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Chepter I
rplo 4 Distribute

1.1 Introduction

Distridution of surplus lend, surplus over the
ceiling aresa prescribed under the Maharashtra Agrisultural
Lends (Ceiling on Holdings) Act 1961, surrendered to the
State Government by surplus land holders and {ts sudseguent
distribution by the State Governnent to various cstegories
of pereons sccording to priorities under the relevant
provigions of the Aet occurs im two distinet phases. The
tw phases are éistinguished ag distribution under the
tPrincipal Act? and the 'Revised Act's Such a distinetion
i usmtinl as the proposed survey of surplus land grantees
in Yevatamal district vwas to be eonducted in respect ef
the grantees since the inception of the Maharashtra Agri-
cultursl Lands (Celling on Holdings) Aet 1961, In viewof
the coversge of the survey it will be proper to state as
to how the two phases are distinguished and then ﬁ with
the sample survey data relating to land utilisation of
surplus lands distriduted to grantees ste.

+"The Msherashtra Agricultural Lands (Ceiling on
Boldings) Act 1961, henceforth referred to ss the !Prinefpal
Act?, came into force on 26th Jenuary 1962 and the first 7
phase of surplus land distribution begins with the en~
forcement date, f.e, 26th January 1962, sné conu;uu upto
2nd October 1979 when the relevent swendments in respect
of the ceiling eres and slso the @istridution of the surplus
land came into operation. The 'Principal Act’ referred to
above ¥as smended by Habharashtra 21 of 1975, the so amended
Act henceforth being referred to as the 'Revised Act', the
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relevant amendments lowering the Agricultural Lands Ceil-
fngs snd affesting the distridution of surplus land, The
second phase of éistribution of surplas land degins with
the commencement date, f.¢. 2nd October 1975, of the
'Revised Act?,

*  The ‘eeiling sres prescrided under the Principal Aet
varied betveen 66 scres and 140 scres of dry erop land,
the lovest category of crop land, falling under sub~clause
(4) of Clause (5) of Section 2 or its equivalent area in
the other categories, L.e¢ lands falling under sud~clauses
(20 or (b) or (e) of Clause (J) of Section 2, for verious
tlocal areas® as given in the First Sahedule to the said
Act. The Ack smended by ‘Maharsshtra 21 of 1975% not only
lowered the geiling area but further prescribed s uniform
ceiling area all over the State by introducing sub=elsuse
(e) in Clauge (%) of Seetion 2 snd therobi did avey with
the earuar sentioned variations in eeiling area of dry
crop land for various tlocsl sreast, the 'locsl sreat be=
coming redundent with the introduetion of sub~clause (e)¢
Ia fact sub~clause (d) of Clause (5) of Section 2 of the
Frincipal Act was split into two as sub=clause (4)
relating to lands under paddy cnlunt‘thi in major paddy
groving areas of the State for a eontinuous period of
three yeors immediately preceding the comsencement date
eand sub~clause {e) ‘r;lattu to dry crop land other than
that falling under sub=elause (d), The First Schedule of
the Prineipsl Act vwas sudstituted In the light of the
sendments under Maharsshtra 21 of 1975%. This substitu~
tion of the First Schedule of the Prineipal Aet in the
Reviged Act iteelf would have sdversely affected the extent
of waximum area slloeable to individual grantees under
Seation 27 of the Principal Aet. However, Section 27 of
the Principal Act vas also substituted by ‘Maharashtra 21
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of 1975% This subdstitution of Section 27 of the Principal
Act in the Revised Act vas vith a viev to giving effest to
the policy of the State tovsrds securing principles speci-
fied in elause (b) and cleuse (e) of srtiele 39 of the
Constitaticn. Section 27 of the Revised Act drastically
reduced the vaxizus area alloesble to individual grantees
2s sgainst that allocable under the Principsl Act and thus
drought about a significant difference in the area sllotted
to grantees under the FPrincipal Act and the Revised Ast.

The two phases of surplus land distridution are based
on the date of suforcement of the Prineipal Aet and tlie
Revised Act. The necessity to distinguish detveen the
Prineipal Act end the Revised Aot, as said, arises-in view
of the difference in the msximum area allocable to indivi-
dusl grantees ss per provisions of the respective Acts:
However this éifference in maximum ares allocsble to indivi=
dusl grantees vas not sufficient for the survey of surplus
land graotees in view of the 'Finsncial Assistance’ made
evailable to 'nev granteest under the centrally sponsored
Twenty Point? prograsaes  Since the survey of surplus ‘
land grantees in Yevatmal district was to ecover grantees
under bdoth the Principal Aet and the Revised Act it vas
necessery to distingulish bLetween ’tnc ‘nev grantees! snd the
other grantees. The financial assistance contemplated
under the eentrsl schewe, as per the State Government
Revenue and’ Forest Department .Rooa'lutien No. ICH=3276/
§1225/1~7 dated 1st November 1976, was made available to
sll the grantess of surplus eelling lands from lst January
1975 onvud:.' Singe the Revised Act was enforeed after
2nd October 1975 thig fization ef the date for finaneial
assistance meant that all grantees who recsived the lsnd
uader the'0ld Cefling Aot of 1961 after st January 1975
Vere eligidle for such finaneial assistance and this is

™
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elearly atated in the adove quoted Governzent luolntio'n.
For the purpose of the survey, therefore, grantees under
vtno Prineipal Act included those grantees who received
surplus lend ending 3lst Decezber 1974, the rest of the
grantees irrespective of the surplus land being granted
under the Prineipal Act have been fncluded under the
Revised Aet.
1.2 The Surplue Fstimate

Any estivate of surplus land, as such, is not
neéenary for the uniny of surplus land grantees, espe~
eially vhen the srea declared surplus at the time of start-
ing the survey vas svailable, However, this deolsred
surplus area does not lesd us f:o the mpo:ﬁtion of the
surplus in terms of area sultivated and uncultivated
sround the time this area was deelared as nur‘éluc. 1’5 the
extent the surplus estimate can lead us to some probable
oompogition of the 'wrpln land into cultivated and un~
cultivated area the exersise could be wrthwhile, Such sn
exercise might geom to be somevhat speculative but as will
be subsequently shown there is nothing speculative about
such an exerelse, L

The composition of the surplus land into cultivated
&nd uncultivated area sassumes {mportance since under the
relevent provisions of the Act the choliee to retain which~
ever lends upto the ceiling area has ‘been given to the land
holder and 1t will be quite natural for the. gurplus holder
to'surrender uncaltiveted area as surplus to the extent
1t 1s feasible to meet the situation without vielating
. eany provisions of the Act, ‘ v

The surplus estimate ‘obvzounly vill have to be basged
on the 1sand holding data that would near sbout coineide
vith the dates fixed by the Principal Act and the Miud
Adct forbidding nny trensfers or pertitions etes of land
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that are likely to defeet the objects of the Aet, Thua the
land holding data in respect of the Brincipal Act vill have
to be around Lth day of August 1959 the date stipulated by
Seetion 10 of the Act: Hovever no sich data around the
dsy stipulated in the Prineipal Act is avellable, \hate
ever ectimstes of likely surplus land the State Government
had were Based on the available districtwise statistical
‘informstion about the total numder of holdings of different
sizes snd the totsl sres under them for the year 1951. Any
estinates based on this data suffered from serious limita~
tions and for went of sny other data no estimates in res~
peet of the Prineipal Aet 4re possible, The Revised At
had forbdidden any transfers sto, after 26th September 1970
but before the eommencement date 1,0, 2nd October 1979
and the estimate vill have to be based on land holding
data mear subout 26th September 1970. Distrietvise data
on number of operational holdings snd srea operated by
size elass of operationsl holdings 1s aveilable from the
Agricultural Census 1970 and the saze mey be used for ‘
‘the purpose of the estimate.

Table 1,1 gives the numder of operational holdings
and srea operated by size e¢lass of individual and joint
holdings for Yavetamal district as per the Agricultural
Census 1570, The estimation of the surplus over ceiling
would have been k simple proposition but for the presence
of joint holdings and this hurdle needs to be cleared as
far as possible, Eeetion 6 of the 'Revised Act! and the
definition of the tJoint Holding' as per Agricultural
Cengus 1970 way be of some help in clesring the hurdle, &=
Section 6 of the 'Revised Act! allows lands held in excess
Of ceiling srea desmed to be within celling area in cer~
tain gireumstances as below,



g ‘
3 Number of operationsl holdings and area cperated by sise class of operational holdings
tmal Distriet)
{Tava area in hectares

Ee T iz;.'.::i'.-'-'.? “Individual Reldings Joint holdings Tetal holdings ~ Average ares per helilng
e old

Hectares No. Area Ko, Area JNo, Area m'l- Joint Tetal
1. Below 0.50 959 292 2 1 961 293  0.30 0.50 0.30
2, 0.50 to 1,00 3625 2175 7 5 3632 2780 o0.77 071 o0.77
3. 1.00 to 2,00 15448 23240 36 56 15484 23294 1.5 1.50 1.5
b z.oov’u 3.00 17008 M590 46 111 17056 A1701  2.45 2.41 2.45
5. 3.00 to 4.00 14416 49808 40 137 1MA56 K99S5  3.46 3.43 3.45
6. 4.00 to 5.00 14872 66129 28 126 14900 66255  4.AS5 4.50 A4S
7. 5.00 to 10.00 36319 256193 143 99k 36462 257187 7,05  6.95 7.05
#. 10.00 to 20.00 20270 270952 115 1506 20385 272458 13.37 13.10  13.37
9. 20.00 to 30.00 4167 99610 54 1256  A221 100866 23.90 23.26  23.90
10, 30.00 to 40.00 1244 h2295 22 736 1266 43031  34.00 33.45  33.99
11. 40.00 to 50.00 505 22422 7 300 $12 22722 AR.AO 42,86 4438
12, 50.00 and above 502 1673 19 1397 521  A3070 #3.01 73.53  £2.67
zlf_I:u stxe . 1.T429335 | 916979 519 | 6623 12985k 973802 ~ 703 - 1236 1L

c---------.-Q.-------—-‘-------‘--—---—---. ----- - - e

Source 3 Agricultural Consus 1970 - Maharsshtra State - p.261.
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®ihere a family unit eonaists of members which exeeeds
five in nu-bor, the fanily unit shall be entitled ¢> holl
land exceeding the ceiling arcs to the ixtent [ } 4 onc-rlrth
of the ceiling erea for sach member in exseds of five, 80
hovever that the total bolding shall not exeesd tvice the
eeiling ared; snd fn such case, in relation to th"_q';huuﬁ
of such family unit, such area shall be deemed to be the
colling sreas® ‘

