising upto 
end of July and August in respect of both males and females and 
then once again going down. July and August were the peak 
periods of employment for males and females respectively and 
the avertJge employment per worker during this period was 17.09 
and 17.26 days per male ·fforker in respect of small and margine::. 
farmers respectively. The 8Verage labour input per female 
worker during tlie month of August was 21.22 and 19.00 days in 
respect of small and m8rginal farmers. On the whole females 
participated in family agriculture almost equally with the ms.J.( '' 

Table 3!l gives the aver8ge per acre employment of family 
and hired labour for various size groups. There are variation;; 
in per acre l8bour input of family and hired labour. Hired ma:< . .c 
labour was quite meagre at 2.49 days per acre and was invEJriabl:: 
less than the averCJge for family male labour. The average in 
respect of female labour was exactly opposite of th8t in re:;p:.~·~. 
of male labour, the hired labour input being 21.46 d8ys per 
acre to 15.99 days per acre for family labour. This was so in 
respect of small farmers. In respect of marginal farmers per 
acre input of hired male emd fem8le l8bour was generally less, 
The average per acre input cf male labour (family plus hired) 
was elmost twice in respect of margin8l farmers as compared to 
small farmers, the av-~rage per acre female labour input being · 
nearabout the same for both the sets of farmers. The reasons 
leading to that are difficult to expl8in except that the 
marginal farmers' cultivation had to be· more labour intensive 
for want of adequate machinery and implements •. However, this 
does not sufficiently expl8in the facts and needs a little 
more probing into the matter. 

Employment in Animal Husbandry 
.. 

Jl'lonthwise dEJys of employment in Animal Husbandry ~:>re 
given in Table 39. Total employment for the twelve-month 
period Aay 1972 to April 1973 for males EJnd fem8.les happens 
to be as below. · 

Total 
Total 'dorkers Employment (d8.ys) 

Smsll F8rmers 

MBle 2l 2, 743 
Female 23 2,749 

Jllarginal Farmers 

Nale 30 3,124 
Female 61 7,346 

Averege per 
worker (days) 

130.61 
119.52 

104.13 
120.42 



'l' able 38 : Per, Acre- Employment of Family bnd ijircid. Labour, in' Agriculturl]l . 

.... , .. ' ': _}-:.. 

- - - .. - ----- -·-- -.--- ·-.------- ------- ~-- ~---- ~---- ~·~- ~- ---Opera~ed Sex Family Hired_, · ,. Total Average. per-acre· Average per acre Size of 
operated 
holding 
(acres} 

area . ·labour labour labour employment of employment of 
employed employed. employed familf labour hired labour 

(acres)' .(days) ' (days) ··(days) · (days) . ·(days) 
- - - - - - - - - - -- -·----- ------- - ... ------ - - - - -' . .. . 

More than 0 22-18 Male 270 10 280 . - 12.02 . 0.44 
20.01 Female 380 245 625 '16.92 10.91 

15.01 - 20 •. 00 18-131 Male 281 43 324 
0 ~: 

15.32 2.34. 
· Female 0 -

. 269 269 14.66 
10.01 - 15.00 49-90 Male 854 55 909 17.42 1.12 

·Female 603 1023 ° U26. 12.30 20.87 
7.51 ~ 10.00 78-21 Male 1254 245 1499 15.96 - 3.12 

Female .1232 1782 3014 15.69 22.69 
' 5.01 - 7.50 124-14. Male 2331 451 2782 ·18.74 3.62 

Female 1643 3243 4886 13.21 26.07 
2.51 .. 5.00 67-24 Male 1476 122 1598 - 21.83 1.8o 

Female 1604 1359 2963 ·23.72 20,10. 
1.01- 2.50 ;15~16 Male 444 2 4~6 28.83 0.13 

.Female 522 ' 158 6 0 .. 33.89 10,2~ 

Upto 1.00 1-21 Male -~~ 13 107 61.64 8.52 
Female 18 66 31.47 u.8o . 

Average 
per· acre 
em{lloyment 

·. ' . (days) 
- --- --
12.47 
27.86 

17.66 
14.66 
18.55 
33.18 . 

19.08 
38.38 
22.37 

.39.28 

23:64 
43.82 

28.96 
44.15 
70.16 
43.27 

- - -. - ------- ---~-·-- - -- - - - ·- - - - - - - - - - --·--- -- - -------- -- - - -
Total 377.;,071 ·Male 7004 941 7945 ·. 18.56 . ' 2.49 21.06 

Female 6032 8097 0 14129 15.99 :a.46 .37 .45 - - - - - -- -.---- - - I.. - - - - - - - - - "":' --- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
(cbntinued) 

t: 
\0 



lsblt• '38 : ( C011tinued) -·---· l·Ic.rgina! Farm'Ors 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Size of Opere. ted 3e;::: Fbffiily Hired Tot&l Average per acre Ave:r&ge per acre Av·.=roge 
oper<Jted areFJ lc.bour l<1bour labour employment of employment of per 8Cr8 

holctinr employed employed err.ployed f~>wily l8bou:- hired l&bour e.'1plo)m2;1t 
( E•Cres (EJcr:Js) (days) (dc.ys) (days) (days) (days) (doys 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
7. 51 end 43-35~ Kale 660 53 713 15.03 1.20 16.23 
more Femala 591 786 1377 13..46 17.90 31.36 

5.01 - 7. 50 36-25~ H&le 669 45 714 18.22 1.22 19.1,5 
Famale 507 416 923 13.83 11.35 25.18 

2.51 - 5.00 133-26 M~:le 31V •. 367 3503 23 .1,6 2.74 26.20 
Female 3132 2507 5639 23.43 18.75 42.19 

1.01 - 2.50 71-01 Male 2525 91, 2619 35.49 1.32 36.81 1-' 
Female 2620 1076 3696 36.90 15.15 52.05 +-

0 

Upto 1.00 11-21 ~'J<Jle 507 14 521 44.08 1.21 45.29 
Female: 653 87 740 ·56.78 7. 56 64.35 

Nil ·Male 
Female 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Total :296-29 Male 7497 573 $070 25.26 19.30 ' 44.58 

Female 7503 4872 12375 25.28 16.41 41.72 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - -



Tub1e 39 ~ploymeht in Animal Uusbandry 

Small Farmers 
' . 

--- • •- • • ~- • •- ~·T • • • • • • •-- •- • •- • ~.- • • • • •· • • -~- • • • •-- •- • • • • • • 
Month-- - May .1972 ·June 19'72 · - July 197:! August 1972 September 1972 October 1972 

Sex No.of -----~------ ----------~• ---~---·----· ~--~-------- ~-------~--- ------------Size of workers work Av~:.;:~ge Work Avarege Work Average Work Average Work Average Work Average 
opere ted . ~~;~ys per · . · ~eys. per dE>ys per _ days per days per d'ays per 
holding worker ... · worker ' worker· . . worker worker worker 
(acres I ·· i' • - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - -·- - - - -- - - - -- - - - - - - -. - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - -
More than M 
20.01 F 

15.01 - · M 
20.00 F 

10,01 - M 
15.00 F 

7.51 - M 
10,00 F 

5.01·- M 
.7. 50 F 
2.51·
s.oo 
1.01 -

\ 2.50 

Upto 
1.00 

M 
F 

M 
F 

M 
.F 

1 

'2 
2 

5 
5 

~ 
1 
_; 

4 
2 

1 
3 

- ' --
25 25.00 .- -
10 5~00 
51 25.50 

'12: 14.40 
15 3.00 

128 18,28 
94 11.75 

- --15 5.00 

31 7.75 
21 •10.50 

-
61 20.33 

. -- -., ' ..... ~.. .~-

10 10.00 

15 7.50 
60 30,00 

65 
20 

110 
83 

13.00 
4.00 

15.71 
10.37' 

-20 6.66-

30 7.50 
15 7.50 

50 16:66·:; 

- -

15 '7.50 
'46 23.00 

67 13.40 - -
98 14.00 
78 9.75 

-32 10.66 

31 7.75 
24 12.00 

-'31 10.33 

-
-· 

20 lO.o<Y 
31 '15.50' 

68 13.60 .. 
92 13.14 
62 7-75 

40 13.33 

31 7.75 
16 8.00 

- -26 8,66 

'20 20,00 -
. 20 10.00 
·:_ 45 22.50 

·· 60 12,00 

125 17.85 
120 15.00 

-20 6.66 
. 30 7.50 

15 7.50 

• 40 13.33 

' 
21 21.00 

30 15.00 
41 20,50 

62 12.40 
30 6.00 

127 18.14 
123 15.37 

- -20 6.66 

31 7.75 
16 s.oo 

4o 13.n -- _,_---- -·---------- - - -·- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - -- - - --
Total M 

F 
21 
23 

266 12.66 
257' 11.17 

230 10.95 
248 10.78 

211 10.04 
211 9.17 

211- 10.04 - : 255 12.14 
175 7.60 240. 10.43 

271 12.90 
270 11.73 

- - - - - ·- - - ~ - - - - - - - - ~ ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - -
(continued) 



T~ble 39 : (continued) 
o I. . . .. 

- . . .. . - - - - -- - - - --- - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - -- -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ------. . . ,· . . . . 
November-1972 December 1972 January ·1973 February 1973 l-iarch 1973 

· Total May 1972 
April 1973 to April 1973 Month .. 

Size of 
operated 
holdi·ng 
(acrEisl 

.... - .. • 
Sex ·l'lo; of 

Workers 
------------ ---~----~-~-- ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------ ------------- . llork .Average Work Average 
days per days per 

: worker ; worker 
..... ·-

Work Average 
days per 

worker· 

Work Aver&ge 
'days per 

worker. 0 

Work·Ave:rflgS 
days· per ·. 

· worker · 

Work. Average 
days'per · 

worker 

Total Average 
work per 
days worker 

- - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - -.·.- - - - - - - - - - - - -. '· - - - -- - - - ------- - - - -------
More than M 
20.0l F 

15.01 i..- M. 
20.00 . F 
10.01 ;.. , .. 
15.00 

r • t ·. ~ 

?SL·~.· 
10.00 

' . ~ .. 
5•01 ..., 
?.50 

2.51' -\ 
5.00 ' .. 

M 
F 

M -
F 

M. 
F 

M 
F 

1.01 .:, · M 
2.50 . F 

Uptc)/•; . M 
1.oo· - F 

. -
1' -0 • 

' '2' 
. 2. 

5 . 
5 
7 ... 
8 
1 0 

3 

~- -~ .. , 
1 .. 3 .. 

0 • 

- -· 
-.. -

OJO' 15.00 
40 20.00 

60 '12 .• 00. 
-"!! • -· 

-50 16.66. 

- ~- -
' -. 
20. 10.00 . 
46 23.00. ... 
'56 .. 11-.20 

~ . 

-35 11.66 

. 15 
46 
40 -

.· .. - . 

7.50 
23.00 

1!.00 

'. 
77 . 11.oo 
96 12.00 

20 20.00 
50 16.66 

- . -. 
n 10.50. 
43 21.50 

40 l!.oo 
. -

1!6 12.21! 
71! 9o75 

20 20.00 
55 ,11! .33 ' 

. 40 10.00 41 10.25. . 41 10.25 38 
10 15.00 ..•.. 35 l7o5Q ... :~)9: :~5·0~.: 28 

9o50 
14.00 

10 10.00. .. 15. 15.00,' .. 20 .·,20.00. 20 
'15: 5.0Q __ ,~-16~.·5'~J3: ·.2Q ... 6.66_::. ~.25 

. . . .. 

20.00 
1!.33 ·.· . 

- - - - -. - - ~- --~------ ~ ~-- -· ---1-- --·~- ~----------
l'otal·· · 

' 
. Z.l '21' . ' 240--11.42 . .:. 211! -10.31! 

F . 23 220 9.56 · 211! 9.47 
2i3 10.14 
242 10.52 

·225 10.71 
229 9.95 

15 7:;50 
50 25'~00 

51 . 10.20 
15 3,00 

96 ~13.71 
90 11.25 

-33. 11,00 

31 7.75 
15- .. 7'o50 

10 10.00 
20 . 6.66 

-
15 
50 

50 
15 

95 
1!0 

-
36 

30 
15 

10 .. 20 

- . --.. ; -. . 
7'.50 . 

25.00 

10.00 
3.oo 

.13.57 
10.00 

-12.,0,9 

7.50 
. 7.50 

10.00 
. 6.66. 

76 76.00 

226 113.00 
549 274.50 

691 131!.20 
'95 19.00 

1220 174.21! 
1075 134.37 

40 40.00 
406 135.33 

405 101.25 
260 130.00 

. : 1!5 1!5.00 
.. -364 121.33 --- ~------ ~--- --------

203 9.66 
223 . 9.69 ' 

200 
216 

9.52 
9.39 

2743 130.61 
2749 119.52 

---------------- ------- -.-- -.-------- ------------------ ·------- --•' (continued) . 

~ 

t 



Table 39 ·: (contiflUed) 

Marginal Fermers 
-- -·------- ---- ---------- ·-- -.- -·-------- -·-------- ---------- --·· Jlonth -

She of 
operated 
holding 

M~y 1972 · June 1972 · · _July 1972 · . August ·197~ September 1972 October 1972 
Sex l~o •.. or --------·-~-~ -------------- _ ---------·-- ---------~-- -~---------- -------------

· ( acras J 

Workers Work Average Work .Average . Work Average· Work .Average 
'c;l.ays per days _per 'days· per . days per 

worker worker ·worker· worker 
' 

work ·Average Work Average 
days per days per 

worker worker 

·- - - -- - - - - -- - -------- ·-- - - -. -- - - - ~ -. - - - - ------- - -- - - - - - - --- -
· 7.51 and M 

more· F 

5.01 -
7.50 

.. 2. 51 - . 
5.00 

1.01-
2.50 

Upto 
1.00 

Nil 

·.Total 

M. 
F· 

M 
F 

M F. 

M 
F 

M 
F 

2 
4 

4 
4 

12 
21 

8 
20 

4 
9 

3 

i 

.3 1.50 
48 .12.00 

... 
70 '17.50 

10 2.50 -
56 '14.00 69 .17.25 

141 11.75 90 7.50 
275 13.09 243 11.57 

94 .11.75 119 14.87 
. 256 12.80 210 10.50 

76 19.00. 60 15.00 
173 19.22 139. 15.44 

- -46 15 • .33 40 1.3 ·33 

- -·46 11.50 

14 . ).50 
56 14.00 

48 4.00 
204 9.71 

87 10.87 
156 . 7.80 

61 15.25 
104" 11.55 

-u 1).66 

41 . 10.25 

32 8.00 
21 5.25 

125 10.41 
162 7.71 

164 20.50 
121 6.05 

70 17.50 
81 9.00 

51 17.00 

-55. 13.75 

20 5.00 
45 11.25 

86 7.16 
230 10.95 

90' 11.25 
156 7.60 

60 15.00 
85 9.44 

- -50 16.66 

-51 12.75 

.30 7.50 
55 13.75 

85 1.08 
·2.37 11.28 

102 12.75 
161 . 8.05 

8
565 13.75 

9.55 

-50 16.66 

- - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - -- - - - - - -- - - - - ~ - - - - - - -
.30 
61 

324 10.80 269 8.96 
854 14.00 771 12.63 

ao 7.oo 
607 9.95 

'.391 13.03 256 8.5.3 
477 7.81 .621 10.16 

272' 9.06 
640 1.49 

---------- ~------------ -·-------- ---:--------- --------- --.. 

. ·' 



1\ .. bh• .3.2. ( co.1tinu.ad) 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - Totc.l May 1972 
J-~onth - November 1972 December 1972 Januc.ry 1973 Februtory 197.3 !Viarch 197.3 April 197.3 to April 197.3 

Sex No. of ------------ ------------ --------~--- ---------- ·- ------------ ------------ --------------
Size of ;J o~~~-:c rs ·'.rVork Averego work Avrortoe;s · Nork p_.rorarre ~~t0rk Av8r.-::r;e >'!o.rk AnrBgo ~·L:.:r~: A·..rerc.g~ 'l'ot~?l Ave;:-r.ge 

opcr~;tod days per dyas per days ~er dc.ys p:"r c., .. _ •. p·)I' . dey::; p:;r - work p.3r 

holdinr worker worker worker worker v1orker worker days worker 
(ecres 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - -- - - -
7.51 and M 2 "5 12.50 28 H.OO 8 4.00 10 5.00 74 37.00 
more F 4 40 10,00 51 12.75 56 14.00 55 13.75 47 11.75 50 P.50 610 152.50 

5.01 M 4 10 2.50 10 2,50 5 1.25 5 1.25 136 3'· .oo 
7.50 .£<' 4 .35 El.75 30 7.50 55 1.3.75 1,.7 H.75 35 $,75 35 $.75 539 134.7~ 

2.51 - r.1 12 117 9.75 125 10.41 119 9.91 11.3 9.41 92 17.66 105 $.75 1246 103. $) 
5.00 F 21 222 10.57 224 10.66 2.31 11.00 21.3 10.14 195 9.2$ 195 9.2$ 2631 125.23 1-' 

+-
+-

1.01 - M $ 65 $,12 10 1.25 50 6.25 60 7.50 71 $.$7 61 7.62 973 121.66 
2.50 F 20 110 5.50. 135 6.75 147 7.35 15$ 7.90 156 7.$0 130 6.50 1$96 %.So 

upto · J;j 4 43 10.75 52 1).00 50 12.50 50 12.50 59 14.75 59 14.75 695 173.75 
1.00 F 9 60 6.66 65 7.22 . 65 7.22 63 7.00 70 7.77 70 7.77 1061 117,8$ 

J<il :, M .. -
F .3 55 18,)3 56 18.66 56 1$,66 .. 53 17.66 56 18.66 55 18,)3 609 20).00 

- -- ·- - - - - -·- - - - - - - - --- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - --
'Cotal M .30 225 7.50 197 8.56 254 8.46 256 $. 5.3 23 5 7.8) 2.3 5 7.50 .3124 104.1.3 

F 61 522 8.55 561 9.27 610 10,00 589 9.65 559 9.16 5.3 5 $,77 7.346 120.42 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
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Proportionately larger number of workers, both m&la 
and female, to total workers were employed in animal husb&ndry 
amongst marginal farmers than·small farmers. This has 
affacted the average per worker employment of males, the 
average employment being 130.61 days for small f&rmers as 
against 104.13 days for marginal farmers. Average employment 
of female \10rkers was the seme for sm&ll and marginal farmers, 
The. prospects for additional employment resulting from supply 
of milch animals are difficult to judge. After all majority 
,of the cultivators have some livestock and an addition of one 
or two more animals is not likely to add much to the existing 
employment that can be really observable_and assessed, Thus, 
any perceptible addition has to be largely ruled out so long 
as the cultivator has not taken to dairying and animal husbandry 
as an occupation and an equally important source of income end 
employment as agriculture. In the short peri'od of the field
work. the-changes· i:n income from dairying will be observable 
either in terms of cas~ income resulting from sale of milk and 
milk products or by way of increased consumption of these 
products, As noted under •Sources _of Income' even rise in 
income has not materialised, for reasons stated, and the 
consumption has remained almost at the previous year's level. 

Wage Labour Employment 

. _ . Monthwise wage labour employment in respect of small 
and marginal farmers is given in Table 40. Amongst small 
farmers all the size groups did not look upon wage-labour as a 
source of income and only the last five s:ize groups, i.e. 
7.5-10 acres to_Upto 1.00 acre, report employment in wage 
'~abour. All ·the size groups report wage labour as a source of 
income in respect of marginal farmers. Wage labour employment 
was an important source of cash income for marginal farmers 
even :though the addition to total income from this source was 
not ji!Uch. ··Total employment for the twelve month period,- May 
1972 to April 1973,.was as given below. 

·. - Tot&l employ- Aver&re· em~loy-
Total workers ment (days) ment days 

Small Farmers 
• 

Male 15 
. ' 1687 112.46 ' 

Female 14 ' .. 1434 102.42 

Marginal Farmers· 

Male, ... 30 3696 •::- 123.20 
Female 52 6403 123.13 

The employment in wage labour is essentially need 
based resulting from .. lack of alternative self-employment 

. opportunity •. Larger n_umber of workers _amongst marg;,inal 
farmers getting more average per worker employment,. as wage 
labourers,. is therefore_ qui~e obvious when cons~dered in 
relation to the resources the marginal farmers command. . . 
Employment in Non-Agricultural Occupations 

Table 41-gives employment,in non-~gricultural_occupa
tions pursuetl by small and marginal f&rmers. Most of the 
households represented here belong to artisans such as black-

. smiths and carpenters etc. the rest of the occupations such 
as grocers, tailors etc. being meagrely reported. ·Total 

·empl9yment for the tw~lve month pe~od, M&y 1~72 to April 1973, 
was reported as below: 



Tuble 40 : t-:olith\iise W~ge · L!ibour Employment 

3mall F&nners 
- ·- -- - - - - - - - - - -- - -·-~- - - - -
Month - Mey'1972 ----·------------------------
Si'ze of Sex No •. of 'J/ork Average wages Average 
operated workers 
holding 
(eocres) 

days per recei- wages 
worker ved per 

worker 
Rs. . ·Rs. 

- -· - - -------June 1972 
---------------------------Work Avereoge Wages Av~rage 
days par recei- weges 

worker ved . per 
worker. 

RS. - 1ls. 

-- -·- ~ - - - - -·-
July 1972: 

-------------------~-------Work Average Wages· AvE)rege 
days per recei• wages 

worker ved · per · 
~orker 

Rs, Ra. .--------- -·---- - - - - - - _,_ ~-- ---------------- -.-·----
More ·than M 
20.01 F 

15.01 - M 
20,00 · F 

10.01 .... 
15.00. 

?.51 -
10.00 : 

M 
F. 
. ~·-

M' 
F 

5~01 .o M 
7.50 F 

2,'51 - M 
~.oo. · .. F 
1·.01 - ·· M 
2.50 · F 

Upto' M 
1.00 F 
- - - - -
Total, · M 

F -------

.. '' -

1 
l, 

2. 
3 

3 
3 

6 
·~ 

3' 
'2 

-· --
-

25 ·1:1:.50 
14 4-69 

.30 10~00 
. g 2.66 

42 
5 

· t.oo. 
1.00 

· 45 'ls.oo 
10 .. s.oo 

65 
. 21 

90 
12 

126 
7 

90 
1,5 

- - - - - - - ·- - - - ----
15 
14 - . 

142 9.46 - .371 
.37 2.64 55 . . 

-.. 

·--
·-

. ,32.50 .. 
7.00 

)0,00 
. if,OO 

21.00 
1.40. 

30 .oo~{ 
. ? .so ... 

- oil. - - ~: -

-· 
. -

20 
28 

23 
1.6 

35 
30 

-· 

-- . 

_; .. 

10,;00 
9oJ3 
7.66 
5.33 
5·83 
6.00 

-
50' 
42 

' ' 69 1 . 

24. 
I 

25.00 
14.00 

23.00 
8.00 

16.67 
8.oo 

42'· 14.00 
30 .1~.oo. 

100' 
4~ 
8Ji. 
45 

28.00 
22.50 

120 
104 

~·"'·- -· - - - - ( - - - - .. 
's.OO 30J ~0.20 
7.42 .151 10.78 

- - - - - • - • - - - - - • - - • M - - • • • • - - - • • • 

-

·-
25 
40 

4 
23. 

34 
45 
35 
30 - -· -
.98 

1.38 

.. -
-

12.50 60 
1.3.3.3 50 

1.,33 12 
7.66 33 
5.67 87 
9.00 59 

11.66 70 
15.00 45 
- - - -
6.53 229 
9.85 187 

.30.00 
16.66 

4.00 
n.oo 
14.50 
n.eo 
2.3 • .33 
22.50 

- - - - -
15.26 
1.3.35 

(continued) 



Te.ble 40 : (continued) 

~ - ~ - p - - - .~ - - -

Month -

Size of' 
. Sex. No. of' 

work ere 
operated . 

.-holding··· · ··· 
( acree J • · •• : :: 

- - - - - - - - - - ~ - ~ - -' Auguet 1972 ------.------. ..-·-----·--------
Worli ~v~:r~g~ :wagee Aver!lge 
days per· · · recei- wage13 · 

worker · ve'd peor 
· worker 

·Re. · · Re. 

- ·- - - - - - - -· - ~ - -~ - ... -
September 1972 

~ ---------"--·"!""----~-----------
Work Average. Wegee Average 
daye per . rece:l-- ·-~agee 

worker ved per 

Rs •. 
worker 

Rs. -------- "' - -- ----- -·--- - ·- - - - ~--~- - - - - - - ~ -
Mor.a than M 
;;>0.01 F 

15._01 .. M 
20.00 li' . -
10.01 -
15.00 

7.5.1 -
10.0_0 

5.01 -
?.50 

·2.51 -
5.00 

1.01 -
2.50 

Upto r 
'• 1 .• 00 

M 
i 

·M 1 
P' 1 

M 2 
F 3 
M- ·. ,J 
F. . '). 

M. _ .·6. 
F 5-
M . 'J 
F• . 2 

~-

25 12.50 
40 .1.3 .33 

14 4.66 
20 6'.-66 

-43 7.16 
40 e.oo 
27 9.00 
35 :17.50 

•. .I. 

-
.. -

50-
50 

32. 
26 

104: 
51 
60: 
-5f 

-

25.00 
16.66 

10.66 
6.66 

17'o33 
·19.20 
20.00 :'· 
26.00 

.: . -
' I :. , 

.. - ·' 

25 12.50 
40 1.3.33 

26 9.33 
30 10.00 

41 6.63 
43 8.60 
24 ·-6.00 
3d' 10.00 

.. 

50 
53 
64-
39-

90 
55 
60 
43 

-. -. 
.., 
.,.. 

-
. -, 

25.00 
17.66 

21.33 
13.00 
15.00 
11.00 
20.00 
21.50. 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - -
October 197~ 

----------------------------Work Average wagee . Average 
days per recei- wages 

wQr~er ved . per 

· Rs. 
- - ·- - -

' 

• -

-
16 9.00 36 
30 10.00 30 

24 e.oo 52 
33 11.00 42 
50 8.)3 112 
53 10.60 67 

.25 6.)3, 63 
28 14.00 40 

worker 
Rs •. ------

!:.. -
16.00 
10.00 

17.33 
14.00 
16.67 
13 •. 67 
n.oo· 
20.00 

Totai-- -M-- ~15_-- -1o9~ -1:2~- 246:~.--16~'4o-- ~1ie .. :-7:e6- 264·- -17.6o-- -1i7- -?:eo- 26j- -1?.5;• 
. F 14-- 135 . 9.64 179 . 12.7!L 143 10.21 190 13.57 144 10.26 1.79 12.76 -------- -·~· -·----.---- -·~----------- ~- ~---------------- ---

(continued) 



Table 40 : (contiiluad) 

- - - - --- -. - - - --- - ------- - - - -,- - - - - - - -
_ December 1972 . . .November 197;! .. _ 
. ---------------------------

Month M 

Size.of 
operated 
holdinf 
("ecres 

Sex .. No •.. or -----------~--------,.------
workers . l'lork Ji.vereg~ ~.lieges J~.ver<lge. 

- days per . recei- psg!ls 
Work Average wages Average 
days per ' · recei- wages 

worker ved par "i'/Orker· ved P.er 
- ' - "lfOrker 

Rs. r . .Its. 

: 

------- ---------------- -·--
More than M 
20~0! ·. F 

i5.01·- M 
2o.oo· F 
10.01 - M 
n.oo F 
7.51 -

lOoOO 

' •5.01 M 

·7-50 
2.51 -
5.00' 

.1.01 -
2.50 

.Upto 
1.00 

M 
F 

M 
F 

M 
F 

·M 
F 

M 
F 

-
1 
1 
2'. 
3 

3 
3 
6 
5 

3 
2 

... 

-
-- --

23 11.50 
34 11.33 
14 
23 

4.66 
7.66 

23- 3.83 
20 4.00 

40 13.33 
35 17.50 

-
-

-
61 

46 
'32 
30 
59 
25 

90 
75 

. -
. -~ .. 

30.50 
1,5..33 
10.66 
+Q.OO 
9.83 
5•00 

30~00 
.37-50 

-----·--

8 
8 
8 

16 

-. 

-

e.oo 
8.00 

4.00 
5.33 

40 13.33 
J.5 . 11.66 
50 

. 22 

30 10.00 
15 7.·50· 

Rs. 
worker 

Rs. 
- -.---

24 
12 
16 
28 

95 
65 

140 
·44·· 

-
67 
30 

. -

.. -
·-

24.00 
1?-aOO 

8.00 
?·3.3 

31.66 
21.66 
23.33 
8.80 

22.33 . 
15.00 

- - -= - - -------
J anu~:<ry 1973 

-------~·-----------~-------Work Av.ar&ge >'leges Aver&ge• 
days per recei- wages 

~orker ved per 

------
-
' -

10 10.00 
8 8.00 

18 
22 

9.00 
7.33 

45 15.00 
37 12.33 

9.16 
5.00 

8.33 
6.00 

worker 
. Rs. .Rs. 

.. 

30 30.00 
16 16.00 
44 22.00 
38 12.66. 

115 38.33 
74 24.66 

155 25.83 
50 10,;00 

60 20.00 
24 12.00 

. ~ . 
:- -•;- - - .,. - - - - -·- - - •. - - ·- - - - -.- - - - - -

___ ,. __ _ 
- - - - - - - ·- - - --

Total·· 

) . ._. ·- - - -
···-- -

- - - -
15 
14· 

- - - -
ioo 
112 

.6.66 
8.00 - - __ .. _-

242 
176 . ..... - -' 

16.i3 . 
,.1,~,.56 - - - - - -

1)6 
96 

- - - -
9.06 
6.85 

342 22.80 
179 ... 12'.78 

... - --- -. ~--- - - - - -·--
404 26.92 . 
202 14.'44 

' -·- ·-
( continued) 



T~ble 40 : (contin~ed) 

- - - - -
Month -

Size of· · 
operated 
holding 
(acres) 

- - - - - - - -·-
Sex No. of 

workers 

----------------February 1973 
.-~------.----------------.,------
Work , Average Wages Avarage 
days per · ·· recei- wages per 

worker ved worker 
·.(Rs.) (Rs•.l· ------ - - - - - - ------~'.-.- ~ - - ~··.: 

:r.rore than 
2.0.01 
15.01 - 20,00 

1o.oi - 15.00 

7.51 - 10.00 

5.01 - 7.50 

t:.51 - 5.00 

Upto 1.po 

- - - - -
Total 

M 
F 
M 
F 

M 
F 

M 
'F 

M 
F 

'M. 
'li' 

l•l , • F 

M 
'F 

- - - - -
M 
F 

.. 
1 

.. 1 
'2 
3 
) 
3 
6 
5 
3 
2 

- ... ~ -
15 
14;: 

.. - -. - - .... 
l. 

-
···, ., . 

. •.. 

15 . 1-5 .oo 45 45 .oo·· · 
10 10.00 20 20,00 

. !"· 

25 12_.50 . 75 :37.50 
27 ~.oo. 54 18.00 

~ 

1!1"~33 
., 55. . .. 165 55.00 

30 10,00 . 60 20.00 

52 8 •. 66 144 24.00 
30 6.00 60 12.00 

-30 10.00 90 30.00 
15 7.50 30 15.00 

- - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - -
177 11.80 
112 8.00 

519 
224 

34.60 
16.00. 

- - - -
March 1973 

--------------~-----------~-------Work Average Wag2s· Average 
days .per rccei-. wages per 

worker · ved • worker , 
. · • .,, ·. ( Rs • ) ( Rs • ) 

.., . - '- - ·;;.- - .. - ~- - - - - !. - - - - - -

(. 

, ... 

20 20.00 '60 
12 . 12.00 24 

35 17 .. 50 -,! .105 
43 14.33 86 

52 17.33 156 
35 11.66 70 

73 12.16 204 
42 8.40 84 
40 13.33 '105 
20 10.00 40 

----- ----- ---·-
·220' 14.66 630 
152 10.85 - 304 

-

60,00 
24.00 

;52. 50 
28.66 

52.00 
23.33 
34.00 
16.80 
35.00 
20,00 

-.- '"f-

42.00 
21.71 

., 

. ·.·' 

'I'· : •. 

- - - - ... - - - - - - - - ~ --- - - - - - - - ~ - - - - - -- - - - - - - -------
(continued) 

. ' 



T~ble 40 : (continued) ~ ' . 

- - ..... --· -·- --- -.-- -· - ... - -- - .... - -~ - ._~ -- - - ·- ..;. - ~ - ~ -· .;: - -· - .; -- .;.· -· .; . - ,.. .. . . ------
Month - .• April 1973 •. · · Total ~~&y 1~72· to April 197j: · 

Sex No. -Of ·. ----~---------•-------------~-..;. --------------------------------
Size of worl5ers. Work Average Wages. Average .Totel.Averege .Wages Average 
operated days per recei- wages l'er work per . recei-" wages per 
holding worker · · ·vad · worker - days worker . . . ved . worker .. 
(acres) . ) · ( Rs • l ( Rs.) · ,.. · ' ( Rs.) ·· ( Rs. ) . . · 
------------ ~-------- -.- ~---- ~. -·- -.. ~ ~- -.------ -·~---.-----. . . .. 
More tl\an .. M - - - - -
20.01 F - - - - - ' . . '·:'· 
l5o0l ··20.00 M -· - - - -

F - . ' - -. 
10.01 .. 15.00 M - - - .. - - -~ 

F - - - '~ - - -
?.51 ~ 10.00 M 1 10 10.00. .30 ,30.00 6.3 63.00 189 . 189.00 1-' 

V1 

F 1 15 15.00 30. 30.00 53 53.00 102 _, 102.00 0 

5.01 .-. '?.50 M .-2. 35 17.50 105 s2~so 282 141.00. 717 358.50 
F 3 38 12.66 ·. 76 25.3.3 372 124.00 574 .. 191.~,3-· -. 

2.51-•. s.oo M 3 45 15.00 - 135 '45.00 374' 124.66 1017 339.00 
F 3 40 13 .)3 ' 6.3 -21.00 .. .330 110.00 538 179.33" 

1.01 - 2~·50 M 6 67 11.16 186 31.00 565 94.16 1507 251.66 
F 5 49 9.80 • 98 19.60 . -40\ 80.80· 640 128.00 .. - - . ... 

Upt~ 1.oo) I-I 3 40 1).33 100 i. 3) • .3)•. : •. 403 134.).3 939 31,3.00 
F 2 15 7o50 ·Jo .·l.s.oo ·=.·1.. 275 1)7.50 .. 469 . 234.50 ·v; ··. . .• .. - - - --- - - -·- - - -. --- - -- - ---- - - -- -.- - -- - - ---- - - .. - - - - -- - -- -

Tots"1 M 15 197 1).13- ... 556 35.06 .. .. 1687 112~46 . 436'i ' 291~26 :-
F 14 157 11~21 297 21.21 14_34 102.42 2).23_' 165.92 

- _ .... -- - - - - - - - - - -·- --.--- - - -- - - - - - - - -- - - - -- - - - - - - - -(;ontin~ed) 



• 

Tbble 40 : (continued 

------------
Month -

·· Sex 'No. of 
Size of workers 
opere.ted 
holding 
(acres} 

.Marginal Fanners 

---------------------- -.- - - - -
May 1972 .June 1972 

' . 
--~------------------------ -~------------·---------·--· wor~ Average Wages. Average 
days per recei- wages 

worker ved per 
worker 

~lork Average wages Average 
· days per recei- wages 

worker ved per 
. . worker 

· Rs. Rs. Ra. Rs. . . 

- - - - - - - - - ~ - - - --
July 1972 

----------------------------Work Ave:rage Wages Average 
days per ·. recei- wages 

worker ved per 
worker 

Rs. Rs.· 

-------------- ~--------------------- ~----- -·------------
?.51 end M ·2 . 25 12.50 75 37.50 8 4.00 24 12.00 -more F 2 18 .9,00 27 1'3. 5,0 16 a.-co 24: ( 12:oo -I :1 

! ·. 

5.01-- M 1 10 -10 .. 00 30' 30.00 
?.50 F 2 10 5.0Q. J.5 ? •. 50 - ·;·. . ·- ~ 

.. ' 
2.51 - M '5 61 12:2·0, 179 35.130 34 6.80 96 19.20 8 1.60 24 4.80 
5.00 F 6 46 7 •. 6? 69 11.50 62 10.33 91. 15.16 33 5·50 . 48 a.oo 

1.01 - M 18 232 li.sr 676 37·55 :i34 ?.44 382 21.22 74 4.11 174 9.67 
2.50 F "9 183 6._3 270 9.31 220 ?.58 318 10.94 236 8.13 325 11.20 

·upto M• 4 70 -17 •. 50 210 52.50 38 9.50 114 28.50 40 10.00 105 ,26.26 
1.00 F 12. 98 . 8.16 147 12.25 137 11.41 199 !' 16.51L 152 12.67 207 17.25 
.Nil ;: M - .. .. -· F 1 - - - - 10 10.00 13 13 .{)0 15 15.00 19 19.00 . 

- - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - -- - - -- - ------- -- - - - - - - - - - -). 

Total - M 30 398 13 .i!6 1170 39.00. . 214 ?.13 616 20.53 . 122 4.06 303 iO.lO 
F . 52 355 6.82 5:<8 37·71 '·445 . 8.55 645 12.40 '436 8.38 599 11.51 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - • - - ... - --- - -.. "':'- .-.- - - - - - ---·---- - - -

(continued) 

1-' 
V1 
1-' 



'!'E.ble 40 : (continued) · .. . . 
. - .._ - -- -· - -· -'. - -- -- -- - - ---.;. ..... - - - ~ ~ - - - - - - - - -·- - - - - - - - - - - ----- - - -

Month -

a1za of 
oper~t.ed 
holding 
(~creal 

·~ex 
August 1972 

No. of ---------------------------workers Work Averi:.ga'···o~ages .is.vttr&ge 
:· dttye par - recei- w~es 

worker ·vad . per 
. worker .. 

- .- . . ( ks.) (its •) 
-·-- -. --- ------ ._ - - - --- -- ------·. . 

?.51 6lld M a 
more F 2 

5.01·,.;. M J.. 
?.50 F 2 

2.51 - M 5 
s.oo • _F 6 

l.Ol: .. M 18 
2.50 .F 29 

Upto M 4 
1~00 F 12 . ~ ' 

Nil M -F .. 1 
. . ' 

- --.~- - .. --- - - -·- -.. - .. .. 
. Total· 

...... 
·- -

' - -· --- - -
40 s.oo .. ·105' 21.00 
llt 2.:n- 18 .3 .oo-

. . 
12.72' 98 5.44' 229 

188 6.48 246 8.48 

45· 11.25 100 2'5.00 
15.3 _1:1 .• 75 208 •17 • .3.3 . 

·- . 
' - - ..... 

15- 15.00 19' 19.00 
. . - ~-~ -- --- - . -·~ --~ -l . . ~ - ..• • ..•.• 

. 18.3 - .6.10' 434-..~ 14.46 
· )70 ?.11 .. 491 - · 9e44 

.Septeml:!er 1972 
. ----------------------------. work Average 'wages .;·,..vsrage. 
d .. ys"per recei- wages 

worker ved par · 
.. ._, .. ·t~orker 

- ( Rs.) .. ( Rs.) . - - - - - - - - - - - - - .- -.. 
12 6.00 15 7.50. 

- .; 

- - -
.35 · ?.oo· 90. 18.oo 
43• 7.16 54 9.00 

176 . 9.78 . 440 
~35 11.5~ 424 

so 12.50 110. 
170. 14.16 2n 

. - . 

24.44 
14.62 

27~50 
18 .so ' 

15 ·- 15.00 19 19,_00 

-- ._ ~--- -.- -~;~'-- ~-
. ' ' -·-.; . I 

261 · 8~?o · ·:64o .... n.:u 
575 11.os 734 . 14.11-

• ' • • ,t 

Qctobc:r 1972 

-----~----------------------'liork Avere.ge· wages Avarega, 
days par · recei- wages . 

worker ved par 
worker 

(Rs.) (Rs.) - - - - - - - - - - --
18 
16 

9.00 . 
8.00 

54 27.00 
-20 10.00 . 

- !"' -· 
3$ 7.60·. 106 
50 8 • .33· 67 

21.20 
11.16 

199 11.os 562 · .31.22 
304 10,48 401 13.82. 

5.3 13.:15 144 
140 •11.67 18.3 

- ~ 

36.00 
15.25 

:10 20.00 25 . 25 .oo 

- - - - - - - - - -
308- 10.26 866 
5.30 . 10 .19.. 696_ . 

- - - - -

-·- L·-·:.. ·- .:.· --- ---~·: .. - ·- .. ---- - -' . - --- - - ~ -~- - - - o:i- ------ -.. - - - - - -- - - -.. - .- .- - - --
(continued.) 



·. 
'£:::ble 40 : ( cont.inuad) 

... ; 

- - - ... -
Month·

Size of 
operated 
holding· 
(acres) 

- - - - - - ~ - -- - - -- ~ - - - - - ~ -· ,. · :November. 1972 ------ - -
.December 1972 

- - - - ---------------
January 197.3, 

- - - -
7o51 end 

.more 

5.01 -
7.~0 

2.51 -
5.00 .. 
1.01 -
"2.50 

Upto 
1.00' 

•.Nil 

Sex ·No. of 
workers 

. - - - - - -· -
M 2 
F -2 · ... 
iJJ 1 
F 2 

M 
F g 
M 18-
F ~9 

M 4 
F 12 

M ··-F ''l 
. .. 

-·or·-------------~~'!"·------""-. 
Work Ave-rage lieges Average. 
days per . recei-. wages 

worker yed . per 
worker 

(fu;.J, 
' 

(Rs.> - - - ,.. - - - -- - -- -
·- ... , -·-· \ - -. 

- ... .. - - -. 
: ·~ 

38 7.60 . ·' 114 22.80 
49 8.16 69 11.50 

' . 

1~1 7.80: 415 23.05 
'2 6 9.86 377 ·13.00. 

60 15.00 165 ·41.25 
'137 11.41. 193 . 16.08 .. 

- - -.. 25 25.00 50 ,50.00 

--------·------~-----------Work Averege-~ages Average 
. days per... Jecei- wages. 

worker v~id per' 
; :· · worker 
.(Rs.) (Rs.) -- - -

g 4.00. . 16 
18 9.00 .. 44 

-g '. 4.00 16 

58 11.60 164 
52 8.67 114 

192 10.66 . 596 
344 11.86 . 614 

65 l6.25 195 
144 12 .oo 276 . 
'·I 

- ' .-· 
15 15.00 . 30 

8.00 
22.00 

-
'8.00 . 
32.80 
19.00 

:33.11 
n.17 

48.75 
23.00 

,30.00 .. 
' . 

.. 

-------------~--------------Work Average Wages Average 
, ·days per rae ei- wages 

worker ved per 

- - - - -
. 1!! 9.00 
20 10.00 

20 10.00 

. 65 13.00 
·64 10.67 
' . '.209 11.61 

.362 12.48 
L' 

. 67 16.75 
148 12.,33 

10 10.00 

worker 
(Rs.) (Rs.) --------
46 
50 

40 

165 
140 

647 
648 

201 
284 

20 

23.00 
25.00 

20.00 

33.00 
23.33 

35.94 
22.34 

50.25 
23.66 

20.00 

------~- - - - - -· ·- - -.- -- - ·- - - - - - - - - - - - - .. - - - - .... - - - - - - - - - - - - -

- - - - -
M 
F 

-30 
52 

- -

. 239 . 7.96 
497 9.55 

694' .. 23.13 . .323· 10.76 97l' 
689 13.25 -.: 581 ·11.17 1094 

- - --·- ·-' - - - --- ·--~-- -.-- ~·-~--... 
.. ' 

,32.37 . 359 11.96 1059 
21.,03'. 624 12.00 11!!2 

35.30 
22.73 

- ·- - - - ------- --------
(continued) · 

..... 
V1 
Vol 



Table 40 ~ (continued) 
,. 

------------ ---~-- -~-----------------l•lonth -

Size of 
oi:H-rated 
boldin~ 

... ,(acres 1 -------

. 7.51 !1lld 
!nore 

.5.01 - 7.50 

. ' 
2.51 - 5.00 

.. 
_ Up~o _1.oq 

' . '••· •• I 

";'· ~ ·. . ! I. 

Sex ·No. of ·" 
:worlcers · 

.. 

Februery_1973 

---------------------------------· 1lork Average . ·.~ages , 
days 'per · · racaived 

worker 
(.ns.) 

.A.v!lrage 
woges per 
worker · 

(rts. ) 

------ ... ____ , __ _ -·- -- -·---- - - - -, .. -
M 
F 

M 
F 

M 
F 

M 
F 

2 
2 

1 
2 

5 
·6 

18 
29 

·M - 4 
F' . 12 

M 
F .. -1 

. ·. . 

20 10.00 50 
22 u.oo·:. 56 

10 10.00 30 
30 15.00' 60 

'55 n.oo -153 
62 10.33 136 

217 12.05 672 
348 12.00. 657 --

80 20.00 240. 
. 167 .13 ~9+, . .334 

- - . 
15. 15.00 ... ; 30 

25.b0 
28,00 ... 
JO,OO· 
30.00 

JQ,60 
2?.67 

.37. .33 
2:?.65 

60,00 
27.83 

·· 30.00 
.. :· . . ~ \ - - ·- ------- - -- -.----- ~---- ----------

' 0 Tdtbl. 
- ... - p --

'I '•r 

M 
·F 

•. .• ' r' • ' -· •. 

30 . '382 ·12.73 1145- : 
52 . ... . . 644 '12.38 1273 . 

' 
38.16 • 
24.48 

- - - - - -· ·- - - - - - - -- -
l>ia~ch 1973 

-------------------~--------------Work _.Average 
days per 

··worker 

'!'/ages. Average 
.received wages par 

worker 
_,(.~ts,, ). (Rs.) ------- --~ -. ~-~------

35 . 17.50 105 52.50 
30 -. 15.00 .60 30.00 

12 12.00 36 36.00 
36 : 1B.OO 72 . 36~00 

90 18.00 270 54.00 
80 1).33 160 26.67 

240 . 13 ·33 735 40.83 
.326' . 11.24 622 21.44 

65 1~.25 195 48~75 
180 . 15.00 360 30.00 

. . ' - -' -.15' 15.00 30. 30'.00 . 
' ' ' I ' ' 

. - - ~ :- - - - -- ... -.. ~--~ ~ ---- ~- -.-" 

-442 14.40 1341 44•70' .. 667. . 12.82 .. 1304. 25.07 

---------- ~ ~;- ~ -·-·-------- ·--- ~--- - - - - -----.--- .., - - - -- -· .. .... 

(continued) 



.. 
T~ble 40 : Jcontinued) ,_, . . 

-·---- _ .. \!_- --- -~-- ... - :.:·_ - ._ _·,.:·~~~-- .. ·- __ ..: -·-- -~- ~·--·-~---
-- - - · April 1973· ' · · .... ·· · . Total May, 1972 to April .. l973 

. - -··- - - - - -- - -----
J.llo~th - · 

Sex No. of· 
workers 

. -------1'1'--Ri--------------~:------- ~ _______ .., __ ,.. ______ -""! _____________ _ 

work Average Wage·s:: . Average . ·, ~~ .,Total. Average Wag as ~Ye:r;-ege ' . ' 
~ize of 
opex:at.ed 
holding~ 
(acres) " · ... · . 

days. per . · · received wages"pei'" Jt,work ·per received· wagas per 
worker . ·N"orker ·days .. worker worker 

· .. (Its·.) ( Rs, ) · .- c ( Rs, ) •· (as. ) - ... -... ·.- - - - -- - -- - - -·- ~-~---
__ '""'! ___ _ 

~ - -···- - - - - - - - - ------. . 
7 .S:l, and 
more· 

• i 

2.51 -. 5.00 

Upto'l,OO • .. c •• 

Nil 

M 
F 

M 
F 

M 
F 

M 
F 

M 
F 

M 
F 

2' 
:~· 

• r . 

l 
: 2 
'. 
'5 
6'( 

· .. ':l 
1g 
2~-;i 
. ('! 

i~'"< 
·-.. l . \ 

• ./ 
,L 

40 20.00 
-30 15.00 

' 

'15 . 15 .oo 
35 1-7.50 

., 
90 1g,oo · 
77 l2,g3 

240 13.33. 
.)29 11..34 
. g() 20.00 

'll ~9g 16.50 

----
10 10,00 

.. 

120 
60 

30 
70 .. ·no 

154-
... . -~ ·. 

735 .. 63g-
rr; ··. • _-. 

240 
396 ... 

., 
20 

6o.oa, · :o···-·172 J",86.oo 
3Q,OQ. 182 91.00 

30-.00 
35.00 

54.00 
25.67· 

~ ... - . 
. ·' 

40.83 
22.00 

60,00 
33.00 

20.00 

47 
139: 

( . I -~ ' . .. 612 
- . 632 

)~ . . ~_, 

2152 
.. 3461 .._.,. , ... 

713 
1824 

47.00 
69.50 

119 .55" 
"119.35 . 

T .. _ • 

.178~25 
150.33 

490 
356 

126 
273 

1736 
1120-

6?63 
,5540:. 

. 20l9 
3009 

245.00 
178.00 

126.00 . 
136.50 

S4~·.2o : . 
186,66 

347.94 
. 191.03 

504.75 
250.75 

. f· 

- - - - ~ ·- - - -.- - -~ -~- ~ -· - -. ' . 
·-·• .. JT.'',J, ' ... - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - .. -- - - - - - - --....... > .-h~ J .. · ~ ... - •. -· -

'l'otal M. )0 
F 52;· -

------- - ... - - -. -- -- . r : 

.;.;.. .t,;: ... ~··: ·,. 

465 .. .:- J.$ .• 50 
679 •·'t3".05 

- - - - - - - -

1395 
1338 

. .. 46.so 
25.7)., 

- - - - - - - - - - "" - - -. ";,;;'T -- .- ·-· -~ ~- - - - - - - - -



T~ble 41 : ~ploymdnt in Non-agricultural Occupations 
Small Farmers 

- - - - - - - -- - - -- - - - - ~ -- -- -- -- - --- - - - - - --- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Month - May 1972 

No.o£ ------------3iz.a or 
operated 
holding 

Sex.Workers Work Average 

. ( SCI'ilS) 

days per 
worker· 

- - - - ----------- ----.. 
More than M 
20.01 F 

15.0i - M 
20.00 F 

' 
10.01 - . . M 
15.00 F 

7o'51 -· M 
10.00 F 

5 • .01 ... •. M 
7.50 F 

2.61 - M 
5· 0 .. F 

·1•01 - M 
2~50 · rh F 

U-pto · M 
lloOO.: F 

. ~· - -·-- - - -- -
Tot~1 .... M 

F 

1 10 :10.00 

3 43 · 14 •. H 

1 31 31.00 

- -· 
l 23. 23.00 -
1 2.5 2.5 .oo . 

- -•• > 

~ 15 15.00 --- -·- - -
1'47 18.37 -

June 1972 July 1972 August 1972 September 1972 October 1972 
------------ ------------ ------------Work Average 
days per 

worker 
' . : 

Work Average Work Average 
days per days. per. 

worker worker 
. . .· ,._ . 

~ - ~- ~ --- -- -- -- --- ~ - - ._ ... --
- . - - -- -

·~: .. 10 ~o.oo 1~ 11.oo ,., . 11 11.ao 

25 '$~33 1.5 s.oo.:. - - .. 
30 30~0,0 26 26.00 20 20.00 

-----------Work Average . 
days pE!r 

worker 

----- -~--

10• 10.00 -
38 12.66 -
2.5 25.00 

----------------Work Average 
days per 

worker· 

- - - -.. -. -
11 .11.00 

55 18,33 
. -·-! 