The definition of the 'Joint Holding' 1s not very
speeifia in ths\t 1t does not el.nﬂy state as to ihother
this tneludes the holding of the fomtly unit as defined
sbove or not, Hovever, the presence of the holding of
the fasily unit in the Joint holding eannot be wholly
denied, S0 far as the Agricultural Census is concerned the
definition of the Joint Holding way include an outsider
jointly sharing the economis and technical responsidility
vith anothey fenm. The words 'sey include an outsider®
sre the laportant expression in the adove #finition of the
Joint Holding as given in the Agricultural Census 1970,

In defining the Joint holding the Agricultural Census makes
a prouise that it 1s not necessarily the bolding of the
fordly unit but st the same time does not explicitly or
implicitly deny the exigtence of the holding of the family
unit im the Jofnt Holding. IS way therefors be assumed
that the Joint Holdinge, barring sn oeccssional case, sre
wore 1tkely to be the holdings of the family unit end eould
Bold land upto twice the eeiling area as stipulated by
Section 6 of the Aete If the Joint holding, by and large,
is not to bo_ accepted as 8 holding of the fawily unit then
1t 15 fupossidle to arrive at an estimate of surplus that
1s likely to acorue from the joiat holdings,



Another gattir that needs to de considered relates
to firrigated afu in tho holdingss The irrigated ares as
per the First Schedule to the Ast is bound to affect the
eeiling ares of the holdings snd thus incresse the surplus '
u-nvavai.hb_le. Hovever, the _arrlutcd area does not raise
any serious problem in Yavatmal district on the irrigated
area even by the yesr 1972 had been less than one per cent
of the net cropped area of the district and would be much
less than one per cent of the total ares of the individusl
and joint holdings vhieh fneclude such other sreas besides
ot eropped area, as upeultint“; culturable wvaste ete.
Thus for all practical purposes the srea 9f the holdings
in thal district way be accopted as dry land falling under

sub=glauge (;) of clause (5) of Seetion 2 of the Revised
Act. ’ h

In the light 9!‘ the foregoing all the area of the
holdirgs is assumed to be dry lend and 1t 1s further
sssumed that the joint holdings in the main ere holdings
of the family unit vith sres of tw eeilings as the lfait
to hold land, The estimate of the surplus wvould de arrived
at on the basis of the sbove assumptions with eeiling
ares for individual holding at 22 heotares (instead ét A
21 hectres and 85,9 Ares) and tvice that 1s ik hectsres
for joint holdings, . This will facilitate caloulations and
would not msterially cffoct the surpluse

Table 1.1 along with the number of operational hold-
ings ete. gives the sverege area per individual and joint
holdings and this slong ,ut.\n the assumptions forms the
basis of the surplus estimates. As vill be seen from the
table individusl holdings under serial nos, 9,10,11 snd 12
alone report a surplus over eceiling srea ut: 22 hectares.
Similarly, only serisl no,l2 under joint holdings reports
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surplus over Uh hectares holding srea of a family unit
and the estimates of the surplus from these vill be as

given below,

(\}b\tv. D Individual Hglgg“:

- W m m S %S W TGRSR eGSO GG e T

Sre.live Ko,0f Average srea Surplus@®  Total sure

of holdé= of holding 22 hectares plus hee~
holding ings.  hectares celling » E'{': e
9 4167 23.90 .90 - 7917.30
10 124h . 3400 12,00 114928, 00
11 %% 44 L0 22,40 11312,00
12 502 83.01 - 61,01 30627,02
Total
surplas ~ f - - 64784, 32
- W Em e eSS ® DS W DWW E W ® Y P S B NS %%
Joint Holdinegs
Sr.fo.  No,of Average sres  Surplus @  Totsl mur-
of hold= for holding L4l ha plus heo~
" helding ,"’“ hectarss eelling teres’
9 S« 23.26 - -
10 2 33,45 - -
n (4 %2,86 - -
12 19 73.53 29,93 - 5§1o°7
Total b .
surplus - - - : 561,07

W W W WG WGBS S WA Y S W w D W e S w
s .

Total surplus = Individual 4 Joint Holdings 69534%.39
. hectares

- The above surplus ntintc" does not take inte con
slderatfion 4f any portion of the area i{s exempted land
and unexewpted lend nor does it tako note or wvarious
exmpuonn that may be granted under the nlovant pra-
visionsg or the Acts In ract, the above lurpluc ntiuto
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may be thought of as the upper limit to the nurpi'ul that
nsy arise 1f there are no exempted lands and no exemptions
under any of the provisions of the Acte

The surplus estimate, hovever, does not give the

break up of the cultivated and wnenltivated area and the
exercise vas Anainly with & viev to know the provabdle
extent of cultivated (ineluding fallove) and uncultivated
srea within the surpluse Since the surplus over ce1ling
srea is being surrendered under coercion any land holder
| 1s unlikely to surrender land alresdy under cultivation
* unless fnevitable, Some exceptions can alvays de t’horc )
but by sand large the obpervation will stand to reason.
Ares under different land uses by size estegory of hold~
ings vill be of some wse in this respsct end Table 1.2
gives the ‘seme as per -the Agrieultural Census 1970 and rér
Yavatmal ¢istricts Ihe main difficulty vith this data is
that 1t giveg the cunltivated and uncultivated srea for
all the size group of holdings but not separately for
individual and joint holdings, For want of such separs~
tion of cultivated and uncultivaeted erea of individual
and Joint holdings 1t ¥ill be fair to assume that the
proportion of cultivated and uncultivated area ts the
seme as that for the total cultivated and uncultivated
- area in respective size group of holdingse With this
uiuuption it vill be a gimple calculation to arrive at
an estinmate of cultivated snd uncultivated aress of the
individual and Joint holdings. ’

‘Before proceeding to separate cultivated mdi o~
cultivated areas of the holdings it s necessary to look
into the eomposition of the two, VWhile the Agricultural .

Census 1970 defines the various concepts as per the Indian
Agricultural Statisties, it has pooled sll the uncultivated
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1*7%.
m t Area under different land uses by sise class of operational holdings (Yavatmal District)
- Area inm hectares

Sr. 8ise class of Total holdmc culuutod area Umltivahd arsa
No. holdings No. Area Net Current Tetal Unculti- Other Culturable Not avail-
s e HIR g v il SRR

1. Below 0.50 961 293 2a9 ' 256 1 1 TRy

2. 0.50te 1.00 3632 27%0 2511 Mo 2551 22 ¢ %0 21

3. 1.00 te 2,00 1548h 23294 21431 303 21734 295 85 618 280

b. 2,00 te 3.00 1705 Al70L  3f070 658 3728 650 233 1212 53

S. 3.00 to A.00 14455 AG9MS  AMSES 895  ASTE0 997  A22 1596 72

6. 4.00 te 5,00 14900 66255 58986 1221 60207 1621 613 2183 1216

7. 5.00 to 10.00  36A62 257187 226229  AS67 230796 7899 2716 8476 6331

8. 10.00 to 20,00 20385 272,58 233983 5122 239105 10673 3 10303 8367

9. 20,00 to 30.00 4221 100866 86465 1696 83161~ k062 1263~ 3862 138 TrE
10. 30.00 to A0.00 1266 43031 36548 768 37316 1856 58 1760 1B1S WA
11. 40.00 to 50.00 512 22722 18517 586 19503 1040 326 966 780 "~
12, 50,00 and sbeve 521 43070 33498 1072 34570 2937 1082 25594 1809
Total all slze T T TS T TSt ssscscccccmcssieenenn-
classes . 129854 923602 €01772 16935 618907 32053 10773 33987 24570

‘---‘-------—‘----------------'-—---------'----—-‘---.
. «

Source 3 Agricultural Census 1970 « Maharashtra State.

- ’ i

1T
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lsnd into four categories one of vhich is fother fallows's
The Indian Agricultursl Statisties defines 'Fallovs other
than eurrent £3llovs' as given below,

This fwplies all lands taken up for eultivation
but are tupc;ruily out of ecultivation for not less than
one yesr and not more then five yesrss The reasons for
leaving such lands fallow may be, (1) poverty of cultie
vators, (2) insdequate supply of vater, (3) malerial
clizate, (&) sut;tnz of cansls end rivers, and (%) une
remunerative nature of faraingt, .

The reasons for leaving such lands fallow are of no
interest th the pregent purpose in view, The pomt: to de
reuesbered 1s that these 'other fallows'! were undercultive~
tion in the {mmediate Past varying from one to flve yesrs
and 1 these need be fncluded into uncultivated sreae
To err on the safer side 1t is desiradble to keep Yother
fallows' separate and not inelude these either under
cultivatad or unénltlvutod areas Teking into econgiderse~
tion the esrlier stated assumptions ete, it is possidle
to decide the extent of eultivated, other fallov and mn=
cultivated area for the relevent gize group of holdings.
Since as stated ecrlier there is no surplus in size
categories 9, 10 and 11 of joint holdings these sre ex-
cluded and the areas for individual holdings in size
cetegories 9 to 12 snd only ngzo category 12 of the joint
holdings vill be ss given ovirlsaf, .

The horizontal totals of various size ecategories
of holdings n Table 1.2 @6 mot sdd up to total area of the
holdingss The totals have been corrected by adjusting the
uncultivated erea boforg separating the cultivated and the
uncultivated sreas of the individual and jJoint boldingse

The overleaf figures sre arrived st after the mecessary
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e\ has ’ ! eds o v
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(\’b\(/ \. \/Mh}ﬁ\;l-k cligheres-
..--.---.......‘-.... Q’:"-‘;\“L((H‘

Size Culti~ .- Fallow. Uncultie Total area
este~ vated hectares vated of holding
gory area has _ hectares  Rectires .