15 15.00 

--

._. 
"" :-: -. -.. •. "' - I 

•• .- ... ... : ' ·- -
,.20 ?0.00 16 16.00 26 26.00 20 20.00 20 20.00 - - - - ' ' ·- -' 
12 12.00 ... 15 15.00 15 15.00 15. 15.00 

•. - -- - ' '·· 
,. ... '- -. ' 

15 1.5.00 
' . ,/' 

11 11.00 11 ·u.oo 15 15 .oo ' ... 15 15.00 .,. - • 
-.' ... - - -- -- - ~ 

-112 14.00 7~. -~.87~• 
- -- -- - \""', :- - - -.- - - - ---

123 
- ~ - -~ - - - - - -
15.37 1)1 16.37' 

- - -
-·; - ... ;.. ·- .. ·--. -. . . -. .•'-

....... -,- - - - - - ~ ~---- -·- ·--- -··- ~ ~ ~ - . . ... - - - -· ~ - - - ~ - - -~ -· -- - - - ·- - - - - - -
(continued) 

..... 
. "' (!\ 



~uble 41 : (co~tinued) 

---- --- -·------ -·----- --- --~-------- ~---------------- -.- -~-~- -·------
Month--·- · -

Size of 
operated 
holding. 
(acres) 

.. , 

· Novt:>mber 1972 December- 1972 ·January 1973 February 1.973' March '1973 · April 1973 ------------· 
Work Average_ 
days per 

)'lorkar 

________ .'!"'" ___ . ______ .,._____ ------------

Work Average Work 'Av'erage )•iork .J..ve'rege 
days per . days per days per 

worker worker -- -- worker 

------------ ·-------~----:\IIOrk Av-~rage -··w,ork Average 
days per days per 

worker .. -- worker · 

Total May 1972 
to April 1973 

--------------Total Averaga 
work per 
deys worker 

• -----!·-- - - - - - - - - - ·- - - - - -· - "!'" - -· - - - - ._ - -. - - - - - - - - - - - ... - . -. - - - - - - - - - - -
More th&.n ' . M 
~0,01 F 

15,01-· M 
,20,00 F 

10,0-1 - M 
15,00 F 

' 7o5J. - M 
10,00 . F . 
. s.o1 -

?.50 

2.51 -5.00 

1.01 .: 
2.50 

:Upto· .. _., 
-1.00' 

M 
F 

.M 
F 

M 
F 

M 
F 

-------
rotal M 

F --- -·---

- --
1 15 1'5.00 

::3 45 15.00 

1 20 ~2-Q,_QO 

l . 15 f5,00 

1 '15 15•00 --
1 20 20,00 
~-· .. 

. -··· . __ !!" _______ _ 

s . 1~0 16.25 -- - - - - - - - - - -

.. - -. ; 
15·': lSo'00 

45 15 .. 00 

,10 · .1-Q.OO -
-· 

'20 . 20.00 -
- 1:5. 15 .--oo -.. 

', .·;~ 

.. 12. 12,00 

- - - - - - -
117 14.62 

-------

• 
.,;, - -

'15 15.00 -
45 1'5~00 -
-

. - . -
:zo 2.0.00 -. 

- 25 25,00 -
-:.12 12,00 

)_, -
- ......... .,. - - -'li7 14:.62 

J· '! . . - -
' - ..l --.. 

l2,00 1~ -
50.: 1"6-.66 

-
- - -
22 22;00 ,_ .,. 

--' -
15 ;15.00 

,,·.(-

. - . - . -· 

.. 

~. ~--.. 
15 15.00 .... 
45 15~00 

-

,25 i5.oo 

24 24.00 

10 10,00 
-·. t: 

.' . --
15 1·5.00 

... . ,. 

45 -1'5.00 -
~- ' .. 

... 

20 - 20,'00 
-., '-

. 5 5~00 

--------------------
: 124· 15_,\59:: 119 14.·8?· iJO .. 1);7-5 

·. -_ ~-·· ~:.,. - ~·. .. .. - -· - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

150 

4$6 

177 

255 

203 

156 

- - - -
1427 

(continued) 

-
150.00 

162,00 

177.00 ..... 
\J1 
-.:I 

-
255.00 

10 

203.00 

156.00 

- - - - -
178.37 

- - - - -



Table l,l ·: (continued) . ' .- -~ .Mare;infll Farmers 
- - - - ------.---- ·---~-- -·------------- -·-------- ~ ~-- ~- -~ ~ .. May 197? June 1972 July 1972 ·August 1972 September 1972 October 1972 Montb -

Size of 
operated 
holding 
(acres} 

Sex No. of ~----------- ~----------- ------------- ~----------- ------------ ---------~------' Workers work Average Work Average Work Average Work Average' Work Average Work Average 

- - -- -
7.51 end _M 

.. more . F 

5.01 -
-· 7. 50 

2.51 -
.. 5 .oo 

M 
F 

M 
F 

M 

- - --
2 -

days per . days per days per .. days per . days per days per . 
·, ·' · worker _ worker work!'lr worker worker worker , 

- - .J' ~-·· • ... L, ~-·~ - - - - - ------ -- -- - - -- - --.. - - - -- -- - - - - - - .... - - ·-
'• . ( . 

15 .. 15 20 10.00 20 10.00 15 ?.so - - -
- - - - - -· - - . -

155 22.14 121 17.28 140 20.00 168 24.00 - -.. ' . ,. - ; ~ ., - - . - -
139 12.63 1.01 -

2.50". ·,·F 
11 "180 16.36 
- 2 • · · ·8 4.;oo 

142 12.90 
. 8 4.00 

·131 11.90 
. ·8 4.'00 

153 13.90 
. . 8 4•00 

·171 15.54 
8 4.00 . ( .. 

.qpto. 
1.00 

Nil 

- - -
Total 

.. M 
-F 

4 .. 71 17.75 
2 . 15. 7.50 

M 
}i' 

--
M ,;. 26 
F 4 

25 12.50 - -
- - - -
465 17.84 

23 5o75 

55 13.75 
.· 15 ?.50 

20 10.00 .. 
- --~ ~ 

. .. - .. -' ' --

55 13.75 . 
20 10.00 

20 .. 10.00 

- - - - -

65 16.25' 
15 ?.50 

20 io~·oo 
... 

.. "45 ·11.25 
15 ?.50 

w • ..l . • • 

25 12.50 -. . . \ . ~- ... ·; 

. 52 13.00 

.. 15 7.50 

25 i2.50 

--- ~- -.~ ---- ---•' . ,•-:. --

M: .a. .. - - - .... - - .. - - - - .- - - .. - - - - - - - - - - - - - - --- - - -· ... - -. -. ~ - - .. -- - .• - ... - - ~. - .. ;.;._,.- -

(conti,nued) 

• 

' . 



'l'uble 41 (continued) 

--,--' . ~ . - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
~· 

---- ~ -·---------- - - -- - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - -
Month -

Size or· 
operated. 
holding. 
(acres) 

.. 
November 1972 ~Dec.ember'l972 January 1973 Februery 1973 March 1973 

Noe 0£ ------------- ·------.:..-----~· ------------ ------------
April 197.3 

Total May 1972 
to April 1973 

Sex Workers · Work·, Average· IVork Average 
. days 'per . days per 

. worker worker 

' - - - - - - - - - - - -- - -·-- - - -. - - - ·- --
7.51 and M 
more F 

2.51 _ .. 
5.00 

1.01 -
2.50 

Upto 
1.00' 

Nil 

M 
F 

M 
F 

M 
F 

M 
F 

M 
F 

-
7 

11 
2 

4 
2 

2 
.! 

?.5 12.50 
. -
-

u.o 20.00. 

161 14.63 
a 4.oo 

65 16.25 
25 12.50 

25 12.50 

35 17.50 -
- -

147 21.00 -
18.3 16.63 a 4.oo 

70 17.50 
30 15.0(} 

40 20.00 

Work Averag(jl'· W.ork Aver~ge 
deys per ~ .. days per 

worker worker . 

------------Work Aver~;oge 
days per. 

worker 

------------Work Average 
days per . 

worker 

-----~ ... -------
Total Average• 
'o'lork per 
days worker 

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

46' 23.00 -

148 21.14 ...... -
" 

199 18.09 
.23 11.50 

80 20.00 
30 15.0b 

40 20.00 

.--
149 21.28 

206 i8.72 
23 ~1.50 

eo 2o.oo 
30 15.90 

45 ~2.50' 
l 

.. 
142 20.28 

218 .::19.81 
23 11.50 

90 22.50 
30' 15.00 

50. 25.00 

25 12.50 

--
150 21.42' -
220 20.00 

23 11.50 

. 90 "22 • .50 
30 15.00 

50 25.00 

315 I l57 o 50. 

1743 

2103 
148 

818 
270 

385 -

249.00 -
191.1$ 

74.00 

204.50 
135.00 

192.50 

- - - - - - - - - -- --- -·-------- ~--------- ~- - - - - - --- - - - - -- - - - - -
26 
4' 

416 16.00 
3.3 8.25 

475 18.26 
. 38 . 9.50 

51.3 19.73 523 20.11 
53 13.25 '5J. 13.~5 

525 :>0.19 
53 13.25 

535 ~0.51 5364 ·206.,30 
53 1,3.25 418 104.50 

----·--- ------------------------ ·----- - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - ----



Total Workers 

Small 

JIJale 8 
Female 

160 

-Total l!:mploy
ment (days) 

Farmers 

1427 

MarB;inal Farmers 

~tale 26 5364 
Female 4 - 418 

Average Employ
ment (days} 

178.:37 

206.30 
104.50' 

. Female labour employment in non-agricultur&J.• 'occupa
tions was limited to pottery, ·grocery and tailoring •. Except 
in·case of the potter family employment of female labour in 
the other two occupa~ions-was as an occasional helpe~ rather 
than as a normal feature. · · 

0 0 

Total ·Employment for Sample Households 

Total employment for the twelve month period, May 1972 
to April 1973, in respect of small and marginal farmers was ~ 
given below: · 

. ' 

Smail Farmers 

. Net number of Work.ers 
Emplofent in (days): 

(i Agriculture · · 
· ( ii Animbl Husbandry 
(iii ) Wage Labour . . 
(iv) Non-agricultural ~ccupations 

: • 0 • • • 

Total '(i) ·to (iv) 
Average per worker (days) ·- . 

Marginal Farmers 

Net number of Workers 
Employment in (days:}.: 

·(i}'Agricultu.re ·' 
( 1i) Animel HU:sbaridry . . 

(iii) Wage-Labour 
('iv) ·Non-agricultural- Occupations 

Total (i) to' (iv) 
Average per worker (days) 

0 -

Male ·. Female . 

111 99 
. ' 

7004 6032 
2743 . 2749 
1687 .. '. L434: 
1427 

12861 10215 
115.8.6 103.00 

142 .152 

- 7497 7503. 
.3124 7346 
3696 6403 
5364 418 

19681 21670 
138.68 142.56 

For the purpose•of aver~ge employment per worker, the 
number of net workers was arrived at after deducting the 
salaried earners from ~he working force. The average 
employment per worker, both male and female, was very low in. 
respect of-small and marginal farmers. The average in · 
respect of marginal farmers was only ·slightly better than the 
average for small farmers. Total employment also underlines 
the fact that female workers .are participating in the economic 
activity almost equally as the male workers. · 

Investment in Land 

One of the' important measures proposed was broadenihg 
the base of production of small and marginal farm~rs but· .. 
without increasing the eitent. of physical area in their c. 

command. Both SFDA and MFAL, therefore, had :iecognis!;1Q· .the··:. .. .. ') . . ·- . 
; .. : 



161 

need ·to hel.p th~ farmers to undertake' necessary investment in 
land with e view to ~mproving their reso~rce endowment and 
then through intensive cultivation etc: the resource produc
tivity. As a result the Agency in its programme had proposed 
subsidising small and marginal farmers undertaking investment 
in New Wells, Repairs to Old Wells, Land Improvement end 
Levelling etc. ·. -

~s stated earlier 20 small farmer families and 35. 
marginal farmer fbffiilies had lifted loans for investment in 
New-Wells,· Land Development etc. Table 42 gives itemised 
distribution of long t.erm borrowings for investment "both in 
respect of small and marginal, farmers.. All the farmers had not 
lifted both the instalments of the loan by end of ~une 1973, 
the distribution being as below. , 

: • 
' 

SFDA MFAL : ; • ... --------------------- -------------------· f Iteiri: 1st' lst+2nd Total 1st· lst+2nd Tote] 
. ; instal- instal'- insta;t-instal-

ment ment men~ ment 

'1. ! 'New Wells 
to. Old wens 

6 6 3 
2. Repairs 1 - 1 2 
.3· Water Supply etc • 2 3 5 - s 
4 •. Oil Engine etc. 1. 1' _ .. 

' -5.' Land:. Improvement etc;, s .3· 11 lQ 12 ·-
Total ll 13 24 io 25 

:As explained earlier the numbers of loans in case of 
s~all (armers are more than' the families as one family. borrowed 
funds in the name of ~our landholders and one family had 
borrowed for two items. 'The Agency had stated that both the 

· programmes were essentially an experiment in supervised use 
of credit by rendering the necessary extension efforts end help 
the beneficiaries to use the credit effectively to raise 
themselves. However,_ both the extension effort .and ·-the 
supervision of the erfective use of credit had been lax. 
It is not possib;te to understand why almost fifty per cent of 
small farmer lo&nees and nearly 33 per cent of marginal farmer 
loanees had not completed even the first stage of the works 
proposed that was financed by first instalment at the end of 
at least twelve months fro~ the date of issue of loan. (The 
.field-work was started in August 1972 and the sample included 
:'loanees upto ei:J.d of July 1972.) No regularity of supervision 
of works -and utilization of. credit had been maintained by the 
.bank or the Block Development Officer or his deputy concerned. 
~At times the reports of these two different supervising 

. agencies were at variance with each other as can be seen from 

. the· following. · · 

furpose of loan 

Amount sanctioned 

Land.devel~pme;t·and.le~elling 

Rs. '3000/-

Amount lifted : 
let inst~ent ... Rs~ J-500/- dated: a_th February 1972. 

2nd instalment - Rs •.. ],500/- dated ·2ind June 1973. 

3 
2 
s 

22 

35 



~uble 42 itumised Long 'r arm Borrowing for Invastment in .~ew Wells etc. 
-

Small Farmers 

------ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Item & 
:;;erial 
No. 

(1) 

Year and 
month of 
loan 
issue 

(2) ------- - -
New Wells 

Amount 
sanc
tioned 

Amount lifted by 
· 30th June 1973 
---------------------1st 2nd Tot&l 
instal- instal-
ment ·ment 

Hs, 
' (4) 

. Rs, 
.(5) 

.Its, 
( 6) 

- -- -· ·- - - - - - -

Repay- Due Repayment Plan 
ment date -----------------period for re-

payment 
of loan 
instal
ment 

(Years) 
(7) (8) 

- --- - - -·- -

Date Principal 
and/or. 
Interest 

(9) (10) - -.------

------------------1st No,of Prin- Overdue 30th 
instal- instal- cipal June 1973 
ment of menta out- -----------repay- for re- stand-Prin- Inte-
ment of payment ing cipal rest 
princi- of 30th 

,pal at prin- June 
the.end cip&l 1973 
of -
(Months) , Rs · Rs, Rs • 
<u~ 112> (13r (14) (15). ------- - - -- - - - --

1-' 

1. Jan. 1972 . 3400 1700 1700 3400 10 31-3 31-3-72 Int.only 15 
'31-3-73 Prin,+Int. 

10 3400 224 299 ~ 

Feb. 1972 9900 4950 4950 9900 

3· ·Feb, 1972 5300 2650 5300 

3000 . '3000 6000 

.5o Mar. 1972 6000 3000 3000 6000 
· .. 

6. !liar~ 1972 • 6000 • 3000 3000 ~000 

'. 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

31-3 

J 

31-3 

31-3-72 Int. only 14 
31-3-73 Prin.+Int, 

31-3-72 Int.only 14 
.31-3-73 Prin+Int. 

31-3 31-3-72 Int. only. 14 

31-3 

. '31·3-7.3. Prin+Int, 

31-3-72 Int. only ·13 
jl-3-73 Prin+Int. 

31-3-72 Int. only 13 
31-3-73 Prin+Int. 

------------ -.-- -·------- ~--------- ~--------*No.2 under wells &nd No.5.'under Water.l:iupply 6re two loEJns in the· 
name of same person in one family. . 

10 9248 -. 
10 4951 - 194 

10 6000 395 523 

10 6000 395 ~22 

10 600Q 197 479 

- - - - - - - - - --(continued) 
' 



-Table 42 : (continued) 

' - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - -- - - - - -.,- - - - - - - - - - ·- ... - - - - - - - - - - - -
(1)- ' (2). (3) (4) (5) (•6) (7)' (8) 

-----------
(9) . . (10) (11), (12) (1)) (14) (15) - - - - - - - -.- - - - - - - - ~.-. . . • • - - - - .- - '- - - • • - ,;;.~, ...... -I • -·.·-~.;. - - ~ • • - • - • -· - • - - - • - - • -

'Water Supply 

1.· ·,Feb. 1,972 7000 

' 
2. June 1972 10000 

. • ,. ,. .. 
3. Mar. 1972 4500 

' 
Jan. 1972 5700 .. 

,~ ~ . 
Oil Engine 

' 
1. Dec. 1971 4000 

Land Development 
.. .. . . ~ 

1. • ·Apr. 1971 600 · 

Oec~.l971 1200 
•• J ' • - - --- ~ -·-·~- ~-

)500 

5000 

. 2250 

2850 

300 

600 

3500 

-
,. 

2250 

-

7000 10 31-3 
'• 

-
5000 10 . 31-3 

. . . 

Jl-3-72 Int. only · 26 
31-3-73 Int. only 
31-3-74 · Prii)..+Int. 

.. i 

31-3-73 Int. only 22 
31-3 ... 74 Prin.+Int • 

4500 10 31-3 31-3-72' Int. only 25 
' • 31-3-73 ·· Int. only 

31-3-'7'4 '.;l'rin.+I'nt. 

4000 

2850 

/ 

4000 

10 ''31-3 ·· 31-3-72 · Int. only 
31-3-73 Prin.+Int. 

10 31-3 31-3-72 Int. only 
· · 31-3-.73 Int. only 

31-3-74 Prin.+Int. 

10 31-3 31-3-72 Prin.+Int. 

14 

27 
• 

4 

300 

600 

10 

10 

3i~3 31-3-72 iPrin.+Int. 12 

31-3 31-3-72 Prin.+Int. 4 
~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -.. 

9 7000 

.1 • 

9 5000 

10 

9 

10 

10 

10 

. 4500 

4000 

3450 

280 

518 

343 

-
?.63 360 

- 257 ,. : 

-
• 

22. 

- - -- - - - - -.-- - -- -
(continued) 



Toble 42 : (continued) 

- - - - - - - - - - -- -- -- -· - ..,; - -------- - - -- - --
(1) (2) (3) ( 4) ( 5) (6) (7) (13). (9) 
- - -. - -~ - ,. - - - -- - - - - -- - - - -- - - - - -· -. -· - -·· - -- .. -. - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - --- - - - - --. . 

3 • . Dec. 1971 

4•·- Dec ~._1971 

*5•· Dec.·l.97~ 

*6 .• · Dec·. 1971 

7. Dec. 1971 

750· 

750 

1500 

1500 

500 

375 

3"75 

750 

750 

250 

13. : Jun. 1971 . 2000 . 1000 

*9• Jan. 1972 2000 1000 

*10. Jan. 1972 3000 ~500 

11~ Mar. i972 · · 1500 

1. il/,r, 1972 
J .• · I t ;. • ' 

I 7300 

. ' .. 

750 

375 

-
-
-

750 

375 

750 

750 

250 . 

;· .. -
10 ll-3 31-3-72 

10 31-3 31-3-72 

. 10 Jl-3 .. 31•3-72 

10 31-3 31-3-72 

10 31-3 31-3-72 

Prin .• +Int.· 

Pri-n. +Int. 

Prin.+Int. 

Prin,+Int. 

Prin,+Int, 

1000 2000 10 31-l... 31-3-72 Prin.+Int .. 
.. 

1000 10 31-3 31-3-72 .Int. only 
31-3-73 · Prin.+Int, 

'· 
1500 '10 . 31-3 Jl-3-72 Int.· only 

31-3-73. Prin.+Int. 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 I 10 

15' 10 

15 10· 

750 1500: 10 ·· 31·3· 31-3-72 Int. only . 13 10 

... . J650. 
. I . 

. ·. 

31-3-73 Prin.+Int •. 

·Int, only 25 
lnt.. · only' · . _; 
Prin.+Int • 

9 

f.' 
6913 

350 . 

701 

701 

234 

1934 

1000 

1401 

1401' 

3650 

27 

54 

54 . 

113. 

-
32 

63 

63 

21 

138 171 

66 . 90' 

- -. 
' 

c,..tS ... '"'l.,.. 

- ~ ~ ~ -~:-.~~· -·--- -·-- -------- ~---------------- -.------------ -· -~- - - - -
*. Nos~5_, 6,,., 9 and 10 under Lend,Development ere members of the same family 'stayin~ together end cultivating jointly • 
. Loahs have been shown separately though all these represent one cult;i.ve.ting famlly. · SFDA enumerates these es four 
' 'small ·farmers, : . ' · · , · 

• . • • • •' . • , , I . ~ · .• 
: ... , \ 

.. ( contihuad) , ' ·' '· · 



Tuble 42 : (.continue~) 

- - - - - - -
Item-& Xeer and 
Serial -month of 
No. loan 

, .issue ,.. 

. . . 
(1) (2) 

Amount 
sanc
tioned 

. .'• 

( 3) 

. - -- -- - - -- - - -Amount lifted ~y . 
30th June 1973 · 

---------------------1st 2nd Total 
instal- instal..: 

-m·ent· ment' 

R~. 
l4) 

Rs, 
(51 

, 

Rsj (6 

·Marginal Farmers -- - - - - - -· ~- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -• . .1 ~ • ! - - - - - --
.Jiepay- Due Repayment Phn , 
ment date ~ ----~-------------period. for re- ·Date: Principal 

payment • and/or · 
of loen Int~rest 
instal
ment .. . ' ., 

i 
as. (Years) 

· (7)' (S) .. (9) (10) 

lst No, of Prin- ,Overdue 30th 
ins.tal- instal- cipel June 1973 
ment of menta out- -----~-----
repay- for re- stand- Prin~ Inte-
ment of payment ing cipal rest 
princi- of 30th 
pel et prin- June 
the end cipel 1973 
of -

.(:t-1onths) · ' 
. (11) • (12) 

Rs. 
(lJ) 

Rs. Rs. 
(14) (15) - - - - --- -·----- ----- ~------ ---·---------- ---------------------

New Wells 
1. Apr. 1972 MOO 3400 3400 6SOO 10 

,''· 
. , 

Apr. 1972 SOOO 4000 4000. sooo 10 .. 
3. Aug. 1972 7000 3500 3500 7000 ':Lo . 

·, . 
hepej:rs to Old well 

1. ·- :Jan, r19,72 2000 . 1000 1000 2000 10 

2~ ' Me.r~ 1972 3000· 1500 1500 JOQO 10 
. ' 

----- -·.~· ~--- -.----------------

31-3 

Jl-3 

I .. 

31-J 

.31-J .. ' 

- - -

Jl-3-73 Int. only 
Jl-3-74 Prin+Int • 

24 

.31-3-73 Int; .only '24 
31~3-74 Prin+Int, 

31-3 -73 Int • onl:. · 20 
. 31-3-74 Pri~+Int .• 

3l-3-72·Int. only 15 
Jl-J-73 Prin+Int. 

Jl-3-72 Int. only .13 
Jl-3-73 Prin+Int, · 

- - ·- - - - - - - - - - - - -

9 MOO 304 

9 sooo 619 

9 7000 --
10 . 2000 132 163 . 

.10 3000 197 2!)0 

------ - - - - - - --
(continued) 
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- - - - - - - - - - - - ·- - - - - - - - - - - - - - -·- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - --(1) (2) (.3) {4) (5) ( 6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) ( 1.3) (14) (l;5l -· - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - --·- - - - - - - - - - - - "" - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - --.. 

>I ater Su12El:t: • 
-

1. i•lar. 1971 7000 .3500, .3500 7000 10 .31-.3 .31-.3-71 Int. only··· 25 9 6682 6.30 
.31-:3.:..72 Int. only 

. : \ ' 
'- I .31-.3.:.7.3 Prin.+Int • 

2. Mar. 1971 5090 - 2500 2500 5000 10 .31-.3 .31-.3-71. Int. only • 25_ 9 477.3 - -
i • 

.3l-.3-7L Int. only 
---···· -·:.·: .31-.3-7.3 Prin.+Int. 

R,-:-;;:·· 0 0 R'~.l··-; 0 ' . 
.. 

3. Jen. 1972 , 5000 2500 2500 5000 10 .31-.3 .31-3-72 Int.· only 27 9 ~000 429 
.31-.3-7.3 Int. only ' ' 
31-.3-74. Prin.+Int. 

10000 
.... 

4. Feb·.· 1972 100.!)0 10000 10 .31-3 -.31-3-72 .Int. only :1:4 - 9 658 947 a-
' a-

31-3-73 Prin.+Int. ,. , 

5. Mer. ·1972 7000 3500 .3500 7000 •10 31-.3 .31-.3-72 Iri't. only 25 ,.: .9 7000 I 

.. , 31-.3-73 Int. only . 
1 ' '.31-.3-74 Prin.+Int. 

' I •. 

6.- ·June 1972· 6000 'JOQO· ,3000' 6000 10 Jl-.3 .31-.3-73 Int~ OIJly 22 9 . 6000 
•" - l;t.-.3-74 Prin.+Int. · ~: 

' .... 
7. June 1972 6000 ,3000 3000 6000 -10 31-3 .31-.3-7Jo Int. only 22_ 9 6000 - · .. 210~-. . .31-.3.:.7 4' Prin.+Int • ' 
a. June 1972 5900 - - 5900/ . 10, .31-.3 31-.3.;,.73 

•' P'rin. +Int.--· 10 10 . $900 - JM- ... 4'36 
. . 

- - - . ,. .... - - - ~-- .. - - -- - - - - - - - ---·-- -;- - ·. .- -·- - "' - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- -· 
-~ ~· .J ''I·· --;; . \ ... 