9 g062 127 11301 99610

10 36678 573 Sou6é v229%

11 192v5 322 2855 - 22422
12 ©O3u570 1082 7418 k3070
Total 177555 3222 26620~ 207397 7

L B I I B B B A B R B B R B R B B B AR AR B

éorrccu;nl in the tables, Current fallovs have been
showa gseparately in tadbles dut have been clibbed here with
ecultivated area above, ' |
To the extent the esrlier observatidm, rather aa

assumption, regarding thi uncultivated area being theé
first to be surrendered as surplus over coilﬁ:z holds good
the proportion of uncultivated area in the surplus esti~
mates will be around 40,73 per eent, This will fncresse
further to 45,66 per cent 1f tother fallovs' sre ineluded
under uncultiveted area, From the sbave exercise it cai
be very vell seen that the sudbstantial proportion of
surplus surrendered and distriduted is likely to be the
uncultivated area at least at the aggregate level,
- 143 Burplus Area Distributed

&n an se evious to

 The above ;xorclco in estimates of surplus area and
the composition of the surplus into cultivated and uncule
tivated areas suggests the likelihood of substantial pro=
portion of surplus area surrendersd being upcultlvatod
erea, It will therefore be worthwhile to look into the

tompogition of the surplug area that hes been either
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distributed or 1s to de distriduted in a short tiwe. It
¥111 be obvious that 1t 1s not possible to look into the
land use of the surplus area, before it vas diltrfbutod,
in the district and as such the obaervation will have to
be based on the survey mumbers froam vhich surplus vas
dtatributod in the nnph villages.

Any eonnzdontioa of the uncultivated land d.htribut-
ed to grantees. dnv- importance on tvo counts} _nutly,
under Section 23 of the Act it 1s stipulated that in ease
of land surrendered shich has not been cultivated for a
. period of three years immediately bdefore the tAppointed
Day! in respect of the Prineipal Actt or the "Cowmencement
datet In respect of the 'Revised Ae-t', the priee shall be
tventy five per eent of the price calculated under slause
(a) or (b), as the case may-be, snd pecondly, if the sud~
stantial extent of land distributed to grantees had been
uneultxvafod before being surrendered by the land owners
then such uncultivasted land is eertain to raise the problem
of bringing it under cultivation by the grantees, majority
of swhom are 1ikely to be lsndless labourers etc. and have
no resources at their commend to undertske necessary
operation to bring it wunder cultivation, The extent of
eost of bringing such land wunder cultivatiom will differ -
depending on the ley of the lsnd and period over which 1t
had been mw}uvntod in the past. The ocaupancy price
has to de peid by the grantee and this price §s to be
equal, to thc’uqunt of compengation ealeulated under
relevant alauses of Seation 23 of the Act. The grantee
' Ry find it aifficults to psy the ecaupancy price, despite
the provision &n the Act to pay 1t in not more than fifteen
snnnal instalments and the interest due as prescribed if
Paid ip instalments, unless the land granted him ylelds
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sufficiently #0 that after meeting the cost of bringing such
lend under cultivation and the current cost of cultivation
this leaves him the net fncome from which he oould meke
the necessary payment of the mlhh_unt due, The compenss™
tion, for the lends taken over for distribution from the
surplus land holders, is initially met by the State Govern-
ment through 1ssue of bonds and the Government has to re~’
cover the oceupsnecy price rron‘ the ;rinton and to be able
to do so the second eonditfon to bring the distriduted lend
under eultivation after necessary land iwprovement ete,
has to be fulfilled if any recoveries are sver going to de
made, Our immedfate interests do not 1ie in the recovery
of the occupsncy price from the grantees but rather lie,

wholly, in the distributed land being brought under .cul=
tivation.’ The necessity to look into the uncultivated
‘ares of surplos land distributed reed not be gtressed
further, |

' As 3314 in the previous paregreph looking into the
extent of uncultivated ares out of the declared surplus
¥111 have to be with reference to the Survey Nos, from
which surplus land vas surrendered and distributed in the
selected villeges, 7Total ‘-mcy nose from wifeh land vas
declared surplus and distributed in the uloc‘tod villages
vas 174 under the 'Revised Act' snd 157 under the *Prinefpal
Aet? ap given overleaf.

Detalled information regarding land use of 31 and

32 Survey Nos. e¢ould not be collected for vant of ade-
quste records with the Talathis snd at tives the non~
evailability of the Talathis despite efforts. The land
.use data vas to be collected for a period of five years
previous to the date of granting of land out of a given

survey no. and sherever this was availsble for one or twvo
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Reviged Act
- - - ; - % W e " » w .n; - " -s:"..; !:o: - - - .t;t:ln -
rmd rro-.zme!:. from vhioh' . survey
information information nose
eollected ~ mot uvuhb}o cecoen
1. Yavatamal /- 49 a2 51
2. Darvba / 39 - 39
3. Pusad/ 20 3 23
ke ¥Wang 9 13 22
5. Kelapur 26 13 39
Total 143 on S | ('Y
Principal det
Tahasil Survey nos. Survey nos. Total
. ; from shich = fros which - survey
information information nose
) eolleeted P not avaflable
1, Yavstamal 36 . - 36
2+ Darvha - 27 27
3. Pused 48 » - -52
Yo Weni 21 b N 22
5. Kelepur 20 - 20
Total . 125 ' 32 157

A AR R B IR R R I R e T S
. R P

ﬁn. only such _ihrou;tion ¥ag not of nuch use and was
left eut. The major ihortrall 18 1n regard to survey nos.
~ from which s,n'rp:u- land vas distributed under the Principal
Aot in Dervha tahasil. Inm the other four tahasils land A
use data of survey nos, eould be collected $f not for all
the nurvcﬁ nose. st least for quite a fev, Considering

the total survey nos. from vhieh surplus land vas
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distriduted 1t s elesr that for 80 per cent of survey z
informstion for five years previous to the date of grant
of land could de ﬁllectoq and 1% 1o felt that this vill
sufficiently indicative of the extent and the eategory
(eultivated and uncultivated) of land that was distribut
to grantees. ' '

‘ Tadbles 1.3 and 1% set out the land use, for five
years previous to grant of land, of survey nos. surreund
ing surplus land by sversge land revenve per acre = for
Revised Act and the Principal Act respectivelys 4s said
earlier the two tables present land use datui for 143 and
125 survey noss of the Revised Act and the Principal Aet
respectively, The cholee of aversge land revenue per ac
as an eiplmtory varisble msy not be a very happy cholc
but has some justifieation, Land revenue is privarily:
8 ¢ess end does'take iInto account the quality of land.
It 15, hovever, pot a Wholly sstisfactory index, land
revenue once .deterdnad"hu remained fixed for i long .
tive, long enough to render it unsatisfactory index of
‘9011 fertility because of its failure to take into secou
the changeg in the quality of land In the subsequent
period, Despite the deficlencies it is being wsed for
vant of any other index and sleo because the land revenu
1s to be the dasis for caleculating payment of eompensa~
tion to previous landholders and the payment of oceupane
price by the grantees.

The entries in vuf-‘ioua columms have been pooled to
gether for conveniense but without vitiating the eultivs
¢d and uncultivated sress ss entered in the talathi re-
cords, Thus, columns 3,9,15,2) snd 27 of the Table 1.3
and 1.4 inelude under 'Area Croppedt the 'a#tul area on



Table 1.3 : Land use, for five years previous to the date of grant of land, of survey Nos. surrendering surplus land {(Kevised Act)

(Area in acres and gunthas)

Land Revenue Area of Land use 5 years previous to allotaent to grantees Land use 4 years previous to allotment to grantees

P Nou. | Avea . Follow  Uncultivated area out of Gol.z “irea  Follow  Uncultivated area out of Col.2
cropped out of ~ecceccc-- - -~ cropped oOult Of ecccccccccccrcccncncrccnnccncrnccnncocnes
out of Col.2 Pot Cul. Grasing Other out of Col.2 Pot Cul. Grasing Other

; ) cog.z . khgrab uazcc lagd uncgltivatod Co%.z 10 kh?fab w?;to 1:;4 uncu%:ivatod

Upto 0.20 669-01 165-15 3-10 73-29 299-01 96-07 31-19 166-22 5=21 71=31 291-27 95-12 38-08

0.21 to 0.30 553-16 189-22 5«28 31-00 195-25 123-28 7-33 172-13 2-13 26-34 225-23 115-10 11-03

0.31 to O.40  447-19 316-11 0-32 8-09 52-00 61-10 8-37 31321 2-26 7=34 50-35 62-13 10-10

O.41 to 0.50 350-38 271=09 5=09 28-27 39-03 h=14 2-16 24L7-02 7-09 31-29 50=-09 6~-00 8-29

0.51 to 0.60 118-10 74~07 1-00 - 40-26 1-20 0-37 92-07 - - 8-38 15-20 1-25

0.61 to 0.70 241-16 171=33 2-13 28-06' 2h~11 13-11 1-23 178-03 2-11 22«14 25-13 9-22 3-33

0.71 to 0.80 . 231-17 197-23 - 12-26 14=15 k=11 2-22 180-35 2-27 12-26 19-31 11=25 3-33

0.81 to 0.90 201-37 16413 3-18 5-14 7-39 18-25 2«08 150-08 7=-13 S=tly 21=27 13=35 3-20

0.91 to 1.00 196-03 176=21 1=-17 6-25 5«35 3=-15 2=10 175=-23 =21 6-08 3-30 2-26 3-15

1.01 to 1.25 236=-04 21206 1-06 7=-11 14=10 - 1=-11 211=14 - 7-21 6-28 9-20 1-01

1.26 to 1.50  67-06 57-23 0-37 3-20 W00  1-06 - Ko-11 - 3-20 17-02 - 0-13

Total 3313-07 1996-23 25-10 205-06 697-05 327-27 61-16 1933-39 3h=21 - 195-31  721-23 341-23 85-30

(Continued)
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Table 1.3 : (LContinued)

{area in acres and guntnas)