(continued) 



• 
Table 42 : (~ontinU9d) 

(ll .. -- - - - - - - - - - - - -<4,-- (5)- .-<.6l- -6!-- Isi .-- (9) ~- -<ioi·""- :·i1il ... -<i2i- !1jl-.- -,i4r- i1sl~ ( 2). (J) 
- - - - - - -- - - -· - - - .- .- ~ 

Land Development 

1.. Mer. 1971 1700 

2. .Apr.. 1971. 

3. Apr. 1971 

4.· 

. . 5. 

6. 

Apr; 1971 

~pr_. 1971 

Apr. 1971 

June 1971 

Dec. 1971 

250 

200 

350 

400 

. 200 
' 

1000 

700 

9. Jan. 1972 2000 

10. .. Jan. 1972 800 

ilo Jan. 1972 750 

12. Feb. 1972 1200 

850 

125 

100 

175 

200 

100-

500 

350 

1000 

400 

375 

600 

- - - - - - --- -- - - - - -·- - - - - - -·-----

125 

'175 

200 

-
. 500 

350 

. . 

250 

100 

350 

400 

- 100. 

1000 

700 

10 31-.3 31-3-71 Int. only 13 
)1 .. 3-72 Prin.+Int •.-

10 31-3 31-J-72 Prin.+Int. 

10 31-3 • 31-3-72 Prin.+Int. 

12 

12 

12 

12 

12 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

10 

31-3 

31-3 

31~} 

31-3 

31-3 

31-3-72 

31-3-72 

31-3-72 

31-3-72 

31-3-72 

. 
Prin.+Int. 

Prin.+Int • 

Prin.+Int. 

Prin.tint. 

Prin.+Int. 

1000 ' 10 31•3 Jl-3-72 !nt. only 
31-:3-73 Prin.+Int. 

15 

400 

375 

600 

10 31-3 31 ... 3:.72 Int~ only. 
31-3-73 Prin.+Int. 

10 31-3 31-3-72 Int. only 
31~:3-73 Prin.+Int. 

15 

15 

10· 31..:3 31-3-72 Int. only 14 
31-3-73 Prin.+Int. · 

-.- - - -

10 1700 

10. 234 

10 93 

10 

10 

10 

'10 

·±o 
10 

10 

10 

10 

327 

344 
93 

lQOO 

677 

1000 

400 

350 

600 

- -- -- -

241 

18 

7 

25 

7 

69 

48 

66 

26 

40 

- - -
282 

21 

g 

29 

-
g 

77 

56 

90 

36 

• ------------------------------------------------------------
(continued) 
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- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -·· - - - - ·- - ~ - -. - - - - - - - - - - - ---
. ( 1). . .( 2) . '(3) ( 4) (5) (6) (7) (8) -

• 
(9) (.10) (11) (12) (13) (14) (15) 

- - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - --- - - -- - -- - - - - - - - - ------ ------------ ' ------' 
13. · Feb. 1972 . 3000 1500 150d 3000 10 31-3 31-3-72 Int. only 

31-3-73 Prin.+Int. . . 
· 14..-.. , Feb •. 1972 2500 1250 - 1250 10 .. 31-3 31-3-72 Int. only 

31-3-73 Prino+Int. 

15. Feb. 1972 1500 750 7§0 1500 10 31-3 31-3-72 Int. only 
31.,;3-73 Prin.+Int. 

16. Feb. 1972 900 450 ' 450 

17. Feb. 1972 1500. 750 -
/ 

' .. 
18. lilar. 1972 1500 750 -

· 19. . Mar.l972 1400 700 -
20. ·' •· l'lar.' 1972 · ' 

700 ' . 350 350 

· 21. · · Mar• 1972· 1000 500 

22. Mer. 1972' 1000 500 500 
• 

------------- -·---

900 10 31-3' 

750 10· Jl-3 

7SO 10 31-3 

31-3-72 · I~t. only 
31-3-73 Prin.+Int. 

· J.l-3-72 Int. only 
31·3-73. Prin.+Int. 

31-3-72' Int. only 
31-3-73 Prin.+~nt. 

700 ' 10 ... 31-3 • 31-3-72 
31-3-73 

Int. only 
Prin.+Int. 

. 700 ,· 10 ... 31-3 . 31-3-72 
31-3-73 

1000 10 ·- 31-3 .. 3],:.3-72 
31;.3-73 

Int. only · 
Pri;n.+Int. 
Int. only 
Prin.+Int. 

1000 10 31-3 31-3-72 Int. only 
· .. 3.1-3-13 Prin.-t:Int.· 

..... - ..;· - - - - -- -· ~- ~ ,;..- -· -· - - -- .... ""' -

14 I 10 3000 

14 10 1250 

14 10 1500 

14 10 tno 

14 10 701 

13 10. 750 

13 10 ·. 700 

13 10 ·. 677 

13 10 1000 

13 10 .967 

~ ~ - -· - - --. -

99 . 135 

82' .. 113 

99 

-
50 

46 

; -
33 

... . ' 

125 

-

67 

63 

55 

- - ·- - - ---



Supervisors Report: 

1st visit 
5th July 1972 

2nd visit 
lOth August 1972-

- .. 
)rd visit 

18th March 1973 

169 

- work compldted bS per first 
instalment of lobn. Estimated 
expenditure Rs. 1500/-. 

Soil Conservation Officer, Patun. 

- Work proposed under 1st instalment 
of Rs. 1500/- not completed. 
Notice issued td complete the work 
and notify the bank in about a 
month. 

Bank Supervisor. 

- Works completed. Estimated 
cost Rs. 1500/-. 

B.D.o., Patan. 

One fails to understand which-of the report happens to 
_b~ d~scribin~ the progress of work correctly and possible · 
w1th1n the f1rst instalment of Rs. 1500/-. Even if one is to 
agree that the proposed work estimated to cost Rs. 1500/- was 
completed by 18th March 1973, it is difficult to understand 
why it took another three months for the bank to release the 
second instalment of Rs. 1500/-. In the meanwhile the 
cultivator had run into overdues on account of repayment of 
first instalment of principal and interest due on 31st March 
1973. The cultivator received the second instalment of the 
loan in June 1973 e.fter effecting the payment of _overdues • 

. There are few·more cases of this nature and it leads to the 
.only conclusion that t-here had been quite an extent of 
negligence in supe~isihg ~he use·of credit in proper time. 

· Another matter that needs to be considered is the period 
required to complete the proposed work.EJnd time· allowed upto 
first instalment of repayment of principal.··There are'wide 
variations ~n the period allowed for repayment of principal, 
the.minimum such period in respect of-land development being 

-.four months and the · mf!Ximum being fifteen months. The bank 
does not prescribe any period for completion of the work 
proposed ·but. generally agrees that land-levelling and develop
ment etc• shoqld take arolind two to. three months to complete. 
In spite-of this assessment the.bank never made any inquiries 
es to why such land development works are getting delayed •. 
The repayment has to come out of the incremental income 
resulting or expected from such·works and the minimum that 
will be deemed necessary is to allow the cultivator at least 
one. clear se·ason before the repayment falls due. This one 
clear season could not be allowed in a few cases ·(there is 
only one s·uch case in the sample) ·possibly on account of 
fixing the due date on 31st March of every year. Had there 
been two different due dates, such as 31st March and 31st 
December practised previously for verious long tenn loans, the. 
cultivator would.not be faced with the problem of repayment 
before he has a chance to increase his-income from the piece 
of land on.which levelling etc. had been carried out. This 
problem arises particularly.in·respect.of land levelling and 
development works; However, ·the maximum period during which 
the works proposed have to be completed seems quite necessary 
even in respect 'of New Wells, Repairs to Old .Wells, etc. 
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• 
As the Land Development Bank reports no subsidies have 

so far been (i.e. end of N·ovember 19731 adjusted to loanees 
account for ~1ant of any clear direction. The Agency wants the 
subsidies to be adjusted to the loan account and the bank would 
prefer to adjust the subsidy to~ards repayment with interest 
rather than the loan amount. The bank, further states that 
adjustmdnt of subsidy to repayment is the normal procedure and 
this be continued as it will be more convenient for maintaining 
the account~ properly. The ~tinistry of Agriculture, Department 
of .i•gricultural Credit, by its letter Nq. 22/10/?ll.gri.Credit, 
dated 14th l'Iarch 1973 had suggested that the banks should 
sanction the loan amount by taking into consideration the 
amount of subsidy due on the"cost of the works• As the bank 
states this is just not possible as the subsidy is to be paid 
only after the completion of the proposed work ~nd till then 
the bank will have to finance the proposed investment to the 
full estimated cost arrived at by the bank. Even if the subsidy 
amount is paid in advance to the bank, it is not desirable to 
adjust the subsidy to loanees account because the _accounts may 
have to be readjusted and rewritten in case the beneficiary 
has not utilized the funds-properly for the given purpose. One 
thing should be clear enough that the maximum benefit of subsidy 
has to go to the cultivator and not to the bank as happens under 
the present procedure ot adjusting subsidy towards repayment. 
For this purpose t_he.subsidy needs to be adjusted to loan . 
account and not to repayment. Such a procedure may be considere~ 
along with the repayment period after keeping in view that the 
cultivator gets at least one clear season, after completion of 

_works, before the commencement of repayment of principal and · 
interest due thereon in the form of annual. equated instalments. 
There is no need to change the total period of the loan from · 
the existing 10 years. SincJ the commencement of_repayment of 
principal generally varies between ten and twenty-five months, 
depending upon the nature of works proposed and the date of 
issue of loan, the bank should first set the limit to the 
period oy which the works must be completed if the cultivator 
is to derive the full benefit of s·ubsidy by adjusting it to 
loan amount. f!uch a period could be stipulated at a maximum 
of twelve months for land development works and upto twentyfour 
months·_ for .. New \1 ells, Repairs to old wells, etc. Two due dates 
for repayment could be prescribed at 31st March and 31st . 
Decembe~ as was previously practised. Two dates will ensure 
that no cultivator gets additional period beyond the maximum 
prescribed for adjustment of subsidy to loan account. ·rn case 
of land development works the first year should collect simple 
interest on the loan amount an~ the principal and interest due 
for the balance of nine years be collected in nine equated 
annual instalments, after adjusting the subsidy to loan amount. 
The same can be followed in respect ol' New Wells, Repairs. to 
Old Wells, etc. by collecting simple interest on the loan· 
amount for the first arid the second year and then after adjust
ment of subsidy the balance of principal with interest due be 
collected in eight equated ~~ual instalments. The bank is 
no loser if· such a repayment proqedure is adopted and the 
cultivator would get the maximum benefit only if he complet~s 
and gets the necessary completion certificate for such work by 
the end of the stipulated period. Some minor adjustments 
for·collection of interest will be necessary if the stipulated 
maXimum period falls beyond the due date·prescribed for 
collection of interest and this will not be very difficult to 
manage. The benefit 'to the cultivator,.on the estimated cost 
and loan amount of Rs. 1000 only, can be seen from the · 
following. 



1) Loan Amount 

171· 

Land Development · 

Rs. 1000 

2) Interest @ 9%, Period of loan 10 years •. 

:3) Repayment: lst yec.r only interest on Rs.lOOO 

4) Subsidy @ 25% on cost of ) 
Rs.lOOO to be adjus~ed on ) 
completion·at the end of· ) 
maximum period of 12 months) 
Balance of Principal due• 

Loan 
Less: 
Subsidy 

Rs. 1000 

Rs. 250 

Rs. 750 

5) Balance of Rs.750 to be ) 
repaid in 9 equated annual ). 
instalments €ach of Rs .125 .10). Total payment 

.. 
6) Total payment by cultivator (3 + 5) 

7) TotaL, pajment by cultivator t Total 
in lO·annual equated instal-~ Repayment Rs.l55S.20 
menta of Rs.l55.S2 each · 
where subsidy is adjusted Less: 
with r.epayment 1 subsidy' Subsidy Rs. 2~0.00 
being@ 25% of,estimated. l Rs.l30S.20 
cost o£ Rs • .1000 · -

S) N_et. benefit to Cultivator (7 - 6) '. 

' . 
New Wells, Repairs to Old Welh, etc. 

1) Loan E!lllollnt . 'Rs. 1000 

2) ~ntere.st @ 9%, L~an p:riod 10 years., 

J) Repe\ymerit: Inte)'.:;st ·for ist .~d 2nd.. year 
. ' r·' ,.: . . ~- , .. ·- . 

4) Subsidy.@ •25%' of estimated ) Loan Rs. 1000 

Less: 
cost .to. be adjusted. to loan ) 
amount at the and of maximum) . 
stipulated period. · · ) 
Balance of Principal 'due 

Subsidy ·~Rs::::..:...• __.2,_5;,0 
· · RS •. 75o 

5) Balance of Rs. 750 to be paid l 
in a equated-;·annual instal.., 
menta each of Rs.135.52; J Total ·payment 

6} Total pa~ent by Cultliratqr.(3 + 5) 

7) Total payment by· c~ltiv.ator ) · Totai 
in.lO equated annual instal-) payment 
!Dents of It$.155.82 each . ) ' . 

. when ·subsidy is adjusted t!) ) Less: 

1558.20 . 

'250.00 

Rs. 90.00 

Rs. 1125.90 

Rs. 1215.90 

Rs. 1308.20 

Rs. 92.30 

Rs. lSO.OO 

Rs. 10S4.16 

Rs. 1264.16 

J' 

, repayment; . Sl;lbsidy be.ing ) . Sul:isidy 
@ 25% of est1mated ·cost of ). 
Rs ~ ,1000. . ) •' 1308.20· Rs. 1308.20 

8) Net .benefit to Cultiv:ator (7.- 6~ Rs. 

! : .-- · . 

. . '- The .'net benefit ~f · Rs. 92.30 in respe.ct of Land Develop
ment might not be·very substantial in itself• but this has to 
be considered along with'the reduction in the annual instalment 
from Rs. 155.82 to Rs. 125.10 which _no doubt lessens the burden 
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of repayment to a sign:Lficant extent •. · The banl:', ~s said 
earlier, is no loser·, as it collects all the pr1nc1pal and · ' 
interest due to it. What the bank does not collect is what i_s 
no more due to it by way of interest. When the subsidy gets 
adjusted to repayment the bank g:ts interest ?n ~· 25~ of 
subsidy which is no more there sJ.nce the subsJ.dy J.S adJusted 
.t~ loan amount. The same is true in respect of New Wells, 
etc. The cost of a New Well will be in some multiple of. · 
Rs. 1000 and to that extent the benefit will be larger along 
with the reduction in annual equated instalment. 

The procedure gives each cultivator at least one clear 
season before the commencement of repayment of principal since 
repayment in equated annual instalment starts at the end of · -
second year.or third year depending upon the_ purpose for which 
loan has been disbursed.. -. - . 

Investment in Dairy 

Long term investment in New Wells, Repairs to old wells· 
etc. takes some gestation period before it can b~stow benefits 
on the farmeri ·With the limited land resou~ces it may not be 
possible to improve the __ employment and income potential of 
these farmers sufficiently to make them potentially viable in 
course of .:time. "--T.herefore, it was necessary to diversify the 
activities. of tl:le rural population by developing supplementary 
agricultU:rEil enterprises such as poultry and animal husbandry. 
As pointed out in Chapter III poultry did not receive any 

.response in any of the three t&lukas of Satara aistrict. 
Cultivators responded quite energetically to supply of milch 
animels in the whole project area.. Accordingly, ;the project 
proposed a subsitl,y Qf .. 25.per cen-t-and· 33 1/3 per cent on 
purchase cost of the milch animals for-- small and· marginal . 
farmers respectively. The Agency laid down following condi
tions for payment of subsidy and purchase of milch animal. 

(i) The milch animal should be.purchased outside the 
~istrict and should be either 'Pandharpuri', Graded 1Surti' 
or Graded 'l~ehsana' • 

- - -

(ii) The'purchase of the animal will be supervised by 
the purchase committee consisting of-the farmer, representative 
of the financtng.agency, District Animal Husbandry Officer or 
his representative and the Chairman of the dairy _society._ 

. --
-·· 

(iii) Cash to be paid to the concerned society and.not 
to the beneficiary farmer. . Society makes the _cash payment to 

·the seller on behal£·of the purchaser. · · 

(iv) Repayment in 48 fortnightly instalments th:;-ough 
milk sales to Gove~ent Mi~k Scheme or--Dairy. Co-operative· 
Federation. The to~al loan to be recovered in three years. · 

. ~ .·· . . ,. -

! . 

As'per conditions laid down by the Agen~y, 47 and __ 80 
milch animals were received by 47 and 78 small and marginal 
farmers from the .$~ple of beneficiaries. As explained 
earlier two families of marginal farmers received two animals 
each having fulfilled the conditions laid down by the agency 
for supply of second milch animal. All these--animals were 
supplied between November 1_970 and November 1972, the detailed 
distribution having been given earlier. Of these animals only 
14 and 5 animals supplied to sm?ll and marginal farmers 
respectively had been with the beneficiaries for a period of .. _, 
one year or more by the time til.~ field-work was, -undertaken •. 
It means th&t only 19 animals' had contributed towards income 
from dairying in the yeer.l971~72, the contribution of such 
income for th&t period in re~pect of others being much less. 



.. 
'I'&bla 43 · : Utilization and. Repaym.::nt of N~diwil Tarm _Loan t:or rd.lch Jl.nima_ls 

. -·---
Serial 

·No. 

(1.) 
- - - -
'l 

"2 . 3} 
4 

~ 
7 

.·. 8 

1Z 
ll 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19. 

Small Farmers 
··' 

.... 
. acres ' . 

·::'', 

:· ( 2 )· ( 3 ). . . '( 4) (5) ·_- ( 6). . (,7) - ... - - -· .. - - ·- -- ~ - - - ;,.. ...... ·- -· -
• 
9-00 N,B, 

·•: 8-00 N~. 
2-00 N,B, 

.. l-09 • N,B,. 
7-15 ·· N,B. 
7-00 ·; N.B. 
6-00 <• ,N~B. · 
5-00 -- .N.B~ ' 
4-15 N .:a, 

"' 3-14 · ~;. N .B •. 
"'· 3-12 ., N,B, 

. 1. 3-0o ··:. N .s·. 
·· 3-00 , N • .B.' 

.' ~ 1-20 ~' N .• B. 
~- 3-00. c.s. 
J 11-00 N,B, 

7-07 N,.a, 
.. 7-00 N.B. 
1 .. 7-00 ·· N,B, 

Nov, 1970' · ) years 
Nov • 1970 _ .. , . 3 years 
Nov. 1970 . 3 yaf;rs 

- Nov. 1970 3 years 
Jan. 1971 3 years 
Jan, 1971 3 years 
J &.no 1971 3 yaars 

'Jan. 1971 3 years 
·Jan, 1971 3 ·years 
JI:Ul, 1971 3 years 
Jan. 1971 .:'. 3 years · 
Jan. 1971 : 3 years 
J.an,. 1971 .•. ·J years 

"Jan. 1971 . . 3 years 
-3ept.l971 3 years 
Nov. 1971 3 years 
Nov. 1971 3 years 
Nov. 1971 3 ye~rs 
Nov. 1971 · 3 years 

iooo 
1000 
1000 
1000 
iooo 

'1000 
1000 
'1000 
1000 
1000 

'1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 

/ 815 
?90 

:• . 735 
?15 

... , 9'50 
866 
980 
841 

~,. 975 
825 
830 
.866 

.. 719 
830 

·:. !!16 
'979 
977 

1000 
;woo 

' - - - - - --·- - ~ ·- .. - - - - -
Difference· 
-Pol. ( 6-7) 
•' 

Rs. 

• ( 8) 

Milch Milch 
animal anim&ls 
brought · owned ·by 
f~om loan.the farmer 
finance inclusive · 

of loan 
animal 

(9) (10) - - - .- - - - - - - - - - -
185 
210 
265 
285 

50 
134 

20 
159 

. 25 
., 175 

. 170 
134 
281 
170 
184 

21 
23 
·-

.l 2 
1 2 
l 2 
1 2 
1 2 
.1 2 
1 2 
l ; 3 
l' '2 
1 . 2 
1 . 2 
1 :2 
1 --. 2 
1. . 1 
l 2 

.l 3 
1 2 

·1---· 3 
1 2 
. ------ -·------------- -~- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -!./ N .B ,- = NC!tionElised Bank; C ;s, " Co..:op-,.,rbti\ie Society. · ( continuad) 



T bb1e 43 : (continued) 
. - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -.- - - -. -· -· - -.- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

(1) (2) {4)' ( 5) (6). (7) (8) (9) (10) ---------- - - - - - - - - - Ill - - - - - - - - .- - - - - - - - - - - -· - - - ~ - - - - - - - - -
20 
21 
f:i! 
~3 
~4. 
?S 
~~ 
28 
29 
30• 
31 
32 
33 
34 

58 
37 
38 
39 J ) 
40 
,1,.1 
42 
43 
44 
45·. 
46 
47' .. , 

- .. - - -

2·20 
8-'5 
5-20 
5-18 
0-25 
0-21 
0-1$ 
4-20 
3-00 

ll-00 
10-00 

8-00 
7-00 
9-36 
5-.30 
8-00 
7-00 

·9-00 
3-14 
8-00 
7-0Q 
5-00 
4-20 
3-15 

. 3-10 
. 2-20 
.2 .. 00· 
12-00 

N~B~ 
N~B. 
N~B~ 
N;B. 
N;B; 
N~B. 
N•B• 
N•B. 
N.B. 
c.s. . 
C ;S~ 
u•::l• c ;::; • 
c;s; 
C·.S .: 
(i .$.~ 
c .s. 
c.s; 

.. c .s. 
c.s.· 
c .s •· 
c .s •. 
c.s. 
c.s. 
c .. s,. 

. c .s. 
c.s. 
-c.s. 

Nov~ 197:1. 
Nov~ 1971 
Nov. 1971 
Nov. 1971 
Nov .. 1971 
Nov; 1971 
Nov. 1971 
Dec. 1971 
Dec. 1971 
Dec .. 1971 
Dec. '1971 
Dec. 1971 
Dec. 1971 
llec. 1971 
Dec~ 1971 
F'eb. 1972 
Feb~ 1972 
Feb. 1972 
Feb. 1972 
Feb;, 1972 · 
Feb. 1972 
l•'eb. 1972 
Feb. 1972 
Feb. 1972 · · 
Feb. 1972 
Feb. 1972 
'Feb. 1972 
Nov.: 1972 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - --

3 years 
3 years 
3 years 
3 years 
3 years 
3 years 
3 years 
3 years 
·3 years • 
3 years 
3 years 
J years 
3 years 
J years 
3.yaars 
3 years 
3 years 
J YSf#rl!: 
3 years 
3 ··ye&rs 
3 years 
3 years 
3 years 
3 years 
3 .. years 
3·yeers 
3 years 
3 years 

1000 ,. 
1000 
1000. 
1000 . 
1000. 
1000 ' 
1000':" 

.1000 .. 
.1000 
1000 
1000 
1000' 
1000· 
1000 
1000 
1000' 
1000 
1000. 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000 
1000., 
1000'''' 
1000' 
1000 
; - - - - - - -

843 
787 
.787 
817 

. 912 
917 

'847 
885 
973 
944 
9J5 
927 ' 
965 
781 
941 
975 
950 
925 
944 
699 
639 
$34. 
899 ., 
755. 

.909 
·899 .. 
649. 
649 

- --

157 
213 
213 
183 

88 
83 

153 
115 

27 
56 

. 65 
73 
35 

219 
59 

' 25 
5Q 
75 
56 

301 
.361' 
166 
101 
245 

. '91•' 
101 ., 
351 
351 

1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1' 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1· 
1 
1 
1 
1 
·1 
1 
1 
1 

·1 
1 

'• 

2 
l 
2 
1 
J 
1 
1 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
1 
1 
5' 

'2· ' 
; 2 

2 
1· 
2 
3 
2 
1' 

'1 
2 

• 
-------------"-~---· 

(continued) 



Teble 43 ·: (continued) 

- - - - - - - - - - - .- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -· - - - - - - - - - - - -1- - -
l:i'~rial 
l'lo. 

( lj 

------------~--~-------------~-Heifers Value Bulls Value 
·. ·.t 

( N_os • ) ( rts:.. ) (Nos.) (.hs .. ) 

(ll) (U)'' (lJ) (14) 

Repayment of loan by 30th April 1972 
---------------·------~--------~-------~------Cash Jvlilk 

~ sales 
( .tts •. ) ( Rs • ), 

(l5J (16) 

~ubsidiary 

(tis·.) 

(17~ 

Interest 

( Rs.) 

(18) 

·Total 
Rs. 

(Cols. 
15+19+17) 

(19)' 
- - - - - - ·- - -- . . --- - - -- -.. - -. - - - . - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
f 
2 
3 
4 
S:-
6 
7' 
~ 
9 

10 
11, 

I} 
14 
15 
16 

. 17 
18 
19 

2. 
1 

1 
i 

1 
1· 

-1 
1 
1 
1 

5.0 
50 
-·' -· 
- ( 

45 
45 

7-5 
50 

45 -60 
35 
50 
50 

·- 185 735 
210". . 535 
265 485 

. -
-" -· 285 305 
1· 40 50 610 

134 175 
20 370 

-. 159 377-
25 430. 

. 175 3'05 
170 385 -· -· 
134 ~45 
281 285 
170 179 
184 203 

-· 
21 227 
23 130 - 14:;:! 

137 

- - - - -- --- ~ ~ ~·- - - - - ~ - --- --- - - -- ~ ~ -
... \ 

... 

-· 

204 

- - --

54 
6) 
60 
69 

~~" 
90 
74 
90 
78 
77 
83 
71 
85 
46 
47 
49 
50 
50 

9:?.0 
74, 
750 
590 
660. 
309 
390 
536 
4~5 
4o0 
555 
379 
5611 
349 
591 
?48 
153 
142 
137 

Balance 
outstanding 
on 1st 
May 1972 
(Rs·d 

(20)' - .. - -
134 
318 
310 
479 
415 
779 
700 
538 
635 
598 
522 
704 
505 
736 
455 
799 
896 
908 
913 

- - - - - - -·-
(continued)· • 



T~b1e 43 • (continued) • 

-- - --- - - -- - ---- - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - -(1) (11) (12) . (13) (14) (15) (16) (17) (18) . (19) (20} ' 
M - ;.. - -- -- - --- - - - - - - - - - --- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ---

20 - 157 :173 35 330 ' . :705 - -2l • - - -213 159 - '32 372 ·-660 22 l· 30 213 • 122 3l 335 ._, 696 ; ' 23 - 183 120 . 34 303 "731 24 .. - -· gg 152 38 240 798 . "25 l 30 - - ~ .· 83 --116 - 39 199 840 
' 26 1 - 40 153 ' lll 32 264 .768. . '27 "115 53 47 168 .. 