-'.H--‘-’--‘-‘,O----_---,-------_-‘Q--‘---‘-’-----”’-'-‘Q-_-‘---.H-“‘

Land hevenue Land use 3} years previous Land use 2 years previous Land use 1 year previous surplus
per acre to allotment %0 grantees to allotaent to grantees to allotment to grantees area
3 - T A NP I A A W T S - A A A A - - - - 0 (D S A A W A A U A DD A D D U G W - -~ - d.cl‘r‘
Area Follow Uncultivated area out of Col.2 Area Follow Uncultivated area out of Lol.2 Area follow Uncultivated area out of Col.2 ed out
cropped out Of =ewece- - - cocececee Cropped out of -- - cvwencmaces  Cropped out of ~cceevee ———— eeene of
out of ¢Col.2 Pot Cul. Grasing Other out of Col.2 Pot Cul. Grasing Jther out of Col.2 Pot Gul. Urazing vther Col.2
Col.2 kharab waste land uncule Col.2 kharadb waste land uncul-. Col.2 kharab waste land uncul-
tivated tivated tivated
1 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 2% 25 26 27 28 29 30 n 32 33
Upto 0.20 135«24 Ba22 L6=19 231=12 21L«23 32«14 119=31 5232 53<13 259-25 201-38 2822 9101 26«22 56=12 251=23 212-11 31-12 486=07

0.21 to 0.30 185-03 527 26-06 267-29 58-31 10-00 174~-02 8-14 2606 234=16 99=29 10-29 167-18 0=06 27-10 23200 113-26 12«36 335-20
0.31 to 0.40 307-32 L-25 6=34 &K6-05 7T0-16 11-27 272-10 0=28 T-34 89-02 65-206 11=39 274=-37 0-20 804 79=19 T4=20 9-33 267-12
O.ht to 0.50 255-12 1-1h 30-2% 4905 6-28 7-35 267-05 1=33 27=24 39-19 &=-27 6=10 206025 4=32 31-12 36-21 8«20 9-08 210-11
"Ue51 to 0.60 #9-33 - - 9«00 18-20 C=-37 77-37 o-18 - 9-00 27-20 3-15 59=07 - - 20=20 34-08 &~-1) h3-18
0.61 to 0.70 183-35 1=02 12«03 26«02 16-13 2«01 177=20 - 1224 12«12 36-02 2-38 178=-29 - 11=2 25=23 22~35 2«25 116=35
- 0.71 to 0.80 193-10 - 1226 14=23 4=00 6-38 172-12 - 12=33 26=006 14=20 5«26 162«24 - 12-33 28«38 22-06 4-36 108-13
0.31 to 0.90 146-36 - 5«14 28«25 19-10 1=32 150=20 1=12 Se14 2020 21=-39 R=12 1i1=1) =22 S-14 23-35 23-20 5-05 72=03
‘-0.91 to 1.00 179-21 2-15 5-11 =19 2-11 2-06 17408 1-18 4-36 5-08 7-36 2-17 160-18 0=23 4-36 2-39 2431 2«16 88«01
0.01 to 1.25 210-03 0=26 8-01 1108 1-29 h=17 212-12 0-26 8-01 7-23 2-38 =24 204~33 - 8=01 13=00 10-02 0-08 76=04
1.26 to 1.50 &5-38 - 207 17=25 0-30 =20 45-2C - 2=07 17=25 0=37 Q=37 61-11 - <=07 1-13 0«37 1-18 38-02

- - - - - A A D A A0 S B WD WD - - - - . W S A A G D WD SR GO SN G Y A W A R B R D ARG M N I e S S . .- A P T gy WD A G s W A 2

Total 193307 24=18 155=25 70533 &13-11  80-33 1843-17 20=21 160=32 720-3C 487-32 79-25 1762-18 35-05 167-33 715-31 547-i8 84-12 1842-06

.-’h--‘-u"’u“-‘ﬂﬂ-"‘-“'--‘o“'ﬁ'-OG---Q---ﬂ--‘-‘-Q-““Q--"a-’ﬁud“-‘-"ﬂﬁo-oa
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Ta%lg 1.4, : Land use, for five years previous to the date of grant of land, of survey Nos. surrendering surplus land (Principal Act)
|

(Ares in acres and gunthazs)

Land Revenue Area of Land use 5 years previcus to allotment to grantees Land use L years previous to allotment to grantees
r acre survey -- - o o e o e o - ———
pe gs. nos. Area Fallow Uncultvivated area out of Col. 2 Area Fallow Uncultivated arca out of Col. 2
cropped out of - S - - cropped out of - -
ocut of Cel. 2 Pot Cul. Grazing Other out of Col. 2 Pot Cul. Grazing Other
‘ Col. 2 kharab waste land uncultivated C(Col. 2 kharab waste land uncultivated
1 2 3 b 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 1,
-‘! ...... L e e W o W e W A e R W W G TP MR W W W SR @ B e o W WE AR AR M G e WE e W e we - ER W G WS W WD B B W S e W | e e mow e e m wm w ee
Upto 0.20 607=38 81-00 - 5-08  41-01  112-33 367-36 88-39 2-26 5«3k 3L-01  109-08 367-10
0.21 to 0.30 862-27 156406 =13 T=-28 95-27 71=-36 529=37 126-39 14-39 Le=19 107-38 78-03 530-09
0.3%1 to 0.40 368-34 61-11 2-09 28-18 14,0-07 19-36 116-33 65-04, - 16-33 14,9-07 21-25 116-05
U.41 to 0.50 300=-09 107-05 0-37 13-32 135-21 36-36 5-38 133-15 1-37 14,-00 80=33 60-19 9=25
0.51 to 0.60 200=-37 55=243 - 17-31 104-20 18-39 4=04 36-20 - 4 17-21 93-09 L,6=01, 7-23
0.65 to 0.70 327=22 158=25 6~26 1-16 75=25 60-22 24L-28 150-12 1=25 1-16 88«05 61-07 2437
o.7r to 0.80 12,-06 98-11 - - 16-00 - 9=35 98-11 - - 16-00 - 9«35
0.8% toc 0,90 4L0=32 36-11 0.21 - 3=00 - 1-00 37-11 - 0-10 - - 3-11
0.91 to 1.00 L1=26 15-30 - 1-07 - 2L=29 - 3-29 - 14,-07 15«00 8-00 0-30
1.01 to 1.25 LE=30 38-30 5-16 0-05 2-00 2-00 0-19 39-33 - 1-05 2-36 2-00 2-36
Total 2923-21 808=32 17-02 75=25 613=21 34,7=31 1060-30 780-13 21-07 75=25 587-09 386-26 1072-21

- ees (M an W W o e LW AR W a G W AP an W W W W " e SR A AR R AR W W W AP Wn YN W M e W o AR e W S W wm G e o A an W W W W R GR W WP R W W ws AW - e A a W o @ e

(Contd.)




le 1.4 3 (Contd.)
|

- === == e use 3 years previous To allot= = T~ ~ “Land use 2 years previous to
d .:;:"“" ment t.g gantel:; * meat to grp::uel

Rs. Area Fallow Uncultivated area out Area EFallow Uncultivated

cropped out eof of Col. 2 ecropped out of of Col. 2 ~
out of Col. 2 out of Col. 2 -
Col. 2 Pot Cul. Grasing Other Col. 2 1 Pot Cul, GCra
kharab waste land uncul- i kharadb waste lar

tivat=-
: ed %

1 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 2| a3 2l 2

e ® G BB W WG E @ P ®E WO ® WD WD TG D ® W W EG® O e % T e e ®

o 0,20 75-05 -~ 5=3h 59-23 102-35 364=21 70-25 - | 5<3h L2-26 1i

1t0 0.30 61-07 7-02 1-16 8105 79-11  552-26 124=19 1-16 A-19 97-21 1«
“

i

1t0 0.40 68-39 =  7=13 113:07 24=30 15425 90-02 =  16=38 79-07 ¢

1t 0.50 129-03 =  11-00 134-23 2338 9e25 157-17 4=30 10-00 58-20 6
:_

1t0 0.60 50-25 4-00 17-21 100-09 27-0h k=18 4825 0=34 17-21 96-12 3

1 to 0.70 170-04 241, 0-22 96-30 .35-00 2232 189=04 3—08 6-11 57-22 6

1 to 0.80 98-11 - - 16-00 - 9«35 9811 - - 16-00
1 to 0-90 36—32 - - 2«00 2=-00 - 38‘10 - - 2-311
1t0 1.0 = - 1407 1700 9=00 1-19 - - | =07 16-20

1 to .25 33-33 5-20 1-05 5-00 3-00  ©-12 38-04 0-05 1-05  7-00
?

i
Shadiadi A I e P A I B B B B AR B B B B B A B B B B B - - - o W e -

Total 195-39 15-36 58-38 625-17 306=38 112013 85437 10-13i 76=15 &73-19 &7
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vhich crope Wers sowvn and also the eurrent fallows during
the given year, Current fallovg sre euonudli short

period fallowa end have to be included under cultivated

sress Similarly, oolwms b,10,16,22 and 28 sre ‘ether
fallovg? that is areas that vere erophod once bat wvere

pot eultivated for more than one year but only upto five

. years or iou, There {s reason to believe that the
setually cropped ares, eurrent fallows snd other fsllovs

- eould de interchanging from ysar to year snd in such 'eir-_
cusstanges 1t 1s {mpossible to sort out the area that has
not been under cultivation continmuously, Thus, the cul~
tivited srea Will eonsist of the ‘grea croppedt as de~
fined above and the 'fallov' sres, the rest of the ares
being uncultivated. '

One need not look very keenly into the consistency
of the various eolumms particularly the uncultivated area,
Hovever, sres under 'Pot Iharsd! deserves attention, *Pot '
Kharsb! 1s understood as rocky ete, lend vhere even a
blatie of grass will mot grov, Has 1% not been so 1t
would lsve been entered under Scultursdble waste! or
‘grazing land’ ete. One fails to understand the increase
and decrease, though swall, in the area under tPot Xharad®
in verious years. Some decrease in the tPot Kharabt srea
could be a possidility and hence undersgtandable {f sone
reclamatory efforts were undo;-t-nk-n by the lsndholder to
bring more land under eultivation, Even this vill be a
very remote possibvilfity, Bowcvcr,‘th-a increase in the
170t Xhared! srea fs difficult to follow, The cultivated |
&rea has woved within a small wargin and even if cultivate
ed srea (defined as sbove) gets ndnécd, the reduction will

- Bot be passed on directly to uncultivated ares end vithin
that certainly not to *Pot Kharad?!, Agaln the area under
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eultursble vastest 'snd ‘Orazing lend! geens to be inter-
changeable, Hovever, that is on the record snd desgpite
some inconsisteneles gome broad conclusions esn be reach~
ed on the basis of the availsble materials

Tadles 1.3 and ls along with the total erea of the
survey nos, cultivated and upcultzntod ares, aleo give
the area declared surplus, in esch per acre land revenus
group, in columm 33, The survey nos, have been divided
lntb eleven gréup_- and ten groups according te land
revenus per acre in case of the *Revised Act! and the
?rincipal Act' respectively, xt_vxu bo nuri':l to lgox‘
into the total area of the survey nOssy uncultivated area
and the surplus declared u’ﬂhﬁon to each other, -
However, it will be a tedious Job to leok through all the
groups anéd pooling these inte three broad groups will de _
such wore eonvenient and is not likely to vitiste t.hi_ ‘
conalusions in whatever manner, | The dats in !’ablcid
end 1.’0  is acecordingly 7nmtcd below ia percentsges in
8 sunuarised forms in three groups.

Reviped Act

Land revenue lovest un~ Surplus de= Lowest un~ Group sur=

g:r acre in  cultivated clered ag cultivated plus de~
areass per per cent Of as percent oclared as

sent of tal srea of group pereent of

total area surplus total
, dee znﬂ -urglnl

- - -1 a ‘ J

1 Upto W0 59,22 6521 90,81 5911
2 0,41-0,80 23,08  50.84 45430 26,00
3 0,B1°L50 11,93 39.18 30,51 14,88
Total 38.97 5559 . 70.6% 100,00

A I R R R R N I Y N s



&b

Principal Aet

Lend revenue lLowvest un~ Burplm de~ lowest un= Croup sure
per acre in = cultivated oclared as ecultivated plus de~
" ’ area as per per cent of as percent eclared as

eent of total area of growp percent of
total srea : surplus total
- : - declared surplus
1 o‘ - 2 [ ~ '. - - -’- - -
1. Upto 0N0 . B3.57 - 77.86 107,33 6477
2 01-0,80 1729 70,87 - 66,72 30,53
3 0081"1.25 9098 7806, 12.69 . ke 66
Total 70.41 75,65 - 93,05 100,00

The cholee of lowest wncultivated area out of -the
five years previous to the dute of distribution of surplus
lands needs to de explained, This is in fuct related to
the definitions of current fallow, other fallows ets, and
the transfer of one %0 the other over pome specified
period, Thus cu:rent fallowg 1f remain wnoultivated after .
one yesr 1.6, immedistely in the next year are automati«
cally transferred to other fallows. Similsrly, other
rallon at the end of five yeers get tnn.fornd to enl*
tnrabh waste, The wovement 1s essentially in s single
direetion l.es current fallows being transferred to other
fallov which sre further transferred to cultursdlv wastes
1f not brought under cultivation for upto five years.

Thus any ares which gsts trensferred to uncultivated land
had not deen under cultivation for st least six years 1.,
one year as current fallov and then for the subsequent

five years as other fallov, The eholu of lovest un=
cultivated area out of the five nul, for \ihleh dnt.

vas tabulsted, has further sdvantege im that dcpqxdm

Upon the year, previous to granting of land, in which it is
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rcportoti will {ndicate the ﬂnim period gpto tho‘yn"r of
granting land for vhich-at lesst this much srea had re=
pained uncultivated out of the totsl area of the survey
nOse Thus, ‘tho‘ lovest uncultivated area under the !'Re~
vised Act! in Table 1.3 (Thia refers to the totals at the
bottom of tho tnlo) is roported five years previous to the
grmtm of land to ;ranton and in the ught of the adbove
1t nenno that vhatever land out of thu wneultivated srea
has bem d1stributed to grantees that dhtrlbutnd ares had
been ‘uncultivated for a period 6f ten to eleven years at
the minimum, The essential assumption herein 1is that this
land vas once under cultivation and after being eurrent :
fallov for an‘o year and having &ntinud to be other fallow
" for nnothér tive years it vas uncultivated for six yesrs
snd another five years bad passed by the tize 1t vas dis~
tributed to grantees, this srea during this period of five
yesrs being recorded nder uncultivated area, thus making
It uncultivated for eleven years. If this had ot come from
onee cultivated area the pariod 'during which this revained
uncultivated tould be anything beyond eleven yearss De~
pending upon the year in vhich the lovest uncultivated aiu
1s reported the period will vary bdetween six to elevem .
years, The :u'uou for these areas remaining uncultivated
for euch a long pericd could be very msny and as it con~
tinues to remain uncaltivated years after years the problem
of putting these under eulttutioﬁ gets aggravated, '
The percentsges, uncultivated srea to area of survey
nos,, surplus declared to area of survey mos. snd uncul=
tivated area to surplus declared ete.,'prennted earlier
9 rot need much explsnation, It is elear frow eolusn 5
that the waximm surplus ares has been declared in the
first land revenue group = upto Rs.0.40 = both in respect
of the Rovised Act and the Principal Act snd this goes on
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decreasing as the sverage land revenue ‘psr aore increasses,
Einilarly, as the land revenue per acre increases tho
extent of lo\nst lmcultlntcd ares as 8 proportion te
totsl area of the survey noge - \rith:ln the group decrnnu
The lovest uncultivated area \vu not necessarily reported
in the -;mo yesr and the reasons for choosing lovest un=
cultivated ares have been stated aiovo. surplus declarsd
as & proportion to tatal sres of survey mos. in the per
.acre land revenue group goes on decreasing as the land -
yevenue per acre 1nerc‘nu in respect of the Revised Act.
Under the Principal Act the proportion of gnr’pln} to total
arén of tho' survey nos. noves within s small msrgin and it
1s always more than 70 per eent of the total srea of the
group, The lovest uncultivated area as & proportion to
psarplus declared in each group sleo spells out the some
declining trend vith the ‘increuo in the land revenue per
acre o Comparing colmn 2 snd 3 1t 18 clear that sud~
stantial uncultivated ares bdng curmderod &8s surplus.
“ever ceiling is very certain fn the first group = land
reveaue cpto‘RuO.lro the least uncultivated srea bunz
surrendered $n the highest land revenue EToupe C.o_;addcr-
ing percentages in coluuns 2,3,% and § two broad conelw~
sions can be arrived at. Firstly, substential proportion
of \mcultintod sres aceruing as surplus in first two
groups, vith per acre land revenus upto RseO40 and RscO.hl
to 0,80, 1s inevitable, How exactly this will work out
i1l depend upon the oxigoneiu of the gituation la vhieh
every lend holder surmdcrins surplus ares ie going to be
Dheod. As 2aid earlier in 1,2 1t will be quite natural
for the mrplu lend bolders to -urnndcr meultzntod
area as surplus to the oxtcnt 1t 15 feasidle to weet tbo
situetion without violating any provisions of the Act, |
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Sacondly, in view of the larger surplus accruing in the
firet two groups, 1t 1s Inevitadle that the lerge number
of gunt‘u vill receive lands in the first two groups,
particulerly ia the first gr@np, and these grantees vill
ebsord a very large shunk of uncultivated area -urrcndcr?
ed as surpluse As will be zeen subsequently from the
sanple data’thc proportion of :nntou' in the firet group
(1and revenue upto Rs.0,40 per acre) to total grantees in
the sazmple 1s eround 52 per eent snd 70 per cent under
the Revised Act and the Prineipal Act ruputzvdy.

The above refers to the gurvey nos. fealling within
the ssmple in the distriet comprising the five tahasils
Yevatamal, Darwhs, Pusad, Vani and Kalapurs The survey
nose _i'efergtd to as clarified earlier are only those for
-which detailed land uee for five years previous to grant-
ing of lund eould be collecteds It will be useful to lool't
into the tahasil slong the same lines as sbove since the
sbove suggested conclusions may or way not hold good for
individual tehasils depending upon the surplus-deeclared,
uncultivated area snd the lend revenue per ascre that has
surrendered surplus sres etce Total survey mos. for whieh ,
detailed land use data eould be eollected ro;- sny of the
survey nos. surrendering surplus for distridution in Darvha
tehasil for reasons sgitod therein, Tables 1,7 through l.11
and 1,12 through 1,15 set out cultivated snd uncultivated v
aress upto five years previous to granting of land snd also
the surplus declared in the tahasils for Revised Aet and
Principsl Act respectively, Again instead of ’.ookinz
through the details in each per acre land revenue group it
¥1ll be convenient to paol tiuu as esrlier and the per~
centage relationship between totsl ares, uncultivated ares
and surplus declered ete, for the qach of the group snd the
total for the tahasil is given {n Tables 1,5 and 1.6



Tsble 1,5 3 Proportion of uncultivated area, surplus deelared etc. te total area of the survey Nos.
° 1n°£:hlnzg-‘of Yavataal district (Revised Act).