879 - - - • 
28 1 50 - 134 - 50 .134 916 29 .. 6" 183 236 19 . 425 594 - ' . 0 l 30 127 239 22 366 656 .. ;3 . 

dl 1 45 - ~ 50 232 22 282 ... 740 ·. 32 1 50 • - ·'128 . 241 22 369 653 ..... - - -..:1 ?'33 l 60 - 169 .. 32 . 201 799 a-. 34 l 50 ··- ·:j - 9 143; 152 848 . 35 .. - - - - - - 90 15 90 925 '36 1 50 ·- .. . - ;. 34 :!.4 -~; 34 . 980 37 . . 25 ..... 7 - 231 :' ·?.63 .jJ '737 - .. ... ~. -; 38 l 50 .. 6 52 17 ... 58 "959 39 - 251 75 .326 . 674 40 - ·-. . 311 46 . .;. 357 . ,643 -41 f , ' - ! - ? ·;' - r;;. 116 ·l 75" ; .:) 1 - ( ·. -:191. 809 42 1 40 - 51 114 - ., "·165 ' .835 43 195 129 . ' . . '- - ·• 324 676 44 l 40 41 .. 68 .. - . ·, '109 891 .45 l 60 .. ~- · .. -- 51 120 .. ·. 171 •:: 829 .. 46 ·-· ·- .... ·--- ··-301 .. '56 .. - .. - . .. -· -~: 

3~7 643 '47 .. .. ·- - -· .. 
" .. - - - - - - - - - - - - . . - - -- - - - - - .- .. - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - -.- - - - - - - ., - - - .. - - - .. ,· .. 

(continued) 



T&ble 43 : (continul1ld) 

------··----Serial Mlk yield 
1~0. from all . 

.. milch ' 
animals 
during 1st 
May 1972-
30th April 
1973 
(1itres) 

(1) (21) 

- - - - - .. - - - - - -- - - ~ - - - - - - - - - .- - - -Of Col.21 Milk s&les Of Col.23 Value . . • 
milk yield during 1st ··sales to of milli: .Amount 
from loan Jvlay 1972- co-opera- sales to adjusted 
.animal 30th April '"tive co-ope- against 

1973 society . rative loan 

( Litres) (Litres) 
' ( 22) ( 23) 

society ' repayment 
in Col.24 · 

(Litres) Uta.) 
(24) '(25) 

ths. > 
(26) 

----------- --------
.Amount 
received 
in pash 

Repaymf:mt during 1st Nay 
1972--30th April 1973 

-------------------------------Cash Milk Sub
sales· sidy. 

Inte- Total 
rest .(Cola. 

2$+29+30) 

( Rs. )' ( Rs. ) (.its. ) ( i<s • ) ( Rs • ) ( Rs • )" 
(27) (28) (29) (30) (31) (32) - - .. - - -.- - -- - - - - ~ - - - - - - ~~- - - - - - - - - - -.. - - - - - - -- - - - ~ - - - - - 4 - - - -- - -

1 
2 
J• 
4 
5 
6 

~ 
9 

10 
ll 
12 
1) 
u 
15 
16· 
17 
16 
19 

- ~ -.. 
. ·~ 

315 
620 -2so . 
885 
430 

f~ 
310 
275 
450. 
255 
185 
255 
180 

1300 
315 
520 
750 

315 
540 

-
405 

70 
615 

75 
450 

-255 
180 

·375 
315 
270 
375 
. . . 

'-365 
.. ..i 

160 
510 
123 
540 

.150. -140 
338 -135 
158 
105 
635 
173 
285 
393 

-- - . - - - - - - - - - -... 

-. 
. ·310 

-.507 
36 

486 

-
.' 6 
256 --i47 
102 
574 
138 
•'34 
186 

292 

-
-~457 

28 
456 

' 4 
244 

127 
109 
551 
155 
.46 

238 

1 , • .. ..... 
75 

.. 
1 

. , liS 
'. 70 

. 4 
50 --20 

.. 95 
464 
156 

. 75 
243 

- 100 204 18 
175 

440 

325 -
-"196 -

107 -18 
46 

. . \ 

. ~5 198 41 
20 184 39 

4 179 61 
1 238 49 

... . 65 217 82 
70 245 78 

5 210 62 
45 75 

12 206 68 
- so 2os ·s9 

- 217 . 1.!3 
- 13 180 58 

20 208 82 
117 22 
464 245 22 
156 250 25 

- 75 250 25 
243 250 ?5 

-- -.~--- ·---;--- ;- ,_----------- - - - - -
(continued) 

304 
273 
204 
183 
239 1-J 
282 ::j 
315 
n5 

45 
n8 
258 
217 
193 
2?.8 
117 
709 
406 
325 
49) 



-:~.:~ ·~~· '·· 
"£.c.b1e 43 _:.·;(continued 1 • , , . , , ::.. 

• • - .. • .. · ;;._:r ... • .... - - • - ...... -~ .. - - • ........ - - - .... - - .. - .... - - ·.-. .. - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - ......... 
(1) (a) ., (.22) > (23i . . (24) (25) ·,_ (26) (27) (28) (29) (30) (31) (32) ·· 
- - ~·- .. - - - '- - - - - - - - - - ~ . - - - - - - ·~ - - - - :. t::. - - - - - - - - - .. _ - - - - . - - - - - - - - - - - - ---j :• '\ • ~ • I ~ 

20'' 450 
ar• 375 
22l~~ 625 " 
23 ,. 435'~· 
24 " 480 . 
25 495'' 
?6 518. 
27 510 
28 660 
29 610 

5~ a~r 
32 455 
33 .465 
34 985 
35 . . 780 
36 . 480 
37 1185 .. 
38 690 
39 435 
40 . 420 
41 382 . 
42 ':420 
43 ·. ).;065 
44 . .. 565 -· 
45 ....... - 420 
46 .,. 375' 'l' . '.·. 

47 675 

240 . 
375/' ·,·. 
360 .. 
435-
353' 
495 
518 .•' 
60· 

495 
420 
?.3 5 I 
615 .. 
455 
465 
630 
?,eo 
4f0 
390 
330 
285 
~20 
382 

,4,20. 
690: 
315 :· 
420 
375 
420 

230 . ,: 
290 :.,; 
367 .. 

. 308 
285•·. 
300·· .. 
360 ~. 
225. 
390 
40$ ... 
185· .. 
368 
265 
210 
465 
465 
233 
503 
28$ 
143 . 
225 
240 
240 -· 
7,05 .. : -~ 
224' .· ~ 

345 
225 
195 

' 

164 
262 
306 
305 
281 -
281' . 
345 . 
~6 . ;:: ,' .-.. 

354 ::· .. 
255 .. 
129 
309 ... 
235 
103 .. 
440,. 

t~Z! 
289 

.172 
132 
192 
204 
227 
428 
196. 
338' 
216 
179 

178 " 
326 . 
367• l'·l' 
378 . 6 .. 
3 5 -
345 
453 .. 
3 5 .- ~ 

343 
309 
161 
375 
290' 
106 
357 
4$2 
183 
281 
206 
179 
230''. 
?46 
302 
531 
221 
401 

'254 
149 

155 
284 .. 
355 .. ,,_ 
325 
332 
266 
410 _. 

62 .,. 
301 
355 
171. 
446 ' 
345 
127 
383 
551 
98. 

313 
. 2llo. 

179 . 
?30'. 

'?46· 
302 ' 
~-:>1 , .. ';7;.1 ••.• 

201 
401 
254 

. 146 

99 
93 

110 
118 
134 
132 

20. '· 1 

30 

21 

- ' .. 
7 

.. ·. 
.... r: '• • 
20 - .. -3' 

-

-

-276 -

155 
284 
355 
325 
332 
266 
410 

62 
301 
355 

.. 171 . 
460 

.. 345 
1?7 
383 
551 

.. 9l3 
313 
214 
179 
230 
246 ·. 
302 

. - 531 ; ·.. 201 

- 401 
254 

301 ' 123 

211 ' 
197 '. 
262 
204 
304 
230 
712 
221 

- ;.-..; -195 
235 
244 
237 -236 . 
175 
160 
209 
22; .. 
189' 
227 
225 
162. 
162 

?0 . 366 . 
17 481 ; 
16 617 ~. 
18 529'"'· 
21 636 
22 496 
19 622 -
24 283!. 
25 301 
25 355 
23 171 
40.< 460~' 
31 . 345. ·' ~ -46 
25 
48 
54 
49 

-- .... -
-

322 I» 

894 
795 
335 
313 . 
450 
354 
390 
455 
527 
720' 
428 
626 

.. 416 
23 586 

------------- ~--- ~ ~-- ~------------- ------------ -.---------- ~ 
,. 

(-continued) 



~-~ble 43 : (continued) 

... _ ........ _ .... .~~.;.; ______ .----~..;,- ________ ------ ------
;r, Balance Un.expired V~lue. of Cash Aales to A.ver~ge Avert,ge Balance Income Income 
llo, out- repc:ymsnt milk paym'ent . co-ope- amount of amount of outstsnd- ·from from 

stsnding period sales to received rative ~ep~yment rep~yment· ing as milch milch 
on let Upto co-ope- outl·of society ·per month per month per cent ·animals anim~ls 
i'lay 1973 maturity . rative saJ:es in sincf;l through to clear of re- 1971,.72 1972-73 

(1) .- -
1 

2 

3 
,4 

5 

6 
7 
g 
9 

10 
11 
12 
13 
14 .. -

of loan society Col.35 iSsue of sale of the p~yment 
since loan milk b~lsnce .. through 

(months) 
(34) . 

- - -- - - - - -
* Credit Loan 

Balance repaid 
86 : 6 

) 

145 . 6 
357 6-
225 g 
' 

. 579 g 
463 g 

385 g 
665 g 
448 g 
323 a· 
571 - g 
371 g ' 
591 - g 

issue of since during l!lilk 
loan issue of unexpired sales upto 

loan · period ·30th . 

(lis, ) 
135) - - -·-

1035 

" 1228 

'938 
658 

1913 

466. 
. ' 1513 .. 

506 .. 
933 
637. 

1156 
.329' 

. 543 
-346 

- - - -
300 

576 

433 
349 

'1282 

226 
1012. 

124 
458 
320 
579 
84 

245' 
147 

(months) 
(37) 

12 

17 

13 
14 
:21 

17 
19 

·11 
13 
17 
19 
12' 
14 
13 

( Rs •l 
(38 

57 

30 

33 
17 

25 

5 
15 

~7. 

~4 
13 

. 16 

. 13 
15 
7 

upto April 1973 
maturity . , 

· (Rs.) ('Rs,) (Rs,) 
(39) (40).. (41) 

- ------ -.--

14 17 

24 34 
60 151 

·<:8 42 

73 ' 665 
58 165 

48 127 
83 214 
56 197 
40 105 
71 351: 
46 173 
74. 628 

- - - -
846 

853 

863 
574 

. 979 

954 
844 

416 
1030 

834 
810 
2!l9 
643 . 
179 

( Rs,) · 
( 42) ( 43) 

- - - - - - - - - -- - - - - -
-40 

336 

-406 
-10 
270 

35 
340 

225 
-302 
-97 
152 

-2115 
-7 
76 

April 1973 milk sale 
worth ns.42 not ~djusted, 

Animal died Aug,l972. 
April 1973 milk ssle 
worth rts, ;<:Q not adjusted, 

April 1973 milk sales 
worth hs.60 not adjusted, 

- ·- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -* Crf:dit btlf.nce of hs,l52, (continued) 



T bble 43 . : ( continu•Jd) 

_,_-- -·----------- .--------------------- - - - !:·\- - - - - --------
(43) '. (1) (JJ) (34) (35) (J6) (37) (3$), (39) . (40) . (41) (4?.) - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - ·- - - - - - --------· ----------

15 
16 u 
19 
20 
2l 
?.2 
23 
24 
25 
2& 
27 
28' 
29 
JO 

Jl 

32 
JJ. 
34' 
'35 

36 
37· 
38 

39 

360 
112 
515 
,{>08 
445 
359 
196 

95 
220 
183 
)66 
165 

. 16 
a:8 
18 
18 
.18 
18 

·.18 
18 
18 

. ! 18 
.. 18 , 

18 
620 -
640 19 
264 19 
508 19 

·.320 19 
I • 

. 33_9· l9 ., : 
. ·, 477 :1;9 

'155 

)93 
418' 
558 

)20 

. '21 

a 
21 
21. 

- - - -- - - - - -
. 321 -
817 65 
330 46: 
217 
278 
400 -
549 106 
611 134 
589 144 
645 161 
535 153 
707 186 

546 50 
531 
331 34 

487 ,· 

473 -
180 ·- ' 21 
572 41' 
635 -

232 . ·. , 
326 . 7 
259 

254 

14 
18 
16 

8 
8 

14 
13 
15 
14 
13 
14 
13 -18 
14 
11 

13 

. '13 
: 11· 
15 

9 

11' 
12 
14 

7 

- - - - -
·· lG 

36 
13 

·. 18 
. 27 

19 
30 
29 
28 
JJ 
'23 
40 

21 
38 
23 

34 

32 . 
:14. 
-
67. 

< 10 
22 

. 14 

37 

~J 
4 

'29 
34 
25 
20 

·11 
5 

12 
10 
20 

9 -
34 
14 
27 . 

17 

18 
25 -
7 

28 
23 
27 

15 

143 
17 

244. 
428 
204 
131 

49 
20 
56 
43 

114 
Jl -170 

' .53 
200 

71 

82 
)00 

26 

559 
180 
289 

1~6 

. \' ~ 
?40 -403 . ' 

1061 450 
2:?5 -365 -
561 12 
754 . 245 
480 90.-
230 . -25 -
733 ' -4 
638 -98'. -
445 36 
346 ' 15 
411 235 
190 89 'Loan animal died July 1972~ 
668 -36 Cash .be,lance was pdd t:.o farmer. 

Rs.50 sh<Jres against loan finance. ·. 
&.50 sh<Jres_against loan finance; 
R~.l5. paid cash to farmer • 

108 . ·-193 
744.; -233 

.265. 
.. ;596':'! 

390., 
376 

. 295 
.. 49 

· · ~51 R:.; 50 she. res. against, lo<Jn finance; 
Rs.2J paid C&Sho . ·. 

. 70 _R~.J5 paid ce.sh to farmer. · 
-417 .Rs.50 shares against loan fin<Jnce. 

292 ; Rso 50· ' 11 11 . II II 

308 Rs.25 " u u " 
Rs, 6 interest paid cash • 

-147 Rs.50.shares against loan finance. 
. 1146 

114 
572. Rfo 50 II II II II 

, 459 Rs; 50 II II. .. II II 

RS. 7 interest paid.c~>sh. 
103 ""218 .. Rs.50 _shares against loan finc.nce. 

- --- - - - - - - - -- - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- -- - - - - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - -.(continued) 

•' 



Tebla 43 : (continued) 

- - - - - - - - ·~ -
(1) (33) (34) 

40 
41 
42 

43 

44 
45 
46 
47 

- - - - - - · .... -
253 
354 
308 

463 
203 
227 
437 

21 
?l 
21 

. 21 
21 

. ·1:1 
30 

. - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -· -
<n~ <36) (J7l (Jal (39l <4ol - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - -
276 
321 
416 

289 
521 
310 
149 

20 

3 

. 9 
9 ·g 

. -
·n 
10 
10 

5 

31 
36 
52 

24: 
52 
31 
25 

12 
17 
14 

22 
10 
ll 
15 

91 
110 

74 

172 
38 
73 
28 

~ - - --~- - - - - - - - - - ------ - - - -
(41) (42) (43) 

----···-;-- - - - - ------ - -
95 
83 

182 

233 

358 
180 
140. 
450 

. . 
··52 Rs,50 she.res egeinst loan finance, 

9 Rs, 50 11 11 II II 

: -11 llso 50 ". II If II ; 

Animal sold November 1972 • 
. 768 Rs. 50 shares eg&inst loan finance; Credit 

balance of Rs .45; interest not accounted. 
325 Rs, 50 sh&res eg&inst loan finance. 
278 Rs. 50 11 11 " 11 • 

-60 its, 50 " " n " • 
270 Rs , 50 n ir u u ' , 

- -- - - - - - - - - ~· -· - -,- - - -. ·- - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - -

· ( continut!d) 



Tebla 43 :·(continued) 

- - - -Seri&l 
No. 

( 1) 

- - - - - - --- --Size of Source 
the of loan 
farm finance 

!I 
(acras) 

(2) (3) 

- - - - -Year end 
month of 
issue 

( 4) 

i~larginal Farmers 

- - - - - -Duration 
of loan 

(5) 

------Amount 
issued 

(Rs.) 

( 6) 

- - - - -
Amount 
spent on 
purchase 
of milch 
&nimal 

(.tts,) 

(7) 

------------Diffarence !Ulch 
Col,(6-7) &nim&1 

brought 
from 
loan 

(Rs.) finance 

(8) (9) 

- - - --hilch 
animals 
owned by 
the former 
inclusive 
of loan 
animal 
(10) - - - - - - - - - - - ------------------ -·------- - -

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

-10 

3-00 

2-30 

2-08 

1-28 

1-07 

5-00 

4-00 

3-00 

2-06 

N.B. 

N ."B.· 

l'l".B • . 

N .B. 

·(; .3. .. ; 

.~ov. 1970 

J~n. 1971 

Jan •. 1971 .. 
Jan •.. 1971 

Jan. 1971 

. , Sept.l971 

·' ::iep~~l971 

C,S, .. Sep~.1971 

'c.s .. : · ;·! Saptil971 . .. . .. 

3 years 

3 years 

3 years 

·. ·3 -years 

3 years 

3 years 

3 years 

3 years 

3 years 

2-00 - - ·!J-.:3. . . . ~ 
Se.pt-.1971 · 3 years 

1000 

1000 

1000 

iooo 
1000 

1000 ... 

1000 

1000 

1000 

1060 

7_6~ 

. - 700 .. 
' 816 ., 

.. 
855 

8i6 

665 

790 

790 

740 

765 

- -·- - - - - - - - - - ------- - -- - - - - - - - ~ -!/ ~r.s, = ~etionalized Bank; C,S.. = Co-op::re,tive Society. 

~:35 

300 

184 

145 

184 

3.35 

210 

210 

260 

235 

-------

·J. 

1 

1 

1 

.. 1 

':1 

1 

F 

1 

1 

· .. 

1 

2 

3 

i 

1 

1 

2 

1 

2 

2 

- - -
(continued) 

...... 
00. 
1\) 



Tabla 43 • (continuad) • 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ... - - - - - - - - - - -(1) ( 2) ( 3) (4) ( 5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -·- - - -

11 1-07 c .s. tlept .1971 3 ye<Jrs 1000 780 220 1 1 

1? 10-00 c '• . ., . 3ept.l971 3 ye!>rs 1000 737 26) 1 2 

13 4-00 c.~. Sept.l971 3 years 1000 ?97 203 -.1 '1 

14 2-06. c.s. Sept_.l971 3 years 10'oo 797 ?.0) 1 1 

15 1-20 c .s. S"pt .• 1971 3 years 1000 ?12 2M 1 .2 

16 1-18 a .. s. Sept.l971 3 years 1000 ?87 a3 1 1 

17 1-00 0 .:3 •. Sept.l971 3 years 1000 762 2)8 1 1 ..,J:·. . 

18 .. 2-
ett 

0-34 (.; !13 ~ 3ept.l971 3 years . 1000 887 113 1 

19 0-30 Ci !., ,. ~ept.l971 3 ysars 1000 637 363 1 1 
20 C;~~~ 3ept.l971 3 yec..rs 1000 762 23S 1 1 

. \ .. I - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - ·-.·- - - - - -- - - - - - - - -·- - ..; .-
(.ccintfnued) : 
' 



Tabla 43 : (continuud) 

------(5) - - - - - -- - - - ------(6) (7) ( 8) - - - - - - - - - -(9) (10) --·-- - ~ ... --- ------------ - ~-- ---- --- ------ -------- --- --
:a 
22 

23 

24 

25 

26 
27 , 

28 

29 

30 ,., 

- - - ... -

-
7-00 

5-00 

J-20' 

3-00 

1-20 

1-00 

0-30. 

5-11 . 

4-10·' 

c.s. 

N~B. 

N .B. 

N.B. 

N.B. 

N.B. 

Sept.l97l 

NDV.o 1971· 

Nov. 1971 

Nov. ·1971 

Nov:. 1971 

Nov. 1971 

Nov. 1971 

Nov. 1971 

Nov. 1971 

Nov •. 1971 

.3 years 

.3 years 

.3 years · 

.3 years 

.3 years 

· .3 years 

.3 years 

·3 years 

3 years 
. ;_, .... 

3 years 
. ------- -·-------- --- - - -

1000 

lciOO 

1000 

1000 

1000 

1qoo 
1000 

1000 
' ' 

1000 

1000 

687 

1000 

854 

743 

1000 

928, 

879: 

804 

812 

862 

313 

146 

257 

72 

121 

196 

188 

138 

~ . 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

2 

1 

2 

1 

3 

2 

3 

.3 

-.------- -··----- -·-------- - - -
(continued) 



Table 43 :: { continu.-d )· - . . 
' 

.. - - - - -(1) - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -( 2) ( 3) (4) ( 5) (6) . ( 7) (8) (9} (10) - - - . --- - - -- -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -'- - -- - - - - - - - -
. 

3l. 1•11 N.B. Nov~ 1971 3 ye~:~rs 1000 M7 113 1 2 

32 0-23 ~.B. Nov. 1971 3 years. ],000 I 937 63 a 2 

33 0-"0 N .• l:l. .Nov. 1971' 3 ye&rs 1000 84~ 158 1 1 

34 4-:i.O .~ ~B ~ Uec. 1971 3 ye01rs 1000 965 35 1 2 

35 3-20 .N .B • lJec .• 1971 3 years 1090 94.3 57 1 2 
' 1-' ' 36 5-00 ·c :;, lJdc .• 1971 ? years. 1000 919 81 1 1 0<> 

~ .. V1 

37 2-10 c..s .•. Dec. 1971 .3 years 1000 894 106 1 1 
. ' 

38 2-00 c.r.s·. Dec·. 1971 3 years 1000 819 181 1 1 

)9l. 1:..18 c;'.s·. Dec. 1971 3 ' 
years 1000 869 131 1 2 

40 
' 

c.s. De.c. 1971 ) ye~rs 1000 $44 156 1 1 

- - - - - - - -- - - - .- - - - - - - - - - - ·- - .. - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - -
(continued} 



Tabla 43 • (continuad) • 

- - - - - - - - -- - - - - -- - -- -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) - - - - - - - - - -- -- - - - - -.- - -- - - ": - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - .. --
41 1-00 c.s. Dec. 1971 3 years 1000 849 151 1 1 

42 2-16 c.s·. Jlec. 1971 l . 3 years 1000 855 ~- 145 1 ~ ·1 c.s. Dec. 1972 3 years lOOO 746 254 1 

(43 Z-OO c .s. Dec. 1971 .3 ye~rs 1000 1000 ..; 1 2 
! 

44 l-18. c .; •"' . Dec. 1971 3 years 1000. 
l' . 955 45 1 1 

. . . ' 
!"45 r-11 c.s. Dec. 1971 3 years ~qoo · 794 ?.06 1 1 . ...... 

. 46 1-'dO c·~~-. Dec. 1971 years 1000 960. 40 
~ 

3 1 1 "' '· . .. 
1971-~ ) :47 0;.12 c.s. Dec. ) years 1000. ?69 231 1 1 Dec. 197.;2 .3 years 1000 749 ) 251 1 .. 

48 . 3•17 c.s. 
~ - I 

Dec. 1971 3 years 1000 891 109 1 1 
' 49 . 3-11: c.s. !Jec. 1971 3 years 1000 941 5~ 1 1 
so 2-18 c.s. Dec. 1971 3 years· 1000 891. 109 1· 2 

; ,) ' - - - -- - ..... - - ~ - - - - -... --- - - ... - - - -- - .;, - - - - - - -- - - - - -- - - -- ··-·- -' .- .-. ' ·,· i ... . . .. 
(continued) . .. -



T&ble 43 • (continued) • 

~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - --- - - - - - - - - --(1) (2) (3) ( 4) (5) ( 6) (7) ( ~ )_ (9) (10) 
- - - • - - :" ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - .. - - - ;. - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - " 

51 , .. -.0-39 c.s. Dec. 1971 ·3 years 1000 941 59 1 1 
•, , -

52 - C.'3. Dec .• 1971. 3 years· -1000 ·941 59 1 1 . 
53 7-21 . .. c.~. Dec • 1971 3 years . r.:.-1000 . . 841 : 159 1 2 ·-· 
54 4-11 c.~. .Oec. 1971 3 years i,r_lOOO. 841 : 159 1 2 

55 3-l-6 c.s. .Uae. 1971 3 yee.rs . '( 1000 .. '942 58 .. 1 .l 
1-' 

56 3-00 ... , ,. 
:Ue~ • 1971 J :.1000 . 991 9· 1 J 

0:. 
l.,i. .,;;, • years "' '-. 

57 2-36 . c.s. .Uec. 1971 J years •' 1000 .816 184 1 2 

58 2-31 c.s. JJec. 1971 J years . •1000 666 284 1 2 

59 2-00 . c .,j. Dec. 1971 J years 1000 851 149 .1 1 
60 1-26 c.s. Dec, 1971· J years ./1000 ., 992 8 1 2 

- - - -- - -- --- .., - - - -·- - - - -· - - - - - - -·- - - - --- - - ~ - - - - - - -.,. 