- G e e W W W M WD M S GG T W W W OW W h ®BE @ E EG P W WD W E ®E D W E GG WS ®® S E® S

Tahasil Land Revenus Lowest uncultiva- Surplus declared Lowest unculti- Croup surplus
por acre LEs, ted a3 per sent as per gent of vatsd as per as per gent of
of total area total area eent of group total surplus
! ' i surplus deglared declared
1 2 . | , 3 5 , [
1) Tavatmal 1) Upto 0.40 55.69 53.8) 103.45 37.37
2) 0.41-0.80 27.5 39.69 6943 29.82
3) 0.81-1.50 12,22 39.99 . 30.56 32.80
Total 32,17 hhol3 72.89 100,00
3 o-aiioso 13:36 24-0 2005 18:23
Total 46.18 54420 85.76 100.00
3) Pusad 1) Upte 0.:0 16,55 57.85 28.61 39.62
2) 0.41=0.,80 12-52 66.57 18,79 1Y Y4
3} 0.81-1.50 9.3 20,04 45,71 5.90
Tetal 14 .07 55 .6k 25.29 100.00
2} 0.41-0.80 31.56 76.04 41,50 6.
3) 0.81-1.50 2,67 58.39 «58 T+93
Total 38.25 50.21 76.18 100.00
5) Kelapur 1) Upto 0.40 77.20 83.02 92,98 77.81
2 8. }-g.gg 1.96 77.99 2.5 22.18

Total 59,68 21.85 72.91 100.00

W W W S W W A W W S M W AR @ A U W A W @ AP IR G UR G AP WD ED W W SN MW G WD U W W W TS E W W O AN W W W W W
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Jable 1.6 3 Propertion of uncultivated area, surplus declared ete. to total area of the survey Nos
: 1.02.‘ t:luuln of Yavatmal Distriet (Privecipa} Ag_g).' ¢

W W WD W G W G W W W W W D ® W A W B W W W W E W oW W W - E W W W T W W W W eEm woW W

Tahasil Land ERevenue Lowest uncultiva- Surplus deslared Loweat unculti. Group surplus
per acre Rz, tad as per gent as per gent of vated as per as per cont of
of total area total area eent of group tetal surplus

surplus deglared declared

.-—-------.--‘----.--'-'-------'--.---O--..-.-.--.‘.-.

1) Yavatmal 1) Uptoe 0.40 69.5h 42,15 111.85 48,29
) Tave 2§ 0741 & 0.80 86022 ca3e 69423 ' 33,57
3) 0.81 - 1.25 6.97 88,08 7.91 8.13

Total 56033 85.73 65071 100.00

2) Pusad 1) Upte 0.40 94,26 86.29 109.2h 92.78
g goﬁ b gogg n'93 “07‘ 27067 7021

Tetal ~  84.06 81.33 103.32 100.00

3) Wani 1) Upto 0.40 5.59 . o5 96.62 28,06
. 2 op - 0,80 23.06 zZ:t 78.47 56,12

3) 0.81 - 1.25 38,68 72.30 §3.50 15.81

Total ) 62.13 72,85 : 85,28 100,00

&) Kelapur 1) Upto 0.40 79.08 87.37 90.51 58.19




JTable 1,7 &t Land use rér five years vious te the date of grant of land, ef survey No. surrendering
surplus {and 1n Yavatsal mnil (Revised Act). *

.-------------oo-n--.---d.-----—-------------‘---------.-o
Land Revenus Area of Land use § Land use & Land use 3 Land use 2 Land use ) Surplus
per acre is. survey Yyears previeus years previous years previcus years previcus year previcus area de-
Noa, to allotment to allotment to alletzens to allotment to allotment elared
eut of Col.2 sut of Col,.2 eut of Col.2 eut of Col.2 out of Cel.2 ous of

Col.2
Culti« Uneultie Culti« Unculti. Culti~ Unculti- Culti« Unculti- Culti-Uncultie *
vated wated vated vated vated vated vated wated vated vated
1 2 b | 'Y 5 é 7 F ] 9 10 n 12 13

Upte 0.20 $9-29 31-03 28.26 31-03 28.26 19-38 39-31 20-20 39-09 16-20 43-09  hb-06
0.21 %0 0,30 236+28 §1-21 155-07 68-17 168-11 75-18 161-10  7h=19 162-09 61<38 174-30 121-14

0.31 to 0.40 88.26 -29 1337 3-08 13-18 Ab3-08 15-18 16=30 Ale36 29-20 29-06 25-26
0.4l to 0,50 111-02 2t-09 k6+33 9=1h hl-28 7208 38«34 69-30 Alel2 63=14 A7-28 60-10

0.51 to 0,60 25-03 20-0) 5-00 19-03  6-00 20-23 &-~20 20-23 =20 19-03 6-00 5-00
0.61 to0 0,70 159-38 100-10 5928 106-00 53-§8 113-06 A46-32 106-15 53-23 108.07 51-31  53-3)

0.71 to 0.80 88-06 75-36 12-10 76-17 11.29 72-16 15-30 Zz-” ‘15«11 69-35 18-11  33.18
0.81 te 0.90 9533 75«06 20-27 61-38 33-35 55-30 A0-03 1.16 3417 53-36 41-37  43-33

0.91 to 1,00 110-08 8-39 11-09 9-10 10-38  102-26 7-22 -16 1332 85-31 24-17 62-12
1,01 to 1,25 176-31 162-29 1lk-02 161-31 15-00 161.06 15-25 163<15 13-16 155-10 21-21 52-25
1,26 to 1,50 336-26 3113 5-13 34-16 2-10 k=16 2-10 3416 - 2-10 34-16 2-10 9-00

- 4 W SR W W I AT WS W NS WS WA S A W S o s W odw T W e W W W W WG W W W W W W

Total 1158-30 785-38 372-32 7T70-37 387-33  770-35 387-35 736-35 Ak21-35  697-30 #61-00 51117

W NS G NS YR W AR W W W TR T R TR W W T S W W W W W A S DU W G G D WO W W AW W AR R T W W D W W S W

of



Table 1.8 : Land use, for five years previous to date of grant of land, ef survey Nos. surrendering surplus
land in Darwha Tahasil (Revised Act)e. ‘

Bs, Surve years previcus years previous yoars previous years previcus year previous area
per acre Nos, y to alletment to alletment te allotment to allotment to allotaent declared
out of Col,2 out of Col,2 out of Col,2 out of Col,2 out of Cel,2 eut of

Col.2

Culti- Unculti~ Culti« Unculti~ Culti- Unculti- Cultie Unculti. Culti- Unculti. *

vated gxgated vated vated vated wvated vated vated vated vated '

1 2 3 & ] 6 7 8 9 10 1 12 13

Q------‘-‘O-------------Q---------------‘----‘----Q.--.--.

Upto 0.20 139-25 40-31 98-3F  A0-33 98-32  40-33 98-32 3110 108-15  33-12 106-1) 90-00
0.21 0 0,30 210-28 5k=32 155-30 b5-2b 165-0h  A9+23 161-05  A7-3h 16234 503k 159-3% 1ibelk

0.31 to 0.40 195-26 10h~Ok 91-22 105-10 90-16 104-01 9125 101-2h  94-02 86-36 108-30 116-12
0.4l %0 0,50 71-02 50-02 21-00 23-20 A7-22 23=32 A7-20 jJd-32 32-10 A5-04 25-38 28.27

0.51 to 0.60 63-0 29«2k 33-25 A7-24 15-25 A7-12 15237  48-12 1437 30-24 32-25 25-20
0,61 to 0,70 27- 23-22 3-34 23-22 3=34 23+22 3-34 2322 334 23.22 3-34 9-00

071 to 0.80 31-03  27-02 A0l 2702 A0l  26-07 A6 26-00  $03 2400 7-03 400
0.81 0 0,90  56- A9-11  7-25  52-11  A=25 A7-02 9-3h  A6-12 10-2h A7-01 9-35  21-10

0.91 to 1.00 4439 40-39 too h2-34 205 41-10  3-29  43-10 1-29 38-10 6-29 10-28
1.01 to 1.25 5913 50-23 30 49-23 9-30 49-23 9=30  49-2) 9-30  A49-23 9-30  23-19

1.26 to 1,50 30-20 2707 3-1 1-35 18-25 11.22 18.38 11-04 19-16  26-35 325 29,02

o M M W S W @ E OGS oW TR T W B W T W DG SO WM S W W W S W W W W W W Mk kA W W D WG W W e w

Total 930-17  A97-37 432-20 A69-38 UK60-19  A6A-27 465-30 A467-23 462-34  AS6-01 A74-16  504-12

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

1t



Igble 1,9 3 Land uuh:or five years previous to date of grant of land, of survey Nos, surrendering surplus

land in ad Tahasil (Revised Act)
Land Revenue irea of Land use 5  Land use »  Land use 3 Land use 2 Land use 1 Surplus
per acre Rs. Survey Jyears previous years previous years previous years previous year previous area
Nos . to allotment te allotmens to sllotment %o allotment to allotment declared
out of Col.2 out of Col,2 out of Cel,2 out of C21.2 out of Col.2 an: ;t
0.
Culti- Unculti« Culti« Unculti. Culti- Unculti. Culti- Unculti. Culti. Unculti -
vated vaeted vated vated vated vwated vated wvated vated vwated
1 2 b} Y 3 6 7 8 9 10 1 12 13

WD S ESEC N SDEE GG DS E WS %W E DS G W W W N S W W W T W W W T W W W W M Es e N e e

Upto 0,20 48-0 33.]zz 18 36-35 1112  33-29 1418 36—{2 1128  35-17 12-30  23-0%
0.21 t0 0.30 49-26 43- 10 145-0h A4-22 A4-02 524 38- 1110 39« 10-00  32-24

0.31 to 0.40 88-03 75-09 12-34 73-06 1437 67-25 20-18 60-12 27-31  64=29 23.14 51-34
0.41 to0 0.50 25«37 24-00 1-37 23-00 2-37 23-00 2-37 23-00 237 22-00 3-37 10-00

0s51 to 0.60 29-38 25-20 A-18 25-20 h18 21-38 8-00 9-20 20-18 9-20 20.18  12-38
0.61 to 0.70 54-02 50-14  3-28 5032 3-10 A-07 5-35 8723 6-19 47-00 7-02 Sk~02

0.71 to 0.80 112-08 94-25 17-23 80-0) 32.05 94=27 17-21 73-17 38-31  68.29 43-19  70-35
0.81 to 0.90 49-08 A3-14 5-34 A3-12 5-36 M-0k 5-0b  4i~0h -0k  A3-00 6-08 7-00

g.g} :0 }..gg 30-23 29-60 1-25 2900 125 28-00 2-25 28-00 2-25 29-G0 125 901
° @ da - - - - - - - - - - - -

1.26 te 1:.50 - - - - - - - - - - - -

Total A87-34 A19-07 68-27 406-32 81-02 A05-12 $2-22 360-31 127-03 359-01 128-33 271.18

R RS S S S® S0 0SS RNT WS G D ST T W W W N W T G W I S I W I N G G S U G G W SE SR G W W s e e



Table 1,10 & Land use, for five years previous to date of grant of land, of survey Nos, surrendering surplus
land 1im t"uu Tmni{'(lle!:seg Act)

.--------o-----—----—--O-----g-----c-o---_----‘---------..

Land Revenue 4irea of Land use § Land use § Land use 3 Land use 2 Land use 1 Surplus
per acre lis, Survey years previcus years previcus ysars previcus years previous year previous drea
Ho. to allotment te allotment to allotment to allotment to allotment declared

out of Col.2 out of Col,2 out of Col,2 out of Col,.2 out of Cel.2 out of

Col.2
Culti- Unculti~ Culti- Unculti- Culti. Uneculti~ Culti- Unculti- Culti~ Unculti-
u;od u:od n;od n:.d 'n_t,od ' n:od n;od vated und vated

Upto.0,20 50-19 35-19 15-00 25-19 25-00 21-36 28.2) 8-07 A2-12 8.12  42-07 30-30
0.21 t0 0.30 37-11 10-05 27-06 10-05 27-06 16-11 21-00 16«11 21.00 11-10 2601 19-21

0.31 te 0.40  45-36 33-33 12-03  35-15 10-21  38-15  7-21 3506 10-32 35-04 10-32 1412
b-20 2-03 4-20

0.4l to0 0.50 6-23 &~20 2-03 &30 1-33 4-30 1-33 2-0) 5=-00
0.51 to °.6° - - - - - - - - - - - -
0061 t. 0070 - - - - - - - - - - - -
0011 t‘ 0.30 -~ - - - - - - - - - - -
0.81 ¢o 0.90 - - - - - - - - - - - -
0.91 to 1,00 10-11 9-00 1-11 9~00 l-11 10-00 0-11 8.00 2-11 8-00 2-11 6-00
1001 ‘. 1.2’ - - - - - - - - - - - -
1.26 to 1‘50 - - - - - - - - - - - . -
Total ~ _ 150-20 92-37 57-2)  e2) G531 9i-12 53-08 T 72203 T 7613 T 69-06 B " 75-23

.---‘-.------‘----pﬁ-o---c-------‘--b.----“------------—.
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Iable 1,11 ¢ Land use, for five years previcus to date of grant of land, of survey FNos, surrendering surplus
land in Kelapur Tahasil (_gmggg_&_ﬁ)

--.’.----------o----—----&---------------ou------‘-—----_-.

Land Eevenue Area of Land use s1 Land use ‘1 Land use 31 Land use 21 Land use 11 Surplus
r aere Rs, Surve years vious  years previous yesars previous years previous ears previous area
pe No. y te -112:;.“ to allotment to alletnent to allotment Z. allotaent declared

out of Col,.2 out of Col,2 out of Col,2 out of Col.2 out of Col,2 out of

Cel,2
Culti- Uncul-  Culti- Uncule  Cultie Uncule  Culti Uncule  Culti. Umeul. *
vated tivated gated tivated vated tivated vated tiveted vated tivated
3 3 5 6 7 8 9 10 11

Upte 0.20 IN-01 27-23 343-18 37-3 2 333-08

3-25’ 22:% 341-34  24-02 346-39 298-07
0.31 to 0.40 59408  59-08 - 59-08 - ¢

2 23’8 13-27 3236 °15-07 15
59-08 z g - 59-33

8.;} :o 8.& 136-14  133-27 2-27  133-27 2.27 132-36 3-18 132.36 3.18 130-19 5-35 106-14
‘e o [ - - - - - - - - - - -
-0.61 to 0.70 - - - - - - - - T - - - -

0071 tc 0080 - - - - - - - - - - - -
0;31 tG 0.90 - - - - " - - - - - - -
0.91 to 1.00 - - - - - - - - - - - -
1.01 t. 1.2’ - - - - - - - - - - - -
1.26 t. 1.50 - - - - - - - - - - - -

‘----------_-O-----’n---‘------------&--—------;-----n-n-‘

Total 585-26  225-34 359-32 236-04 349-22  225-17 360-09 22627 358-39 217-25 368-01 479-16

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



Yotle 1,12+ Land u'.f for five Yyears frcvioua to‘dat,'.o of grant of land, ef survey Nos, surrendering surplus
Prineipal Act

lend in Yavatmal Tabasil
ia;d.n:v;u;o- Ares of lLand wse ; -t L;d.u;o-l; - T .l.:n: ;n; ; - Land use 2 Land m; 1 Snrpln-
per acre ks. Survey ars previous {nﬂ previous ars. previcus  years previous year previous ares
No,. o allotment o allotment o allotaent to alletment to alletment declared

eut of Col.2 out of Col,.2 out of Col.2 out of Col,2 out of Cel,2 out of

Col.2
Culti« Uneculw Culti. Uncul. Culti~ Uncule Culti- Uncule Culti~ Uncule
veted tivated vated tiyvated vated tivated vated sivated vated tivated
3 & 5 [ 7 [ ] 9 10 11 12

1 : 2

.,-----‘--------‘-----‘-------------------‘------“------_-.

Upte 0,20 13627 23-05 1l1l-22 35-30 100-37 24=-10 112.17 19-10 117-17 2120 115-07 111-25
0.21 to 0.30 131.33 59-20 72-1) 39-10 92.23 62-02 69-31 43-16 88.17 37-20 94-2} 73-22

0.31 se 0.40 17232 49-35 122.37 38-34 133-38 h2-14 130-18 66-22 106-10 63-16 109-16 £9-0
O.41 0 0.50 147-10  36-14 110-36  60-28 86.22 56-30 90-20 8£9-38 57-12  43-00 104-10 107-2

0.51 to 0.60 6432 21-33 A2-39  17-30 47-02 19-20 45-12 18.2 6-08  18-03 46-29 35-29
0.61 t0 0.70 158-15  53-10 105-05  45-35 112.20 59-37 9&-18  90- 7-29  83-37 74-18 103-38

o. 1 1 0.80 - - - - - - - - - - - -
0,81 t: 0.90 40-32 3632 4-00 37-11 3-21 36-32 A=00 38-10 2-22 35-00 5=32 34-21

1.01to 1,25 1135 1130  0-05 925 210 10-30 105 1030 105 1030  1-08 11-35

--0.-----onﬁcc---------------------------‘--‘-—-"---------

Total 86h-16  294-19 569-37 285-03 579-13 312.15 552-01 377-16 k87-00 313-06 551-10 568-00

--‘------ﬂ.'-‘-------.--------------.-.-.“-.--------Q-.-—

1%



Iable 1,13 + Land use, for five years previous to date of gramt of land, of survey Hos. surrendering surpluas land
in Pusad Tsebasil (frincippl Act) ~

W A e WD A W W M e A e e ---------t---d------------‘----’--‘0-"---‘----.
Land Revenmue Area of Land use 5 Lend use 4 Land use 3 Land use 2 - Land use 1 Surplus
per acre Es. Survey Yyears previcus Years previous years previocus zearu previous year previcus area
Hog. to allotment to allotaent to allotment 0 allotment to gllotment declared
out of Cols 2 out of Cols 2 out of Col. 2 out of Col, 2 cut of Cols 2 ouy of

" Col, 2
Culti- Uncule Culti- Uncule Culti- Uncule Culti« Uneule Culti- Uncul- .
vated tivated vated tivated vated tivated vated tivated vated tivated
i o 3 b 5 6 7 8 9 10 i1 12 13

Upto 0.20 296=14 23«21, 270-30 25«24 27030  25.2), 270.30 2524 270-30 25-24 270-30 24301
0.21 to QJO 554=30 2923 525-0) <3-29 525-01 RJ=29 525-01  29-29 525-01 2423 525-01 501-12

0.31 to 0.40 11415 - 115 “ 1415 -  1lh=1l$ “ 1125 - 115 88-33
Ould 0 050 27-22 2~01 321 =01  3e2) 20l  3-21 2h-0)  3-21 2401 3-20 18-07

0.51 to 0.60 - - - - - - - - - - -
Q‘& to 0.70 17f09 12-28 §:21 1228 =2l 12-28 %2 § 12-28 -2 12.28 21 9-Q1

0.71 to 0.80 93.32 83-37 9«35 8337 9-35 83«37 935 83-37 9=35 8337 9«35 3723
G.81 to 0,90 - - - - - - - - - - - -

0.91 “ 1.00 -
1,01 t0 1.25 -

- - - -
- - - -

Total 1104~02 17539 928-03 175-39 92803 175-39 928-03 175-39 92803 175-39 928-03 897-37

----’--ﬁ-‘-----‘------------”--‘----‘---‘-------“-----‘.



Iable ).14 ¢ Land use, for five years previous to date of grant of land, of survey Mos. surrendering surplus land
in wani Tahasil ( ‘ .

.---~---_---‘-b0—----*-0--&----‘------—--------_-Q-------.

Land Revemus Area of Land use 5 Land use 'k Land use 3 Land wse 2 - ' Land use 1 Surplus
per acrs Rs. Survey ears previcus years previous years provicus years previous Yyear previous ares
Mos. 0 sllotment to allotment t0 allotment to allotment to sllotment declared
) out of Col. 2 out of Col. 2 out of Col. 2 out of Col, 2 out of Col. 2 out of

Cole 2
Cultie Uncule Cultie Uncule Culti« Uncule Cultie Uncule- Cultie Uncule )
vated tivated vated tivated  vated tivated vwvated tivated vwated tivated-

1 2 3 & 5 6 7 8 -9 10 . il i2

‘----‘-.‘.--.‘-.---.--‘---‘.-..ﬂ.‘ﬁ’-------—‘---.--.-’----.