(conti~uad) 



T l:lb1e 43 • ( continued) • 

- - - - - - - -- - - .. - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -(1) (2) (3) ( 4) (5) (6) (7) ( 8) (9) (10) - --- -- - - - - - - - -- - -- - - - - - - - - -.- ... - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
61. 0-2.3 C,.:i • .Uec. 197l .3 ye&rs 1000 841 159 1 1 

62 
.. 

0-1.3 (; ,;;; . Dec. 197l .3 1000 - 926 years 74 1 1 

- 6j 2-.37 (; .s. Jwl. 1972 .3 years 1000 907 9.3 1 1 

64 1-10 c.'s. Jan. 1972 3 yee.r·s 1000 8.32 168 1 1 

65 5-.37 c:s~ Jan. 1972 .3 years iooo 898 102 1 1 

87.3 
1-' 

66 .. 2,;;17 c,s. Jan. 1972· .3 years 1000 127 1 1 ~ 
~ 

67 - 2.;09 c.~; Jan. 1972 .3 years· iooo 798 202 1 2 

68 2;,;06 c~s ~ · Jan. 1972 .3 years 1000 82.3 177 1 2 

69 f;.2.3 c·, •"' . Jan. 1972 .3 years 1000 808 192 1 2 
7fJ 0;.:.35 c.s~ Jan. 1972 3 years 1000 847 15.3 1 2 

' ... - - - - - ... - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - "' - -- -- - - - - -.- -·- - - - - - - - ·- - - - - - - -- -
.. (continued) 



Te..b1e· 4~ : ·(continued) 

'" .. '. - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - .- - - - ·- - ·- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
(1) (~ (2) ()} ( 4) (5) (6) ~ (7) " ( s )· (9) (10) 
- - -·- - - - -- - -- - - - - -. - ·- - - - - - - - - - - -· - - - - - - - - -·- - - - - - - .- - - - - - -

•,, 

71 0-12 c .r;. J&n. 1972 3 years 100.0 73~ ::62 1 3 ' 

72 3-13 c .s •. Feb, 1972 3 y~ars 1000. 949 51 1 2 
·:· ·' 

73 2-38 c.s. Feb. 1972 ~.years 1000 969 31 1 1 
" 

74 2-00 c ,':i. Feb. 1972 3 ~ears 1000 1039 -39 '1 2 
\' 

75 1-:w c.&. Feb, 1972 3 .ye&rs 1000 894 106 1 2'' 
• ; :. ... 

~ 
76 0-30 c.s. J:o'ab. 1972 ):years .1000 854 146 l 2 \0 

'· . 
77 5-03 c .3 •·. Nov, 19'72 J.years 1000 724 276 1 2 . 

78 l-2S c :;; . . ' Nov. 19'72 3 years 1000 709 291 '1 1 

- i~ ~- - - - - .. -- - - - - - - - - - - - -- -- - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - -. ' .. ' 



T &ble 43 ; ( continu~d) 

- - - - -
3erhl 
No. 

(1) 

-- ----- -- -·--- -----Calves from loan animal and value 

------------------------------------lisifers 

!!los.) 
11) 

Value 

(Rs.) 
(1?.) ' 

Bulls 

(Nos.) 
·(13) 

Value 

(Rs.) 
(14) 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - -. - - - - - - - - - - - -
Repa~~~nt of loan by 30th April 1972 

------------------------------------------Cash .Milk Subsi!iy Interest Total 

(Rs.) 
( 15). 

sa las ·.:< (Cola. 

(Rs.) 
(16) 

(Rs.) 
(17) 

(Rs.) 
(18) 

15+16+17) 

!f9i) 

Balsmce 
outstanding 
on lst Hay 
1972 

(Rs.) 
(20) 

- - - - - - - - - -- --------------- - - - -- - - - - - - - - - -------
1 

2 

3 

4 
5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

1 

2 

-
i' 1 

1 

30 

-
125 

-
-
40 

50 

---- -.-·- ---·-- ~--

-
l 

-
-. 
-
-

-
. 15 

.. 

235 

300 

184 

145 

'184 

335 

505 

185 

360 

?.80 

110 

2lb 32 

no 239 

260 173 

235 . 245 

- -- - - - -·- - - - --- - - -

222 

263 

263 

246 

255 

58 

71 

92 

75 

'79 

33 

24 

43 

4l 

41 

- - - - -"" ... - .- - -

740 

485 

184 

505, 

464 

667 

505 

712 

679 

735 

- ~ -

318 

586 

908 

570 

615 

366 

519 

331 

362 

306 

-------
(continued) 



T ~,b1e 43 : (continu~d) 

- -,_,. :.;.: - ~ \ : - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -(1) ' (11) (12) (13) (14) (15) (16) - (17) (H!) Cf9'l. . (20) .. - - - - .. - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - -·- - .. - - - - - - -·-- -- - - - - - - - - ·- - - - - - - - -.. . --
11 1 50 - 220 195 260 44 675 .. 369 

12 1 30 -. 213 402 246 30 861 . '169 

13 -- - - 153 174 '266 31 593 438 

14 153 161 .. 266 ... 32 580 .; ~452 - - · .. .I 

15 238 339 237 
.. 26 814 . 212 ~ - '. 

16 
_; . 

''416 
..... .. - 163' 187 262 28 612 "' ..... 

17 - 188 199 254 27 641 386 

18 . 63 "296 
: - ··- 151 32 510 522 

19 1 50 - 313 183 212 31 708 323 . 
20 188 167 28 609 ' 1, 40 254 419 

.; 1 " -- - --- -- - - - - - - - --- - - -- - -- - -- - - -- - - ·- -~ - - ---- - - - - - - - -- -- -
( co{itinued) 



Table 43 : (continued) 

21r 

22 . 

23 

24- . 
25 

26 

.. :'~.7 

28 

?9 
)0 

1 

1 

1 

30 

-
?0 

75 

-

.. 
1 25 

.. 
1 ~5 

-

-
-

263 . 135 

- 74· 

146 n2 

257 . 90 

183 

'72 150 

121 240' 

'"196 17 

'188 44 

138 130 

229" 

-. 

..: 

-

28 

51 

41 

32 

49 

. 38 

43 

43 

35 

35 

. 627. 

74 

358 

347 

183 

?.22 

361 

213 

23.~ 

268 

401 

977 

683 

685 

866 

816 

682 

tl30 

1:!03 

767 

-- ~ -.------ ~- - -_ - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - -- - - - -.- - - - - - - - -- - - -. ·- - - - - -: - - -
( c.ontinued) 



TfJb1e 43 0 (continued) 0 

- -- - -- - - - - - --- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - '' - -
(1) (11) (12) (13) (14) (15) (16) (17) (16) (19) (20) - - - - - - - -·- - - - - - - - - - -- - - ,. - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -.. -. 

•' 

31 - - -1 JO '113'' 181 35 300 735 
~ .. .. .. 
32 -- .. - ··- 6j'" 157 38 220 616 
c~ 

19$. 33 .,. .1 ·30 156 30 353 677 

34 .1 . 20 35 ' 24 41 59 962 , ... 
' ,, 
35 - 5_7 160 39 217 622 

·36 .31 306 337 663 
' ..... - :!l 

-' 
3.7 1 50 -. 56 117 296 6 471 535 
38 '1 35 131 105 ?73 6 509 497 

' \39 I 1 '.60 61 78 !!70 ' 7· 4?9 578 
'140 l 40 - 106 72 261 459 541 
P~· - - - - .. - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- -- - -- - - - - - - - -. ~ 

. ,. 
(continued) ' 



Teo.ble 43 : (continued) 
.. - .. 

- - - - - - - - -(1) (11) 
· .. --- --~---------------------------------------- - - - - -

41 

42 

43 

44 

45 

46 

47 
~ : 

48 . -
49 ·- .... ~ 

50 

-· 
1 

1 

1 

1 

.. 

f!. . 

-
~:c -

45 

-
50 - ' .. 
45 

- --
- -

40 l -
- .. . -

:; ~ : : ;' . :·.. . •.! . ·. . ... • ----- ~ -·-- ~--- -·~--- ------

101 

100 

-
-156 

181 

50 

-
50 

54 , .. 2e3 

148 285 

139 331 

101 ]"< 318 

189 265 

127 .. 320 

163 256 

60 -
60 

77 . -

-
18 

20 

21 

17 

:!0 

16 

438 

533 

470 

419 

610 

447 

600 

110. 

60 

127 
. . . . 

.. \ 

. : 

562 

485 

550 

602 

407 

573 

416 

890 ,); 

940 

873 

- -- - - -- - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
(continued) 

1-' 
\() 

"" 



Table 43 : (continued) 

·5']. 1 .-.50 ,. - 64 - 64 936 

'52 ~··- -· 44 44 956 

'53 ·1 40 109 54 163 837 

54 ' 109 94. 203 797 . - -
55 ·1 . 50 ... 8· 109 117 Sib 

'56 . i64 
f.J 

1 50 ·-164 !!36 "' \11 

' •57 ' l34 ; .. 78 212 7S8 - ·-
''58 '1 60 -· 284 83 -,,367 633 

·59 -· - - 99 102 . 201 '799 
1 ~0 • .. 

8 
.. .59- ·- .. -941 - - - - 51 - .-' .. - ; · .. - ·- .. . .. - -- - - - -- - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - -.. - - - - - -.- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

. (continued) 



Tabla 43 : (continued) 

61 

62 

63 

64 

6S 

66 

67 

68 

69 " . 

70 

- - - .! -

- -
1 

-
1 

1 

1 

50 

4S 

25 

35 

-

-
-
1 

1 

-
25 

40 

109 

24 

43 

118 

52 

77 

152 

l27. 

142 

103 

~4 

80 

100 

210 

g 

3 

36 

31 

31 
. . . - - - - - - ·- - - - ~ - - - - - -- ~ - - - - - - - - -- -. . - ' 

392 . 

277 

' -

-

133 

104 

445 

605 

60 

80 

188 

158. 

142 

134 

,. 
' 

867 

896 

555 

395 

940 

920 

812 

842 

858 

866 

- - - - - -- - - - - - - - - --. . . 

(continued) 
' ... 



T<.~b1a 43 • ( co.ntinued) • 

- - ... - - - - - - - -- - - - - - ... - - - - - - - - - -·- - - - .;. - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - -(1) (11) (12) (13) (11..) (15) (16) (17) (18) (19) (20) 
' - - - - - - -- - -,--- - - - -·- -- -- - - - - .. ... -- - - - - - - - - ,. - - --- - ... - - - - -- -

71 - .. :-' 
212 28 • 24{) 760' 

72 - - .1 35 1 19 10 20 990 

73 1 40 :- 10 10 10 1000 
... 

74: - - 74 346 7 4~0 58? 

75 1 •, 50 56 '76 298 13 lf30 583 ". 
?6 46 46 954 

..... 
\() 
-.J 

77 ·- -
?8 .. .;; 1 20 .. 

•" ~' . . . . . 
... --- -.-;-,T~ -.-------- -·.!. -· _, ...... -. -·-- _:-:..----- -·-------- -·- --------

(continued) 



T~ble 43 : (continued) 

- - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -----------------------
Jarhl i.;ilk yield Of Col.n 
No. from ~11 milk 

• 

( 1) -

milch. yiald 
animals from loan 
duripg 1st anim~l 
1'1&y 1972 
to 30th 
.... pril 1973 
I Li tres) ( Litres) 
<al (22) 

:liilk Of Col. 23 
sales sales to 
during co-.oper~
lst May tive 
1972 to society 
JOth 
April 
1973 
(1itres) (Litres) 
(23) .(24) -- -- - ------ -- - - -

l 

2 

·r. 
4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

-10 '.: 

525 

52.5 
. 640 

420 

330 

195 

JJO 

. 67.5 

1.. 420 

' 

.525 

27.5 

420 

330 

-
JJO 

390 

420 

300 

. 400 

465 

360 

28.5 

. 462 

297 

271. 

-
154 

182 

249 

- - --- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -· - -· -

Vs.lue· 
of milk Amount 
s~les to adjusted 
co-ope- against 
rative loan re
society paymant 
in 
C.Ol..24 

(Its.) 
(25) 

(h~?.) 
(26} 

Amount 
received . 
in cash 

(Rs.) 
(27) --- - - - - - - - - - - - -

--
438 

390 

250 

-

24 

12 

- 181 

189 

263 

284 

436 

234 

Hepeyment during ist ~:ay 1972 
to JOth april 1973 · 

----------------------------------Cash .1-'lilk Subsidy · Inte- Total 
sales rest ( Cols. 

( Hs.) ( Rs.) 
(28) (29) . 

.·. ,. 

(Rs.j 
(30 

( hs.) 
(Jl) - - - - - - - - - - - ·-

. . 

2 

24 

-
25.5 

233 

- 40 

12 

-. \ 

181 

'- 189 ' ,_ 

263 

39 

68 

104 

68 

68 

12 

24 

. 13 

28+29+30) 

(Rs.) 
(J2) 

- - - -
257 

2.57 
... 1-' -.. , "' •!);> 

32.5 

284 

181 

189 

263 

- -·-.- - - - -.- - - ·- - - - - - - - - - - -------
(continued) 



T~ble 43 : (continued) 

-------- ---------------- -·------- -------------- ·------------' 

11 -. 
·' ·• "j • 

12 645 300 345 107 lOB 172 172 3 172 
- - .. - ·- .. -

13 450 450 235 163 155 186 186 25 186 
l .... ' 

14 <.70 270 225 196 205 22? 222 31 222 ... ... 
15 535 360 285 ilB 140 :n6 216 4 n6 . . . ' ·;. ' I 16 413 413 ~86 240 242 254 254 ?.6 254 
17 205 205 . 75 16 19 33 33 10 33 

18 375 345 190 81 6~ 81 81 - '' 15 Sl 
19 450 . 450 255 :?39 251 300 300 14 300 
20 165 165 75 69 87 114 - 331 114 26 445 

'! • . . - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - .- --- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
' 

(continuad) 

..... 
'-0 
-o 



Table 43 1 (continued) 

- - - -. - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - ~ - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -(1) •. (21) (22) (23) (24) .. (25) ' (26) ) (27) . f2$) (29) (30) (Jl) (32) 
- - - - -- - - -- - - - - - -·- - -- - - - ---- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- -
2l 

22 

23 

24 . ' 
25 

26 

2'J 
.2,8 

29 

l~ 

-
270 

' 
930 

330 

775 

465 

630 

425 

.375· 

7).5 

270 

360 

:no 
390 

465 

235 

195 

370 

459 
210 

420 

315 

292 . 

210-

182 

488 

-
137 138 

24 22 

372 . 448 

301 264 

236 193 

0 63 49 

132 . 133 

471. 555 '. 

• 0 

15 

126 

36 

462 

159 

172 

63 

. 469 

65 

19 

33 

14.3 

15 

. -

-

-
126 

36 

462 

159 

17? 

29 

63' 

469 

333 

285 

248 

33.3 

·-
29.3 

268 

271 

287 

29 

19 

20 

23 

24 

19 

24 

22 

19 

15 

333 

411 

284 

795 

159 

465 

297 :,. 

334 

756 
•r - • - • • ~ - • • • - • - • .. - • - - - • - - ~ ~ • - • - - - ~ - - .. • • - -· • • • ·• • ~ • - • - - - • • -· -

{continued)- .. 
. ' 

l\) 
0 
0 



T &b1e 4;! : (continued) 

------------------ ~---------------- -·-------- ~----------(1) (21) (22) '(23) (24) (25) (26) (27) (28) . (29) .. (30) . '(31) .. (32) 
-· - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ----.- .- .- -.- ·- ··- ·- - ··- - - - - - -. - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
31 
32 

33. 

34 

35 

36 

37 

38 
• 

39 

40 

. 645 

11~5 

465 

520 

930 

120 

690 

435 

360 

330 

480 . 

645 

465 

150 

'420 

120 

690 

435 

360 

330 

416 

578 

300 

290 

360 

75 

.368 

322 

3~9· 

,494 

216 
~ ! . 

269 

gg 

65 

211 

. ~34 

456 359 

5(2 449 

375 261 

317 245 

66 99 

77 148 

25.3 · ln 

270 242 

~-01 172 2.35 245 

159 210 •147 . 206 

i19 

179 

168 

178 

97 

97 

116 

_, 

359 

449 

261 

245 

99 

148 

177 

242 

245 

159 

312 

281 

)22 

314 

16 

22 

18 

27 

2J 

76 

81 

68 

81 

71 

359 

761 

542 

567 

1,13 

148 

177 

242 

245 

159 . 
. . - .. - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -· - - - -- - - - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - -. . 

( continuad) 



' (continued) T f>b1a 43 • • 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -( 1) (21) (<'2) ( 23) (24) (25) (26) (27) (28) (29) (JO) (31) (32) 
~ - - - - - - - - - - - - ---- -·-- - - - - - - --- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -·- - - - - --
41 510 510 270 244 329 329 112 '329 71 J29 

42 700 390 330 J16 360 391 36_ 204 391 -249- 43 844 

43 935 .. .. 660 .. 390 3?.9 373 414 414 ' 26 414 ~--' -· 
44 292 292 187' 151 . 198 184 37 184·. _, 28 . 184 

·.-1 •• - ,. 
' 

45 . 520. 5?0 390 376 466 ,, 418 118 418 ·. '· ·. 11 418 -. 
/ 

46 420 420 . ?.93 274. 360 404 8 404- n 1\) -. 404 0 
1\) 

--
47 735 735 585 546 589'. 487 ?04 4~7- 243''. 34 934 .. 

'' ., 

48 345 345 210: 201 225 
. ' 

266 3 - -.. 266 297 48 563 

49 390 390 . 195 185 205 • . 24J 3 243 314 52 557 
'e 

50 4?,8 420 283 _; . 261. 269 308 17 308 297 . . : I. 55 605 

- - - - - - - - - - - ..; -·-. --·- ., - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - -·- - - .. - - - --.. 
·, 

(continued) 
" 

.. 



Table 43 : (continued) 

• --- ---- -·--- - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - --- ... - - - - - - - ·- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ---(1) (21) (22) ( 23) (24) ( 25) (26) ( 27) (~8) (29) (30) (31) . (32) 
--------- -·-- - - - - - -- - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - ·- - - - ··- - - - - -- - - - - - -· - -. . . ' 

51 570 570 330 308 317 361 .3 361 314 70 675 

52 345 345 157 102 lOS .. . 139 -.. .• I+ 139 314 44 453 

. 53, . 585 465 300. . 260. 254 . 299· 4I 299 280 - 579 
'.• 

.. 
54 653 440 320 .. 293 26S·l 325 .· l!r 325 21!0 605 

55 600 600 345 321. 296 362. 67 .,. 362 314 676 

56 1190 600 675 .5Sl · 565 524 '·' 
1\) 

5~4 330 18 854 s 
57 255 255 120 91· 78 

. 
135' 135 272 407 

58 1.35 220 225 175 17~ .· as 27 215 221 436 
59,. '.435 435 315 266 237 "'78 27. 278 284 562 
60 615 3(5 315 241 248· '290· 51. 290 331 . 621 

- ":"·- - - - - - 7, - - - - - - - - -- - -. ~;-- -- .. -- . - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - -
(continued) 



Tabb 43 • (continudd) • 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -(1) (22.) (22) ( 23) ( 24) . (25) ( 26) (27) (26) (29) (JO) (31) (32) - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - --: ··:""'!' - - - "'\ -
'61 230 230· 135 65 69 102 26 .- .. .. .102 2SQ - 3.8~ - .. -
62 75 75 38 .:31 27 92 . 25 300 57 309 )4 69,6 

63 .360 360 172 156 1(58 ,65 !h .65 - 65 . 
64 150 150 127 ·i05 J.,Q5 ,-53 52 -- ;~3 - ?3 
65 390 390 242. 230 302 ·:3,8 33!! 299 47 637 ,. 

66 .360 360 185 132 .154 ~74 2 174 291 48 
N 

~65 0 
• t-1=" 

'67 360 360 2:G6 . 201 257 302 .302 266 40 568 

6S 518 J6S 23.3 176 .222 252 252 274 42 526 
. ' 

69 . .340 105 150 '104 . 1.09 ;. ~9 ·- .!19 269 64 35S ... :' l ' .. 
.-

70 .345 . .345 240 ·:.210 ; ·.260 .:· <:96 t~ ., rf96 ~62 45 578 
' .. -· ... - - -- - - - -- - - - - - - - ... - - - - - - - -· l- - -.. - - - - - .., - - - -··.··- - - - .. - - - - ~ - - - -... , .. I':' 

' 

,_( c.ontinued) 



Tabla 43 : (continued) 

I -- - - - - -- - - - - -- - - - - - -·- -· - - -.- - - - - - - - - - ,.. -·--- -- -- -- -- - - - - - - -(1) (21) (?.2) ( 23) ( 24) '' (25) (26) (27) ... ' ( ?8) (29) (30) (31) (32) ·'· ' - - - - - - - - - - - -l' - - - -- - - - - - - - --... - - --- - - - .. • _J, • - - - - - - - -- - - - ------
71 405 345 195 142' 175 20J ·- ?.OJ 246 ?.9 449 

,. ~ 
72 730 375 400 376. 457 •. 1: 565 '' 565 316 37 881 

73 375 375' 187 181 239 267 . JO 267 
>. 

323 37 590 

74 415 285 150. '137' 184. 179 9 179 - ;;.o 179 

75 780 435. 375 350 414: 385 38 385 30 385 "' 0 

76 383 383 323 307 377 434 433 285 52 7l8 
V1 

77 355 130 !75 54 38 38 226 38 241 14 505 

78 345 345 ~03 .·.195 163 '' 120 - . ' 
120 I • ~ 241. ' 236 24 597 

; 

- - - - - - -- -·- - -·------r.- - -- - ·:·~~- -.-- - -.-- - -- - - - - - ------ - - - - -- -. ' 

(continued) 



.::.__~" 1,) : ( colitinud) 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
-r. Balance 
t!O. out

stt.nd
ing on 
lst !'!By 

1973 

( rts • ) 
(1) (33) 

1 100 

2 J'i6 

3 101?. 

4 

5 

6 

7 

g 

9 

10 

314 

399 

366 

519 

163 

197 

56 

Unexpired 
rcop<:-ymsnt 
pE-riod 
up to 
m&turity 
of loan 

(months) 
(:) 4) 

V&lue of 
milk 
s&les to 
co-ope
rative 
sociaty 
since 
issue 
of lo&n 

( hs.) 
(35) 

Cash 
p8ym~-nt 

received 
out of 
so-les in 
Col.3 5 

(H.s.) 
(36) 

- - - - - - - - -
6 

g 

g 

g 

8 

16 

16 

16 

16 

16 

1102 

510 

438 

1012 

831 

111 

32 

419 

365 

510 

595 

301 

284 

612 

509 

..:.ales to 
co-ope
rative 
soch,ty 
aince 
issue 

· of loan 

(months) 
(37) 

15 

15 

6 

18 

20 

6 

2 

13 

19 

16 

Avei'&ge Aver8ge 
&mount of amount of 
repaymE'nt rep~yment 
per month per month 
t~rough to cl~&r 
sole of the 
milk balance 
since during 
is:;ue of unexpired 
lo~n _period 

( rls, ) 
( 38) 

' 13 

g 

16 
10 

13 

4 

28 

16 

28 

up to 
maturity 
(its.) 
(39) 

17 

50 

1?7 

39 

50 

'-3 

32 

10 

12 

3 

Balance 
out
st~mding 
as per 
cent of 
rep&yrnent 
through 
milk 
s;,les upto 
30th 
April 1973 

( Rs.) 
(40) 
- - -

50 

347 

114 

198 

4?5 

6500 

45 

66 

12 

Income 
from 
milch 
animals 
1971-72 

( hs, ) 
( 41) 

Incomf' 
from 
milch 
animals 
1972-73 

(hs,) 
( 42) ( 43) 

-- -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
766 

494 

25 

369 

492 

395 

278 

467 

875 

391 
- - -

258 

255 

-127 

330 

-1 

-300 

-285 

-165 

64 

27 

-

Loon onim&l died July 1Q?2 

- - - - - - - -
( contL-;u.;d) 



Tt~b1a 4} . (continued) • 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - --(1) (~3) (34) (35) (36) (37) (3!!) (39) (40) (4lh) (42) (43) -- -- - -- - - - ·- -·- - - - - - - - - -~ - - - - ..; -- - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - -- - - -- - - - - - - - .. - -
' ll 369 16 ,197 -· 7 22 23 244 373 ~soa - ·- -· - -12 . -·· 702 20 'Rs. 50 ·sh6rea against 

' 
,. 1oen finance 

13 277 
f 

16 369 17 1!! 17 !!1 395. -174 Hs.so II· It \1 

' 14 261 .. 16 399 1!! 1!! 16. !!1 326 -1' Rs.so ~j II' II 

15 - . .. · 605' 33 Rs.so j; n II .. - - - -/ 

17.\ 16 1!!!! 3,6 452 - 23 12 49 456 54. Rs .-so II II It 

17 363 16 237 - 9 12. 23. .1a6 ·'' 478;. ;, -344 Rs.50 ll II II 

1g 456 16 233 ' 2g 246 36f 1\) - 13 . 14 -99 Rs,SO II " II 
0 
...:I 

19 37 16 473 - 15 29 1 g 329 .. · .. -16 -· Rs,·so · " " II 

20 -. - - - 214 -:-97 'Rs~ 50 ,, 
" II 

- - .. " - - - - - - - - - - - - - - --- - --- - - - - - - .• - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -·- - -- - - - - - - -- - --
(continued) 



T 01ble 43 • (continued) • 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - -- -·- - - - - - - - - - - --( 1) (33) (34) 
~ 

(35) (36) (37) (38) (39) (40) ( 41) . ( 42) ( 43) 
- - - - - - - - - - - - ;, - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -· - - -- -- - - - - -- - -
21 j86 16 149 - 8 15 ?4 316 251 -25 Rs.50 sheras against 

loan finance 

22 673 18 74 - 3 8 38 . ~926 184 -20 - - .. -
23 291 18 - 769 15 . i4" 16- . 1~7. 323 .366 . 

! ... .. 
24 421 18 131 - 8 9 - 23 .. 569 267 :.2 .... -

. 
' 1 . 

18 15 
.. ' JS 5 14 607 25' 94 740 - 25. 

. . ,. · . 
38' 26 . 681 18 437 65 ·- 12 21 ?-74 139 . 45 

27,. 236 18 468 15 2J 26 13.3 38i 127 N 
0 

6.'. 0). 

2~-. 557 18 66· 19. .3,1' 355'' 81 

29 491 18 177 33 8 13 27 458 481 ..,257' 
-·: 

30. 30 18 805· 188 16 34 2· 5 740 99 Anim·a.l died June 1973 - .. ; ' ' 

-'j ·:- - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - ... - - - --~- ~ - -- - - .. - - - ... - .,. - - - - - - - - - -- . - - - - - - - - -- ~~.~-. ,; ·•. 
(continued) 



T~b1~ 43 : (~ontinued) 

- - ~ ~ ": ~. - - - - - - -. _, -· --.- '- - ~- .-.- - - - - - - - - - - - .- .,. - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - -
(1) (33l, (34) .. 05). ·(36) - (37) .~(38) (39) (~.0) (41) (42) (43) - -. - - - - ·- - - - - - - - - - - - -.- - ·- - - - - - -· - - - - .. - - - - -· - - - - - - - ~ ~ - - - - -- - - - - -
31 

.... )2 

)3 
t,: 

34 

35 

,. 36 

37 

3!! 

39 

40 

392 

. "79 

153 

442 

432-

591 

439 

323 
. . 

'18 I 
1 '715 

1!! !!30 
. • I 

1!! 624 

19 365 

19 2S!! · 

19 ' 204 

19 '451 

19 ,. 444 

ltU ··119 411 

453 19 )5!! 

' 

141 

200 

16!! 

13 

95 

. 1!!7 

97 

. ~:·n 
127 

17 

16 
1) 

16 

11 

6 
' 

],.1 

13 

12 

9 

29 

)8 

31 

14 

1!! 

12 

19 

20 

1!! 

2? 72. 

4. 14 

9 ' 37 

23 203 

23 214 

31 821 

23 

17 

.22 

24 

. ' 
212 

118 

1'14 

283 

552 
.\ 

610 

510 

5M 

285 

. 234 

~68 

372 

343 

435 

139 ..... 

793 - ' .. 
6 ~ ~~ 1 9- ~ .. 

268 .~ 

370 

· .. . . 

' . 

~178 .Hs.SO shares ageinst loan finance; 
Animal sold Januery 1973, 

495 Hs.50 shares ageinst loan finance' 

-114 lis', 50 11 II " " • 

-2o7 :tts. 5o " II " II • 
154 }(5o 50 II II II 

4nima1 died December 1972 • . , ' 

,, • • 

- -- - -- - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -. - - -- - ~ - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - -- - - - - -
(continued) 



Table 4~ • (contlnued) • 

- --- - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - -(1) OJ) 04) (J5) (J6) (37) (38) (J9) 1 40) ( 41) (42) ( 4J) 
- - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - -- -- ·- - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ... ·- - - - - - -- - -- - - -

16 
'· ', 

41 - -304 .. .. 19 504 12Q .. 13 2~ " .97 J~6 ~43 hs. 50 she res against loan finance. - - - - •· .. - - .. -
42 684 Jl 1)16 37 16 JO 22 14J ?52 JJO Rs.· 45 II II II II • .. • ~Rs, 50· .. II II .. ·u . . ' • II • ,.·,, \ -:· . \· • ., 

·lst Animal died June 1973 • 
. , l'T:' ~:r·~564.~1~ .:·; ~·;;- 9 3:·. 

_,., 
408" 43 162 19 15 J4 )2 . "449 -· · ... - ·' 

20 24 
... 

44 446 19 339 55 12 18'9'' 158 -92 Rs. 45.sharas against loan finance. 
. \ . •. 

'·n8 J9 
·. : ··:400 ·)62 'Rs. 50' 45 120 14 .. - ... ,, II II II .... .· ~ 

46 190 19 554 23 12 41 10 38 .. 243 .-268 Rs, 40: II II II ' . II 1\) • .. • • .: ,. ' . ! ..... 
516 809 16 J7 17 86 :. 315 373 Rs. 50) II II II II 

0 
47 Jl • ~ .... : Rs •. '50) 

. ·,· .. 
10 28 20 .134 172 .. -111 'Rs. · ;o II II 48 375 19 329 3 .. II II • 

Rs. 9 paid cash. • 
; . ; 

~9 <· 435 19 )06 J 10 25 23 ,173 168 110 Rs, 50 shares against loan financo3; .. ··Rs. "9 paid cash • 

50 :. )2.) , . 
19 '402 .. 17 1) 25 17 98 401 -57 : Rs. :50 shares against loan finE•nce; 

.. . .. .Rs, 9 pa~d cash • ... . .. . . ·, . .. .. ' . ·. : : . ' -· ,.;. ·' --;- :. -·- .. - - : .,. .. - - - ,.. - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - -\- - - - - - - - - - - - - - --- . .. - ... 

(continued) 



Table 43 :.(continued) 

t1i- (3))- -<34i- t3Sl- -<36i- C37l- -:(js)·- t39l- -<4o)- i4il-: -!i:2i- (43l------ - - - - - - - - - - -
-.- -- - - -."" - - - -- - - - - ... ~ - - - - - ... -·- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -·- - ~ - -- -- - - - -
51 

52 

53 

54 

55 

56 

' '57 

sa 
59 
60. 

331 

547 
. 25S 

'192 

207 . ·-. 

-
)81 

~'197 

237 

)20 
. -. 

19 

19 

'19 

19 

. ,19 

-
19 

•19 

. 19 

19 

~28 

187 

394 

·437 

538 
' 

959 

276 

325 

407 

392 

3 

4 

41 
~lS 

67 

271 

-63 

'27 

27· 

51 

~4 

10 

l3 
14 

' .15 

14 
' 
6 

13 
16 

13 

. 
25 ... 17 .' .. 93 

14 29 393 

27. 14 .. · 73 , 

30 10 46 

31 11 44 

48. 

35 '20 178 

23. 11 66 
24 13 62 

26 17 94 

206. 

117 

367 

207 

318. Rs.- 50 shares against loan finance. 

46 Rs • 50 " " " II • 

II II II II 104 Rs. 50 • 
i., 

" " " " .. 
261 ::·236 · R~. so·· · " " .II " ! • 

761 466: R~. 9 paid cash. 

530. -180 Hs. 50 shares against loan finance. 

-648 - -3fJ7 -

218 · -64 Rs. ·so sheres against loan finance. 

)OS -33 -

--- -- ~- -·----- ----- -·----- -·---- .-------------------------- ----
(continued) 

N 
1-' 
1-' 



'1' bbl·a 43 : (continued) 

- - - - - - -
___________ _. _______ _ 

61 

62 

63 
!.'· 

64 

65 

66 
' . 

67 

69 

70 

,·-· 
!'..; -

264 

490 
•, . : 
342 

350 

. 503 

2S4 

564 

}33 

~ ; - - - - -

19 

19 

20 
·r 
20 

20. 

20 

20 

20 

?0 

20 

152 

162 
., 
2S7 

.. 
333 

346 

179 

309 

260 

129 

.&. - ~ - ·- -

26 

25 

122 

70 

2 

.. 

' 
9 

6 

12 

7 

10 

11 

9• 

11 

4 

11· 

.. 

14 

23 

14 
... -.· 
3S 

30 

12 

33 

22 

26 

- - __ "!' _____ _ 

26 

14 

25 

17 

1S 

25 

14 

1S 

2S 

17 

233 

297 

130 
( . 

117 

J90 

96 

14S 

. 635 

117 

- - - -· -

-----------· 
------------- - - - - - - - - - - - . 

12 -S7 Rs. 50 shares against loan finance; 
Animal sold July 1973. 

479 -269 Rs. 50 shares aga~nst loan fin~nce, 

21 

346 

292 

-S9 

115 its. 50 

-177 iis. 50 

-76 Hs. 50 

-293 Hs. 50 - .. 

n 

n 

II 

" 

1l 

n n 

n II 

II n 
. _; 

61 · -109 lis. 50 n 11 11 

Rg. ·~9 interest ·paid in cash. 

II • 
II 

,_: i. 

II • 
n • 

" • • 
111 · .-47 Rs. 50 shares against loan financ~; 

Rs. 23 inter~st paid in cash • 

-49 

55 
. '. 

-S5 

-75 

. , 
Rs. 50 shares against loan finance •. . . 
Rs • 50 " n 11 11 

Rs. • 28 interest paid. in :cash. ' 
• • 

• 

-- - '. - - .:. -:... - - ~-. ---· -- - .-. - - - - -·-· - - ·- - - . 
('continued)· " .. 
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.. . 

179' Rs~ 50 filiancei 7l 20 .,219 ·- 10 19 17 ··, -19 16 shares against loan 
. I Rs·.:.12 interest paid cash; Ile'ad Ju y 1973. 

' ' 
.. . 

72 146 " 21 551 - 12' 44 7. '27· 266 207 .Rs. 50 shares -sgeinst loan finance. 
. :'.• . ' 

73 447~' a 307 30 9 25 21 194 11'1·. 6e Rs .• jl peiq cash to cultivatori 
: . •\ ~' 

74 421! . 21 261 9 7· 31 2j:l. 297 . 253 -82' Rs.'39 pai!i;by cultivetorJ Animal died . 
. ' . September 1972 • 

75 -~ 221! 21' 499 38 11 31! 11 55 2 419 Rs. 50 share's against loen·finance. . 
76. I 2S8 n ·4l3 11 35 14 75 6a 130 Rs. 50 shares eeainst loan finance; .. ": 

•'; ., Animal died July 1973J 1\) 

i. ' · Rs. · 50 pe~_d_ cash to cultivator. ~ I. . . 
. . ,· .. ' i· 2 i .. 

77 " 509 30 <38 - .. 12: 17 - 165 -5f Rs;• 50 shares sgeinst loan finance; 
fl :• An;imal died J.une 1973. 

)o 
I i 

78 '427 i63 5 
. 

19 14 444' '75 28 - ·• 
- - - - ,;, -·- - - - - - - - -- - -·- - - - --- - - - - - - -- - - - -- - - -- - --- ·- - -- - --.. 



Table 43 gives the utilization and ·repayment of , , 
medium term loans for milch -animala far all' the farmers (qoth 
small and marginal). who received such::animals. The Table . 

·sets out details in.respect .. of .total milk yield, sales etc. 
and income from dairying for the two years 1971-72 and 1972-73. 
Most of the columns are self-explanatory and only a few need 
to be explained as given below. · 

(i) Column 15 :- 'Normally cash paid back to:·the 
society is equal to· the differen~·e .between coli.unns 6 and 7 and 
as given in column 8. However, this will be applicable in 
respect of finance provided by the Nationalized Banks. In 
case of finance provided by Co-operative Societies the amount 
paid in· cash towards repayment is ~ess and this as explained 1 

in column 43 'Remarks' arises as a·result'of the borro~er 
having contributed the difference towards share capital o~ 
the society. 

(ii) Column 18 :- Interest paid though shown. 
separately is included in payment by cash or through milk 
sales -etc. This was necessary in view of Nati-onaliz~d Banks· 
not collecting interest separately: but add it up to balance · 
due from the borrower. 

. ' 
(iii) Column 19 :- This represents -total repayment, 

inclusive of interest accounted and paid i.e. this column is· 
the total of columns 15 1 16 and 17. This again was necessary: 
as explained above in b.i). Nationalized banks calculate 
interest either at the ·end of every quarter, or six months as 
the case may be_, and the interest is· carried d·own to balance 
due. In effect ~his may result into compound interest. • 

· · (iv) Column 20 :- •The amount:·repres~nts balance ·or 
principal due £rom the borrpwer in case of Co-operative 
Societies. In case of Nationalized Banks element of interest 
is likely to be pres en"' !iS explained above .~n ...(iii) • -

(v). Column 26 :- The amount adj~sted. towards repay
ment is to include ~oth repayment of principal end interest. , 

(vi) Column 27· :-. In a 'few cases ·arter adjustment ... 
to repayment some cash payment to borrowers has been report~d· 
and the figure refers to the period 1st May 1972 to JOth· 
April 1973. - , 

-- \ ,.::_, 

(vii) Column 31 :- As per Coluinn 18. ··-: . . I 

(viii) Column ~2 :-As per column 19. 

(ix) Column ~i :- As per ColUmn 20. 

· (x) Collllllll 38 :- The average amount of repayment , 
refers to principal only, and that too through milk sales to
co-operative society. Repayment o~ principal in cash or 
through subsidies has been left out. This had to be so since 
the balance outstanding on 1st May 1973 has to be repaid only_ 
through milk sales or b_y- cash payment ... In.majority of the. . 
cases the subsidy has, ·already, been adjusted towards repay
ment. Calculated in this manner it will be possible to 
measure the burden of repayment in the unexpired period upto · 
maturity of the loan. . · 

(xi) Column 39:- As per column 38 the average amount 
here refers to amo~t of principal to clear the balance 
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outstanding. It is impossible to assess the int~rest payment 
that will be paid by the time the loan is cleared. 

. (xii) Column 40 :- Only principal repaid through milk 
sates has been cons~dered in this column. Balance outstandin~ 
in almost all· cases, barring loans from Ne.tionalized Banks ·" 
refer~ to principal·outstanding. In. case of loans from ' 
Na~io':lalized Banks. the balance outstanding need not be wholly 
pr~nc~pal nutstand~ng as a result of compound interest. 

(xiii) Columns 41 and 42 :- Income from milch animels 
i~ net o~ current expens~s but devoid of depreciation on the 

.m1lch an~als. Income, for both the years refers to income from 
-all the milch animals .and not the animal purchased against loan. 

' . 
·. ·. · It .has been· pointed out under 'Employment in Animal 
HUsbandry' that perceptible rise in employment is difficult to 

·judge and the only possible .ch.anges thf!t EJre likaly to be 
visible will be byway of increase in income either in the 
nature of·additional consumption ·of milk or additione.l milk 
sales. As will be seen from the Table even this increase in 
income has not•.materialised in majority of the cases. Income 
from milch anim&ls has generally been less in the survey year 
1972-73 than the previous year 1971-72. Factors that might 
have contributed.to this fall in income have been stated 
earlier and the-major contributory factor;was· the rising cost 
of fodder that had, eaten ;into inc0me from .:milk yield. Home 
consumptien has not. materially changed nor·have sales increased 
in-~he survey year 1972-73• ·There ere. quite a few cases that 
have ·su£fered·los~:~es.•during the .. survey year. 

-. , · · : ,Repayment of balance outstanding on 1st May 1973 raises 
a prob).:em in quite a ·nillnbe:t' of. cases. Consid~ririg Column!! 37, 
38;.~9 and 40 it fa feared that. quite a few cultivators are 
likely to run into overdues by the time the ioan matures• · 
Since .the subsidy has been adjusted against repayment of the 

.loan,, the balance outstanding as on 1st May 1973 will have to 
'be niet out of milk sales. The average sales per month: .f.or the 
previous-period )lpto 30th April 1973 does not assure th!it the 
average:sales:required to clear the loan at .the end of the. 
mat;ui'ity' of loan can be met. The period available does· not· 
take into consideration the dry period of the animal upto 
maturity of loan and ~o that extent the average repayment 
·~alcUlated could be on the low side since the actual period 
for which:milk sales will be possible would be less. Even as 
the figures tell, the actual per month· sales and the required 
per month sales to clear the loan are in the ratio of 1:4 and 

-more in quite a few cases and that the r~payment does not look· 
l'ikely. Alternately, the balance of repayment due i.e. 
outstanding as on 1st ·May 1973 as a proportion of repayment of 
printipal'effected through milk.s~_es varies ,from as l.ow as 17 
per cent to as high as 559 per cent for small farmers an~ 
between 12 per cent and 6500 per cent for marginal farmers. 
These are no doubt extremes but there are sufficiently l&rge 
number of cases·where the balance outstanding happens to be 
afound:l30 per.cent to,250 per cent•of repayment ef principal 
effec-ted through milk sales. upto 30th April-197.3~ . . .. - ·. . . 



CHAPT.t!:R V 

SUJ.11•IARY AND CONCLUSIONS 

I 

. The operation of all the agricultural developmental 
progr8mmes have, althrough, bee~ heavily in favour of large 
and to an extent middle farms as against the small holdings 

. which constitute the major .portion of th•3 farming household •. 
•"lherev::r the new technology has made an .impact on. 'agricultural 
production the resulting benefits'by way Qf increased returns 
hava not been equally shared by: different size group farms· 
with the result that the rich have grown riche~ arui-the poor 
poorer or at least comparatively poorer. The majority of small 
family farms have not taken up the new teqhnology, may be 
because of situations of physics~ and/or economic uncertainty 
that results into self-provisioning production as the essential 

-means of livelihood and wherefore, these small family farms are 
frequently found to prefer cultivating_. varieties which· provide 
them with maximum security with mfriimum 'expense.·· Inv:fjriably 

· these happen to be. established local varieties o:r> its' ·•variants 
that had been in vogue fo~ quite sometime • 

. ,. 
The handicaps faced_by the small farmers.differ from 

_area to area. Adoptio!).'.of new technology would imt<>lve deeper 
commitment than is involved with well established local . 

· _. varieties and essential,ly :the small farmers 1 resources do not 
properly fit into t·he· ·requirement of new technology. If the 
small and marginal ftirme;rs.-. are to be brought into the maj,nstream 
of the developmental ef:t:ort some specific projects, for 'the • 
potentially viable small' farmers and.marginal.farmers, needed 
to be:formulated that would improve both the 'resource endow
merit' and.the 'resourc~ p~oductivity 1 of their holdings. The 
two·prograinmes,. SFDA and-MFAL, were formulated with this aim 
in view and to make available to small and marginal farmers . 
the necessary .. inputs~'including credit. to enable them to 
participate in the'avail&ble ·technology and thereby improve the 

- pr.oductivity of their parcel of land through intensive agriculture' 
and diversifying their·activities so as to secure supplement&ry 
source of.'income from suitable subsidiary occupations. The 
aim was, necessarily, to move th~ farmers from the previous 

·position of mere conservation to that of consolidation., The 
change-over from mere cdmservation to consolidation being· 
brought about. by broadening the base of production but without 
increasing the physical area under the farmer's command. · 
Commensurate:with this aim the farmers were to be provided . 
with long term credit for investment in land development, 
development of irrigation th:rough wells etc. The objectJ.ve :· 
was to enable the farmer to get adequate inc.ome from his fe,rm 
and off-farm business ·to pay for.what may be called 'model,._;'' 
living' and _service the credit for current operations and , 
investment. 

·u 

. It is really difficult to devise a satisfactory de!ini-. 
tion to distinguish small farmers· from large and mid.dle 
farmers.·"~.Some observations describing the economic activity·. 
could be maae but these cannot be used. as"workab.le proposition· 
since these would.fail to pinpoint as to which of the farmers 
would really b~long to the category of the small farmer. 
Between small and marginal farmers,.identifying small farmers 
was of greater importance as the floor area of land holding 
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for ~small farmer would set'ihe limit to the ceiling of the 
mergJ.nal farmer's lend holding for inclusion under MFAL 
scheme •. _.,~he more im_portant distinguishing feature, beside the 
land holdJ.ng, proposed by tha schemes and the Project reports 
was the 'Potential Viability' of the small fermer. While the 
small farmers were potentially viable, the marginal farmers 
were not only non-viable but ware expected to remain non-viable 
a~ least, for quite S?me pefj,od in the future. The potentially' 
Vl.eble smell fermer WJ.ll qe such a fermer who in e given period 
of time will become ecqnomically viable as a result of various 
aids given to him in. order to make him and his family a viable 
econqmic unit so that _he does not have to depend anymore on 
the subsidie~ aJ?-d.a:i,ds to keep his unit a going concern. The 
concept of Vl.abJ.lity.relates to a circumstance where the 
given economic unit_is.capable of sustaining itself and there
fore, the aim.of the progra~e refers to the movement of small 
farmers, participating in the schemes·and receiving subsidies, 
to self-supporting status where the'beneficiaries would take 
to normal institutional facilities of financing their produc
tion. Land is the only resource for employment and income and 
the. viability ~riterion, therefore, needs to be defined in 
terms of income and in defining the sma.ll farmer the income 
criterion has. to b.e :trt;tnsla:ted .in terms of land holding. No 
unifo:m d~fihi~ion-can be laid down in tariirs of size of holding 
as this sJ..ze may vary: from area to area according to producti
vity and economics·of.·land. 

·. · ·Generally the holdings between 2.5 to 7.5. acres were to 
be covered under the small farmers programmes and holdings less . 
than 2.5 acres under marginal farmers programmes. The criterion 
was n'~t laid down. for.J.~rigated and unirrigated land or the 
comb~hation 'of boUF.nor was any income criterion specified-. 
The ·rough ·form1,1.la f;Qr-conversion of wet and dry land. to arrive 
at· an effective size of holding was to be based on the estima
tion bf·likely income from· such lands. Since income was to be 
considered only for the purpose of the conversion ratio, 
income .from land or other. subsidiary occupations etc. ·was 
tot"ally neglected or· connived at leaving the identification · 
of small farmers. wholly-to the discretion of each Agency which 
could set the cE!iling ·at 7. 5 acres of perennially irrigated 
land. The.potential Viability of the small farmer goes by 
the board •. ·Evan for arriving at this holding·the directions 
were not ·least clear. whether such· a holding was to be a family 
holding or the individ\l.al land holder•s·holding. Only subse
quently,·the·Jv!inistry-.of Agriculture, Government of India, · 1 

became aware of the lacuna.and clarified that family holding 
was to be the basis of identification. The Ministry, further, 
added,that.the.proposed-ceiling on holding was to be in 
respect. of 'operational. holQ,ing' but. did· not care to define 
it. · The 0pera:tional- holding was open to various interpreta
tions as can be seen fro!D Agenda' Paper, .relating to Farm . 
l'lanagement Studies, of July 1967 •. with so many ways in whJ.ch 
the operational holding was ·defined, "it was at least necessary 
to have ·indic1:1ted the definition that .the l<!inistry deems fit 
to follow. To add to this the Ministry: st&tE!d that the 
schemes of SFDA and MFAL were meant to cater to the 'non..:.. · r 
viable' agriculturists. So far as margirial farmers were · · .: · 
concerned there is no reason to think ·that they were not only 
non-viable ·as of now but were expected to remain non-viable 
for quite some period in the future. However, it is_very 
striking to know tl\at even the small farmers, . tool were · 
supposed to be non,..vi,abl.e •. In fact as the inJ.tia programmes 
indicated the important distinguishing feature 0f the_sm~ll · . 
farmers was their 'potential viability' and not non-vJ.abJ.lity. 
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Through its various directives the Ministry invariably shied 
away from setting up any income criterion that would make the 
small farmer family a viable economic unit. In the end th~ 
distinguishing feature of 'potential viability' of the small 
farmer was diluted, watered down and ultimately almost 
discardad, so that as the ·final result it was only the size of.· 
land. holding that ·became the distinguishing feature between 
the small and mc.rginal farmer.·· 

. ~hi! SFDA-l-iF.AL Agency, Chiplun, comprising five talukas 
of. ltatnelgiri district and three talukas of Satara district, 
found the size of holding specified (2.5 ~o 7.5 acres for 
smal.l f~:rmer and upto 2. 5 acres for· me~rgiri!:ll farmers) unsatis
factory_ as it equated all the categories of l~:.nd and would not 
tCike irito ·consideration availability of irrigation _facility,. · 
productivity of particular class of land etc. The agency 
differentiated various categories of land as "(i) irrigated 
rice land (ii) rain-fed paddy land, (iii) ·Warkas land, (iv) 
perennia.liy irrigated land, (v) seasonally irrigated land and 
{vi) unirrigated or dry land~ The suggested workable.relation
ship of different categori"es of land as. equivalent to each 
other was as below. .· . . 

.h> Irrigated Rice'Land ·. 
: ( 2), Rain;;.fed, Paddy. Land 

.. ·· (JLPerennially Irrigated land-
• r ( 4). Seasonally Ir:rigated~. Land . 
· · ( 5) :UD:irrigated; -'Or Dry Land : 
~6) llarkas Land 

2.5 to 7.5 acres 
·3.0 to 9.0 acres 
2.5 to 7.5,acres ... " 

. 5•0 to ~5·;o···acres 
. 7.5 to 22.5 acres 
10.0-to 30.0 acres 

To confirm ·.the proposed relationship the Agency appointed 
a study group to prod1.1ce· the economic relationship between 
various· c~:>tegories of land with some factual reasoning·based 
on local information. Accordingly the study group came out 
with two- reports, first on 18th December.l971 and the second 
on 14th August 197~, mostly based on the same ·cltita bu"t with · 
dr.astically different results. In both the ·reports comparison 
o:f' various cat.egories' of land was. based on net income from 
such land., It" the f'irst report was to be relied upon the· 
acreage prescribed for various categories of land had ·to b~ 
set at a lower level. The second report ··confirmed the rela
tionship on the. basis of ·n.et income, but:• being based on the 
same data seems to be more a result of manoeuvring the net 
income from land rather than a clean-result of the survey 
data. One fails to understand how based on t~e· same data, 
income from s 0me categories of lanA changes so drastically 
from Rs. 1600 per acre of_perennially irrigated land in the 
first report to·barely Rs. 400 per acre from the same.land in 
the second report. Neither.the Agency nor the study group .. 
could .explain the discrepancy. Based on·-the first report the 
maximum income for a small-farmer ranges between Rs. 710, 
based on 10 acres of Warkas lan4, to Rs. 12000 end more, 
based on 7.5 acres Q! pe~ennially irrigated land. The second 
r~port produced the income limit of Rs. 3000 and a little more. 
It seems likely that the·Agency had thought of Rs. 3000 net 
income to make e small. farmer famdlY a viable one though this 
was never stated explicitly• The real edvant«ge of' such a . 
manoeuvre was that cultivators with perennially irrigated 
holding upto 7.5 acres or its equivalents in other-categories 
could be allowed to secuz:e the benefits of t?e programme • 

. . 
Another metter relates to definition of 'Irrigated . 

Lends'. The study group and·consequently the'Agency accepted 
the "definition of irrigated ;Land as given under. Section 6A·of 
the B.T. end :A.L. ,Act, 1948 •. _Thia definition effectively 

. ... . , .. . 
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:xcludes ir:ig~te~ la~ds _which have be~n the result of private 
~n~estm~nt ·~n ~rr~gat~on. The same definition need not have 
b:en accepted for identification since the purpose was quite 
d~fferent. _By accepting this definition the effective ceiling 
on.~and holding of a small farmer became22.5 acres of un
irng:'te~ land o: 30 acres of \~arkos land irrespective of the 
~re~ ~r:~gated, ~n such.a holding, by private sources of 
~rr7g~t7on. By not gi~~n~ this mHtter sufficiont thought the 
dehn~t~on ~ec<;>mes. preJud~ced in favour of· farmers with priv~·te 
sources. of ~rr~gat~on. to the exclusion of others. 

'"~ ·' 

Similarly,- 1 Kumri 1 lands which c.re more or less akin to 
ordint~ry -'.'warkas' .lands .h~o~d b.een:•.-considered in two taluk~o~s of 

-Jawali and Mahabaleshw&r but such lands were excluded while 
ident~fying small f~o~rmers in P~o~tan-taluka.: By continuing this 
omiss~on no uniformity of defini.tion is maintained within the 
jurisdiction of the same Agency. After all if the extent of 
'Kumri 1 land .is meagre there sho.uld be no difficulty in 
correcting the 'Master List' of;identified farmers and on the 
other hand. if the extent of such I Kumri I lanci is quite 
substanti&l that could be the very reason why the •Master List' 
needs to be corrected to have a· uniform ·pattern in all the . · 
\alukas f&lJ.ing wi thlJ.l the Agency's jUrisdiction. 

· .. ·· · Economic entity, the family, was :the major concern of 
identification of smalL end marginal fariilers as per the proposed 
programmes of SFDA aria:MFAL. For some reason, -or other th.e 
identification in this .project was of the --•Legal entity'"tl1e ·· 
landholder as per the Village Form SA. This has, naturally, 
·resulted into identifying more than one ~mall and/or marginal 
farmer in a single family that atay.s.:tog.ether and cultivates 
the lands of all the land holders in the family as a single 
enterprise. The master ·lists prepared on this basis are -to ·be 
scrutinized· and corrected td the exclusion of all the 
identified farmers whose family holdinijs are larger than the 
l!laximum adopted,or whose income from all·sources is substantial. 

III .. 
The Agency was expected to start .functioning from lst 

April 1970, but that was delayed on some grouads or other and 
the working started from October 1970. By end of March 1973 
the· agency had_ completed a little more than two years of 
functioning. The progress reports submitted ·to the Agency 
meetings were. rarely meant to report the actual work and . 
invariably resulted into game of numbers. Targets for cert~o~~n 
items were decided in acreage while the reporting of progress 
used. tQ·. be the nuinhet of a.pplicants, loan sanctioned and 
disburseii.etc. The ri!inimum that the Agency could have done 
in reporting progress was reporting the area for which loans 
have been sought, sanctioned aad disbursed· along ~th numbe: 
of loanees'etc, This information is invariably available ~th 

. the firianCirtg institutions. and' could have. been made u~e o:f to 
give a better reporting of the Agency's activity• Th7s could 
have given some idea as ·to how the pa~icular scheme ~s 
progressing and is being respond~d to ~n r~lstion to th~ targ<-t 
set for the yetoJr or since incept~on• Even the alternat~ve 
manner to assess-the area etc. is not open to arrive at a 
fair judgement in·view of the differing rates o~ per acre 
financing prescribed by the Agency and- as_pract1sed by.the. 
financial institutions. If the progress ~s to be me~ngf~lly 
reported there needs to be quite an amount of improvement ~n 
doing so. Curiously no member of the.Agency's committe~ ever 
raised the matter and everybody was more or lass satisf~ed 
with the number of applications collected, sanctioned and 
amount of loan disbursed etc. 
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By the end of March '1973 the sdhemes {both SFDA and 
~WAL) had'be~n operative for at least two years. Tha.Agency 
took the review of its progress at the end-of this period. 
Targets es per- project report,. achievement by end of March 1973 · 
and the balance expected to be fulfilled by end of March 1976. 
( t_he _period of the schemes was extended for a period of two 
y~ars from March 1974· to March 1976) were_ as gJ.Ven below: 

Item 
"• 

. 

Target 
as per 
project 
report 

Small Farmers 

1. Land Development . 19000 j 
(acres) 

2. Land Levelling (acres j 1000 ·:.~ 
3. Plough Bullocks (Nos. 2000 
4. Milch Animals (Nos.) 5000 
5. Cattle Sheds· (Nos.) · 2000 
6 •. Poultry Units (Nos.) 2000 
7 • ..,.N~ .\'I ells . · · 1500 
8. Repairs 'to Old Wells 1000 

. 3000 
9. Pump_ se~s; Electric 

. Motors; etc. • · . 
10• In"tensJ.ve .CultJ.- · 

. !ati'on '( ae·res) ' .. ll6200 ' 

Marginal Farmers 

1 .• Land Development · 
_2000 l-. Ca~rea) -· 

2.· Land Levelling (acres) 200 
3. Plough Bullocks (Nos.) 200' 
4. Milch Animals (Nos. ) 1000' 
5. Cattle Sheds 300 
6. Poultry Units 1500 
7. New Wells 300 

· 8~ Repairs to Old Wells 100 
9. Pump sets, Electric- .. I 

Z.iotors, . etc. 200 
10. Intensive Culti-

·vation (acres) 16200 

· Achieve- · No. of Balance 
ment farmers 

31st March bene-
1973 fited 

285 356 10715. 

347 . 301 1653 
1120 ll20 3880. 

2 4 1998' 
74' ··74. 1926 :·: 

135 158 1365 
22 .33 978 

125 141 2875. -
-· 

4335 111865 

116 255 2014 · .. 
.• 

16 ' .35. 184'-
-_614 614 386 

. 300 
15 15 1485 
35 40 265 

6 6 94 

50 .56 .150 
-

10225- 5975· 

Targets and achievements refer to-main items and 
ce.rtein other items such. as Konkan Bandharas, Lift Irriga
vion schemes etc. have been left out as these are essentially 
-collective schemes for investment whereas those given above 
are individual items of. investment though at. times two and ... 
more individuals come together. . · · , . ·. - . : 

• • . f • • • 

The·progress as.seen from the figures given above is 
not_ at 'all encouraging and a lot more effort and extension 
work'will have to be put in if any achievement nearer the 
target set is going to be achieved at the·end of-March 1976. 
The achievement looks very poor when operative area of the 
two schemes (8 blocks for SFDA and 2 blocks for MFAL) and the 

Dumber of eligible farmers (122804 under SFDA and 74839 under. 
:MFAL) under the respective schemes is taken into.consideFation. 
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IV 

. · The sample of beneficiaries was limited to long term u~d 
medium term loenees only. Total sample size was 6) and 107 
farmers for SFDA and MFbL respectively. Nhen the field-work 
was started it was found·that some of the selected beneficiaries 
had lifted loans .for other·investment included under the pro
grammes. While the sample size remained the same the number 
of beneficiary families under each item changed the itemized 
distribution being as below: 

Purpose 

1. New Wells 
· 2. Repair to Old Wells 
3. Oil Engine, Electric Uotor etc. 
4. Water Supply, Pipeline etc. 
5. Land Levelling and·Development 

etc. 
6. Milch Animals 

No. of Beneficiary 
cultivators 

----------------------·sFJ>A 

4 
1 
1 
5 

10. 

47 

MFAL 

3 
2 
1 
g 

21 

7S 

The maximum area that' a small farmer could hold for 
being eligible to participate in the prog~amme, was stipulated 

, at 7 • .5 acres of perennially irrigated land or )0.0 acres of 
~larkas land. These two limits are the extremes of ·the best 
and the coarse category of land and the maximum for other . 
categories lies in between these ~wo extremes. The floor area, 
2.5 acres of perennially irrigated land and its equivalents in 
other categories ·of land; for the small farmer s.et the <:ailing 
for the. marginal farmers land holding.. Conversi.on ratios, for 
various categories of lend were decided in terms of Warkas la.nd 
,as no farmer can be expected to hold land in any given single 
category. As per the lower and the upper.limits laid down for 
identification some belo~ the lower limit end above the upper 
limit could be included under the small farmers programmes. 
Marginal farmers had no low~r limit and hence all those above 
2.5 acres·.of peren.nially irrigated -land or its equivalent in 

·other categories should in fact be under small f~~e~s.pro
gramme. in .case farmers satisfy: land h.olding prescribed. for 
small farmers. However this, was not observable in the sample 
'as instead of farmers family holding being considered for 
identification the Agency·considered the individual lend holders 
holding as per Village Form SA. ·The Agency should have . 
provided for the fol1owing provisos for identification of 
small end marginal farmers considering family as the unit 
rather'then en individual land holder. . . 

fi) Members of the. family staying together and 
cultivating lands as a single enterprise, should not be treated 
as small or marginal· farmers even if the individual.lend ho~der 
qualifies on the. basis of prescribed lend.holding for identi
fication but the.total land held by the family does not qualify. 

(ii) Land.held outside'the village bye given farmer 
should be taken into consideration for' deciding the eligibility 
of the farmer and if such area (within the village plus outside 
the village) exceeds the prescribed limit that farmer should 
be .excluded from participating in the programme. 

(iii) As a converse to (i) above, if members of a given 
£emily were staying separately and cultivating land indivi
dually, they should be identified as small or marginal farmers 
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if thc.dr individual e>refJ held falls within the prescribed 
limit evan if, as per land record, land held by such indivi
duals appears in the name of a single member. 

The s&mple, thou;:;h drawn on the basis of an individuc;l 
loanee, took into consideration the fc;mily holding since the 
interest in the smbll or the morgin~;l f;:;rmer is in terms of the 
1 economic 1 Entity re;th 2r thon a 1 L~gal' entity and it was 1 
therefore, deemed fit to consider tr,:; family holding rather 
them the individual beneficic:ry 1 s holding. In fact the whole 
fc.mily bcmefi ts as a result of the individual's inclusion in 
the progranune rather th~:m the individual alone. 

Income frDin agriculture was the major source of income 
for both the set of farmers. The rise in total income in 
1972-73 over tb&t in 1971-72 vras esssntially the result of rise 
in income from agriculture over the previous year. This rise 
in income from agriculture was essentially the result of rise 
in harvest prices of various agricultural produce and not the 
result of rise in production. There was a fantastic rise in 
the value of fodder and this was a result of poor rains during 
the year 1972-73 both in respect of its distribution and totbl 
precipitation. As a result of shortfall of rainfall ~11 the 
crops suffered and the production was slightly more than fifty 
per cent of the previous year 1971-72. The rise in fodder 
prices was felt an the income from milch animals. While there 
is a small rise or fall in milk production the sales .remained 
more or less at the previous level i.e. the year 1971-72 end 
so also the consumption by the farmer's family. The fodder 
prices pushed up the maintenance cost of milch animals end at 
the same time the price per litre of milk sold to society 
remained the same as in 1971-72. This was the major factor, 
besides other factors such as animals in milch during 1972-73, 
their yi2ld 1:!nd tctal period for 1-rhich these wer0 in milch 
etc., tbet adversely affected the income from milch animals. 

8hort term finbncing of agriculture need not be looked 
into detail. Crop loc.ns have al..rnost become iJays ;;md !F.eans 
udv~:mces bnd tile repayment of previous yebr 1 s dues and fresh 
borrow:ci1g for the L1coming year is almost a formality that the 
rules d<:lmand. Nedium tarm loans were solely disbursed for milch 
anim&ls and 47 bnd eO milch anim9ls wer,; supplied to 47 and 78 
mbrginal farmers respectively. All these animals were 

lUpplied b~tween November 1970 and November 1972. Of these 14 
and 5 animals supplied to small and marginal farm~rs respec-
tively hEld been ·.~i th the beneficiaries for a period of one yeEJr 
or more by the time field-work was started. It means only 19 
a.nimals had contributed towC>rds income from dairying in any 
significunt measure in the year 1971-72, the contribution to 
such income for the same year in respect of others being much 
less. Repayment of balance outstanding on 1st f-1ay 1973 is 
likely to raise problems in quite a few cases. It is feared 
that quite a few cultivators are likely to run into overdues 
by the time the loan matures. Subsidy on cost of milch 
anim&ls r.ad, already, been adjusted towards repayment of the 
loan and the balance outstanding will have to be met out of 
milk sales. The av2ra.ge sales per month upto 30th April 1973 
do not assure that the averoge sEJles required to clear the lo~n 
at the end of the maturity period can be met. The unexoired . 
period upto maturity does not take into consideration the dry 
period of animals upto maturity of loan and to that extent the 
average repayment calculc,ted could be on the low side since 
the actual period for which milk sales will be possible would 
be less and t~e amount will be the sam8 as on 30th Aprill973. 
Even bS the f~gures tell, th'" actual per month sales and the 
required per month sales to clear the loan, within the 
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unexpir.,d period upto m&turity, <·re in the r&tio of 1:4 8 nd 
morG 111 qulte a feH csses. Th(! bc:Jl~nce outstbndinf'" on lst i":v 
lr''73 , . ~ o , ? c;S a proportJ.on o! rcv&J' . .l8i1t of principal <2ffected t: 1ro ,·.·, 
nulk sc.lc~s van. as from c.s loo1 e>S 17 p,'r c.nt to 8S hi ~h , 5 "5'' 
per c"nt for sr.:EJll fc.rm rs ond b·:t1·12 .. n 12 p~r cent <Jnd 6500' ' 
per c~nt lor mar[J.nal farm~rs. Int0rcst is not taken note of 
both L1 r.csp.cct of r~pay~.,nt upt.o 30th -"•pril 1S73 ~omd the 
balc.nce outs:.unding to be rcp&id by the mlJturity of the lo~;n. 
Interest p8ymcnt th8t wiihl be: due by t:ce time the outst··ndin
bc.l&nce is cloor8d is difficult to ossess and hence. 1ves u nec-l~ctcd 
at both the places. " 

.As in the cc,se of mGdiwn t2rrr. lo:::ms, loen2es with lont; 
~erm ~o~ns for Ne>w •_le~l~, _l10nd lCJvel~inr; and developr:1lmt ate., 
are fdCJ.ng the possJ.bJ.lJ.tJ.dS of o!eroues. The oustanding on 
~Oth June 197~ J.S the. r0sul t of dJ.ffering periods of loan 
J.s~ue 1 borrowl!:gs dur1ng tha yebr 197~-73 und repaymcmt of 
prJ.ncJ.pc.l fallJ.ng due. Tha inv0stm:::mt vmrks proposed have not 
J;leen completed and ~ome of the beneficiories have olregdy run 
J.nto ov·~rdues, the J. temised overdues being as given below: 

No. of N~ Ovc:rdues on 
ben;ofi- over- E!Ccount of 
ciory dues ---------------

Item families lst 2nd 
instal- instal-
ment m<mt 

Small Farm'•rs 
1. New ~Jells 6 2 4 
2. Rep<cirs to Old Wells 1 1 
3. 'dater Supply etc. 5 2 2 1 
~. Oil i<-ngine , etc • 1 1 
5. :·nd Development $ 3 4 l 

'£ote;l 21 9 6 6 

I•larginal Farmers 

l. ;~ e;o wells 3 1 2 
2. R8pb.irs to Old ,Jells 2 2 

.). •later Supply .JtC • $ 3 5 
4. Land Developm8nt 22 5 9 $ 

Totbl 35 9 9 17 

The difference in the numb2r of families arises (in 
respect of small f~;rm<=rs) as El result of one fbmily having· 
lifted-loan for two itoms. Benefici.bries who h8ve run into 
overdues after having lifted only the first inst8lment of the 
loan may h<Jve to f8ce difficulties in completing the proposed 
~10rks as second inst<Jlment of the loc.n will not be availBblc 
until the overdues c.re cl8e;red or the instalment ovardue has 
been rescheduled. 

There are certain matters relating to subsidy that need 
c.tt,enti.on. The Project reoorts st8t9 th,"t subsidy will be 
able to meet the gap in se~urity. However, meeting the gap 
in security is not the role of subsidy. Subsidies &re propos~d 
\·rith a vie1'1 to lessen the burden of repayment in the initifJl 
period. So far as subsidy on milch cattle is concerned there 
are·no problems •. Subsidies on cost of long term investment 
raise the problem of c.djusting the subsidy amount to loan 
account or repayment. Since the maximum benefit has to ~o to 
the small or marginal farmer, the subsidy nPeds to be adjusted 
to loan amount and not to'lards repayment rmd this can be done 
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without ~xtending the period of loan and without any loss to 
the financing institutions. The financing institutions will 
not get what is not due to them when subsidy is adjusted to 
loan amount and the cultivbtors stand to benefit by making a 
lower total payment over the ten year period and also through 
a reduction in equated annual instalment. In addition to this 
the procedure proposed in Chapter IV allows each cultivator at 
least one clear season before the commencement of repayment of 
principal. Since repayment of long term loans for investment 
is to come out of the increased income resulting from such an· 
investment it is absolutely necessary that the cultivator gets 
a minim~ period of one crop season to derive an increased 
income before commencement of repayment of principal. 

The aim of the programmes was to improve the resource 
endowment and resource productivity of the small and marginal 
farmer., This aim was to be achieved through subsidies etc. for 
investment in agriculture and subsidiary occupations ancillary 
to agriculture that would result-into more-employment for the 
farmer's famimy and also an increase in income. The selection 
of sample, as stated earlier, was wholly based i~ respect of
investment loans (long term and medium term loan benefici~ries) 
only and short term loans relating to intensive cultiation etc. 
were not taken note of. Under the circumstances increase in 
employment in agriculture will not be observable unless and 
until the proposed investments are completed. In view of the 
fact tha-t -most· -of the-proposed investment works are still (i.e. 
June 1973) incomplete,-it is not possible to make any observa
tion as -to whether employment in agriculture is increasing or 
not. As is well understood most of the new technology is· · 
largely dependent on assured water supply to crops, ··and everi 
this technology is yet in an experimental stage.rather than a 
foregone conclusion. It may need to be adapted to_ particular 
conditions of soil, rainfall etc. of a given _area apd then -· 
along with this to the particular constraints faced by the 
individual cultivator. Even where water is not a major 
constraint the adoption of particular varieties of seed, crop 
rotations -etc. need some time to get adjusted. The extension of 
area under High Yielding Varieties of Rice and Jowar is not 
very encouraging. Even when the achievement had been note-· 
worthy certain questions need to be_answered before accepting 
the figure o~ achievement; how much of the increase in area is _ 
the result of natural spread and how much the result of . · 
increased seed distribution by the department; had any follow 
through been m~ntained in respect of previous participants 
and so on. The sample farmers by and large dQ not report use 
of any other variety of seed for paddy, jowar etc. than the · 
local ones or the ones that had been ;n vogue for quite some 
time. As the cropping pattern for ~he. two years, 1971-72 and 
1972-73, reports t-here ar·e no cases· of. HYV paddy and .only two 
or three cases of HYV Jower' accounting for an insignificant · 
area of total aree under J owar. 

Once it is well understood that HYV had not made much 
of a dent in the cropping and for whatever reasons and also 
that the long term·investment is still in the process of · 
execution end completion, there is-no possibility of any 
increase in employment in agriculture as such. Under the 
circumst&nces employment data, pertaining to agriculture, 
presented refers to the current cropping and husbandry practices 
and does not· report anything by way of increase in employment 
etc. This data, in fact, Will serve only a-limited purpose . 
of reporting the existing employment pattern in agriculture. 
Its further use will be to assess the changes in employment . 
at a subsequent l>eriod when invest'ment ·in land _'Qy way. of -
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-
New 1'/ ells, Repairs to Old Wells etc, &re completed by·' the 
cultivator and at least one constraint to their t&king up to 
ne~ crop variet~es and then to the new technology is removed, 
Th~s, for carta;m, as<>umes that tha·short term credit will not 
be a constraint that will keep the cultivators away from the 
advantages,of new technology, Howevar, other constraints such 
&s risk, security expectations etc, are not taken note of at 
the moment, These. can become observable when the resource 
position makes it posslble to take up the new crop varieties, 
new set of rotations etc, that are expected to go a long way 
towards increase in employment and income, · 

The above relates to family labour in agriculture, 
.Agricultural wage labour, too, would be facing the very condi
tions~ Additional employment opportunities for them are not 
likely to o.ccur unless the investment in land has been 
completed and the new technology pursued by the farmers • 

. . . . . There is. very little that can be said of in~rease in 
employment in non-agricultural occupations. The existing 
employment pattern might ·or might not show any worthwhile change 

"After all this change is more likely to be affected by the 
felt needs of the pz:eponderent class. of cultivators and agri-
cultural labourers •. · . · · 

The last category is that of employment in dairying end 
animal husbandry, .Unlike investment.in lend 1 investment in 
milch animals ·materialises the moment the em.mal has been · 
purchased. The diffipulty arises with the assessment qf addi
tional employment re~ulting from such an 1nvestment in milch 
animal, Aftez: all ma-jo.rity-of the cultiva.t·ors have some · 
livestock and an addi.tional· one animal· is cnot likely to add to 
the existing. employment that can be really observed and assessed 
Thus, perc.eptibl.e .changes ·in .employment-are difficult to judge. 
The only possible changes that are.likely to be visible will be 
by. way pf.increase in income either in the~ature of additional 
cQPs~ption or.additional milk sales. ·Even this rise in income 
has• not materialised, As will be remembered, majority of the 
milch.animals purchased against loan finance were during the 
p·eriod .October. 1971 and Ma]:'ch 1972. Even amongst the rest 
~here ar~ only a few animals that had a clear one year period 
"by the .time the field-work. started, Under the circumstances 
it :will not be very much wrong to assume that, barring in a · 

.. f:ew cases, the· contribution: of milch animals,· purchased against 
·loan, to income from dairying will not ba of much consequence 
and wherefore in larger number of cases income from.milch 
animals, for the year 1971-72, refers to previous' livestock 
of the cultivators. Bearing this in mind-we find that income 
from dairying in. the survey year 1972-73 is .less -than that in 
1971-72 in almost all cases. .Various factors, as enumerated 
earlier, might.have contributed to this but the main factor 
was the ~sing cost of fodder"that has eaten into the income 
from milk yield. Home consumption has not materially changed 
nor have the sales increased in the survey year 1972-73. There 
are a few cases th~t have suffered losses during-1972-73. On 
the ·whole even rise in income though expected had not 
materialised. -If this· situation, raising costs of maintenance 
eating into income from milk yield, continues for another two 
years i.e. upto·-.maturity of the. loan then the much expected 
rise. in income. will mostly be not there.· This would, at the 
most, mean that the· newly· purchased.milch animal might be_ 
able to pay for_itsl;!lf, cost plus interest of loan upto 
repayment, and there might be only a marginal rise in income 
from· dairying to the farmer. If this really occurs, the real: 
gains will accrue to the farmer at the end of four or five · 
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years from the date'of purchase of the milch animal. This 
gain, too, is based on the assumption that the calf immediately 
after the purcht;se of the animal is a: heifer that at the end of 
four ye~rs will be about to calve and then_start yielding milk, 
The cost of raising and maintaining such a heifer has already 
been accounted undar maintenance cost o~ milch livestock and · 
reduction in net income from dairying. 

Unfavourable land/labour ratio happens to be, a major 
factor coming in the way of increased employment and income. _ 
Generally it is the land that is the. limiting factor for increased 
production. The proposed product mi~ will have to be of the 
nature that will increase not .only. incomes but. employment, both 
for family and hired labour, also.· To that extent cash crops 
that can be further extended under rain~fed conditions need to 
be pursued •. · Most of the cash cro·ps &re more labour demanding 
than most-cereals. Labour intensive cereals such·as High
YieldiJlg Varie_ties need to be popularised. 

. . . This points towards preparatio~ of indivi!luBl fann plans 
whi-ch under present conditions does not seem possible.· Even if 

·generalised farm plans are devised certain questions-need to be 
answered. Subsistence for the family has.been a major conside
ration in almost·all the cases. The problem arises whether the 
self-provisioning production~ the main premise of the farmer, 
can really be disreg&rded. !f large-scale cash cropping can be 
really possible, ·subsistence constraint· ~11 make the farmer 
poorer. Availability of foodgrains eithe~.in_the open_market, 
at reasonable prices or from Government's. own grain storage 
~annot be much relied upon and to that extent subsistence con~ 
straint cannot be wholly disregarded. ·This would mainly point 

. to.wards :faster. adoption of High Yielding Varieties,. improved·' 
techniques_ ,of cultivation etc. that will give a real boost :to 
production end at the same time bring about a reduction in area 
under subsis.tenc~ crops.· This a·sks .for a massive and at the 
same time for an intensive extension. effort. 

The high Yielding.crops drain the soil of its nutrients. 
Expensive nitrogenousfertilizers-,-the only answer at present--. 
~11 not solve the problem for ever. If fertility of.the soil 
J.s:to_be conserved it would call for readjustment of _rotation 
and this would be a comparatively slow process •. The adjustment 
of rotation would take some time to yield the-bes~ results 
especially when new crops or varieties are going to be intro .. 
duced. · The movement will necessarily be· by bringing marginal ' ' 
area under the n~w crop or var_iety to be fitted into the rotation 
and_ the progress will depend on the cultivator's assessment of . 
beneficial results· either in terms of better economic returns 
or non-economic gains by way. of extra leisure. 

· An alternate way .out would lie in isolating the nitrogen 
fixing bacteria and introducing this into the cereal plant roots. 
Leguminous. plants harbour certain ilseful·bacteria, like . 
rhizobium; to obtain nitrogen (N) directly from the air. 
Researchers at University of Nottingham, U.K., have isolated 
rhizobium infected root of the Soyabean. These will be fixed 
with root cells of other plants to grow the N-fixing property 
into the new host. The improved cells will then be implanted 
back ta the parent plant •. However, all this is in an experi
mental stage and progress J.s yet to be reported and "these . 
technical developments would fall outside the purview of the · 
SFDA and MFAL.. . 