Upto 0.20 73 15«00 32346 15-00 32-3Fh 15=00 32-34 10-30 37 10=20 37 4734
0:21 %5 0.30 102508 00 38 sy 308 & 3600 Vs B O 7 P

0.31 to 0,40 2500 - 25=00 13«00 12-00 13-00 12-00 3U=00 15400 12-06 12-34 11-12
0.4l to 0.50 125-17 h7-27 7730  50-23 74=3h  WO-12 8505 48-08 77-09 h2-1, 83-03 113-08

0.51 %0 0,60 79419  2-00 77-19 = 79419 = 7919 = 79419 =  79.19 7806
0.61 to 0.70 3410 28«30 520 23-16 10~34 23«10 11-00 15-15 35 13-18 200}2 10-05
O.n to 0.80 - - - - - - - - - - - -
0,81 to 0,90 - - - - - - - - - - - -

0.91 0 1,00 41«26 15«30 25-36 3-29 37-37 - hl-26 - hle26 - 26 -
1.01 to 2i25 36235 3216  4el9  Ju-08 6-2)  28-23 812  21-19 9-16 2615 1030  hay

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

Total 492-29 186-23 306-06 185-25 307~0k 15&-11 338-18 147=32 34k=37 136=33 355-36 358-39

"--.---‘-..“.--.-..------‘.‘------“ﬂﬂ--.-----‘Q.-“--‘.

L



Ighlel.15 ¢+ Land use, for five years previous to date of grant of land, of survey Nos. surrendering surplus land
1R Kelapur Taheell {Principal ct)

ﬁ---un--0*0---0-&-‘-—---------o----------------G-—--------g-‘

Land Revenue Ares of Lend use § Land use & iand use 3 Land use 2 Land use ) Surplus
per acre LRs. Survey Yyears previcus ears previous yesrs previous yeasars previous Year previcus ares
Kose to allotment allotment to allotment £0 allotment to otument declared
out of Cole 2 out of Col, 2 out of Cole 2 out of Col, 2 out of Coles 2 out of
: Col, 2
Cultie Uncule Culti- Uncule Cultie Uncule Cultie Uncule Culti~ Uncule
vated tivated vated tivated wated tivated wated tifsted vated tivated
b § 2 3 &b 5 6 7 8 9 10 B8 R 2 2

--.Q-‘--Q--Q.‘---b-.‘—-----uﬁ--‘---n---o&a---w---------.-.

Upto 0,20 12703  I15-11 111-32  15-11 1132 1011 116-32 15-01 112-02 15-1, 111-29 105-03
021 ©0 0.30 7336 23-10 50-26 23-10 50-26 22.12 51=2h  16-30 57-06 2439 AB-37 63-15

S0 0ua0 56 23-25 A3-02  13-10 A3-17  13e25 A302  L-20 W07 1322 WG 5627

0.31 to 0.0  56-26  31-30 24-36 18430 37-36 13205 24-21  30-35 25-31 3310 23-16 56-12
0.61 to 0.70 117-28 7023 47-05  &y-38 47-30  76-23 M<05  T73<2) 405 7508 L2-2h T9-35

0‘71 t0 0.80 30-1lh  lielh 1600 limlly  16-00  14edh  16<00 L4k  16~00  2helh 16-00 25«22

0.81 te 0.90 - - - -
0.91 to0 1.00 - - - - - - - - - - - -
1.01 “ 1.25 - - - - - - - - - - - -

Total A62-1h  168-33 293-21 154=33 307-21 16910 2930k 164~03 298-11 176-23 285-31 386-34

.-..-------------.‘-h--------------n--------.—---‘--—---‘.

8t
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respeetively for the 'ncvznd Act and the Prinecipsl Aet,

The relaticnehip between various sreas, total area, un=
caltivated area and the surplus declared etc.y, is wore or
less .lm the same Hw-oc in wost tahasils as in respect
of the total sample looked into esrlier, The slight devie~
tion in thls respeet 1s observadle in Yavatamal and Pusad
tahasils in regard to the Revised Aets The surplus de~
clared in Yavatamal tahasil 1is more or less evenly ae~
tributed in all the three groups and considering columns
3,k and 5 of Yavatamal tahasil in Table 1.5 it vill be seen
that depending upon the gurplus declsred in each of the
survey nose in groups 1 and 2 the surplus surrendered ,
could be soweuhat evenly distriduted betweéen cultivated

snd unenltivated areas In the third éroup of the same
tehasil even if .u‘ the uncultivated srea 1s surrendered

ap earplua the balance m;dod to make up the total surplus
declared in the group vill have to come from cultivated
erea and this vill be twice the uneultﬁntod area of the
groupe In Pusad tehasil the uncultivated srea is so low
and surplus declsred so large that substantial chunk of

the surplus surrendered vill be from cultivated eres, In’
the remsining three tahasils, Darwhs, Wani and Kelapur, .
substantial proportion of ungultivated area being surrender< '
¢d as surplus is inevitable snd 1s very clear froa the
Table 1.5,

In respect of the Principsl Act the results of the:
respective four tahssils for which data is presented in
Tables 1.12 through 1.15 do not waterially differ from the
total sample and thus the large chunk of the srea surrender=
¢d a3 surplus vill be from uncultivated sres. Thst the
surplus srea gurrendered vill be largely out of the un=
cultivated srea of the surplus land holders is not something

.



vo )

unexpected dut needed to be stated by looking into the
-urvcvy‘ pos. from which such surplus was surrendered both
under the Revised Act and the Principal Act. Further, the
-q.or portion of the uncultivated area surrendered comes
from the low fortuity landn as indiecated by the mrerazc

' per acre land revenus under both tho Revised and thc

Prinelpsl Act,



_Q}agter !;
Diptribution of Surplus Land

The iuuonc chapter dealt with the probable extent of
cultivated and uncultiveted area surrendered as surplus
over celling area snd the gudbsequent dfstridution of the
saze to the grentees as per the provisions of the Aete It
1s propossd to examine very broadly the distridution as
per the provisions of the 'Prineipal! Act end the 'Reviged!
Acte It vas pointed out that the amended 'First Schedule’
to the Act by itself would have affected the maximum area
allocable to the grantees, However, along with the amend-
went to the YFirst Schedulet, Section 27 of Act vas sudhe=
stituted by Mshwashtra 2) of 1975 and the nevly fntroduced
Sectiom 27 e¢learly prescribed the maximum area that could
be sllotted to a grantee, less than that area being grant=
ed not having been ruled out, 7Ihis vas a drastic measure
that affected the area allotted to grantes tmder the *Re~
vised' Act, These amendments to the 'Principel? Aet
naturally chenged the distribution in terms area granted
to each grantee under. the 'Reviged’ Acts The immediate
effect of the sudstituted Section 27 was that a large
nuzber of landless persons could be granted land for cul=
tivition. Besides the resulting changes in the distridution
of land amther matter that needs to be considered refers
to YPot Kharad? out of the distriduted land. This has to
be considered im the light of the wide meaning given to
‘Agriculture® in the Act and the financial assistance that
Vas ﬁmpo-ed for land development end current cost of pro-
duction, ) Along with Pot Kharsb fother .uncultiveted' area

131
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0180 needs to be taken note of for inelusion or exelusion
in calculating the aeiling srea and the subsequent dis~
tribution 1f the area surrendered as surplus inecludes land
of this desoription. '

2-1 'Pot Kharab‘ and 'Othe
’

The word 'Agriculture?, as given in Section 2(1) of
the Act, has been given a very vide mesning to include,
besides cultivation of crops etce, such other allied
operations as dairy farming, poultry ferwing end cattle
breeding etes The inelusion or exclusion of 'Fot Eharsbd!?
snd/or ‘other uncultiveted! srea in ecaleulating the ceil«
ing area and 1f such sres foras the part of the surplus
area mﬁm&erod and distributed will have to be eon=
sidered in the 1ight of the smenability of the land of
such degeription to m of the operations ineluded in

' Vagriculturet in the Acts Mere amenabdility of such land
te any of the operations included In 'egriculture' may not
:ufricc, especially vhen such ?Pot Kharab! or 'other
nneultlntad' forms pert of the srea sallotted to a grantee
who in majority of the cages happensg to be s landless
person opr an agricultural lsdbour with no resources et
his cowmand,

In VF VII=XII certsin ares is recorded as 'Fot
Kharab? "gnd wheth;r such area needs to be excluded or
{ncluded while csleulsting the holding 1s the 1ssue,

The High Court has taken the view (High Court deefsion

in spectsl Civil Applicstfon No. 1495 of 1970 Saraswatitai
¥ Anjendeo versus Stste, decided on 2nd July 1974 =

Ehasne J,) that definition of the expression *land' as con~
talned {n section 2(16) will not permit any exelusion
thless the land is not eapubl;or being used for the
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free allovance upto 5 acres of Pot-nm-ab while ealsulate
ing the eeiling area by vhat rouoninc po guch .nounco
hes been considered when allottlng land to grantou who
under the Reviged Aat get for less lands Had 1% bdeen
that no guch Pot Kharab out of the quriendercd surplus vas.
distributed no such query could have arisens But as will
be seen ovuhuquently froa the nspofntent. reporting the
‘extent of tPot Kharab! end/or tother uncultivated® land
vas rot that nognziblo &8s not to givc the matter eny eon=
lideutlon. Inclusion of such Pot Eharsd in the sres dis-
tributod to gruntees has ruulted 1nto less land than thet
granted being sctually croppeds I’M' alone is not
necegsarily the reagon for lesving part of the sllotted
 lund resaining uncultivated but this d1d contribute to the
uncultivated area of the grentees is no less trus, Most
of the grantees, in Yavatamal district, under the Revised
Act received land varying between 3 and 5§ gcres and say
sround 15 to 20 gunthas of this allotted area of each ,'
graotee belng Pot Kharab and/or other nnculuvuted would
heve a fur greater adverse effact than S scres or pPot
Rarab end/or other uncultivated on the ceiling holder,
While exclusion of upto § acres of Pot Kharab snd/or

other uncultivated while cslculating the cﬁllnc bad deen
mdoved (at least proposed to be endoved) on the surplus
holder no such pmision Vas _thought of in allotting land
to grantees, If Pot Kharad was to be execluded from 3 scres
Of land-allotted to a grantee this would have oreated a
Vfragment®, the fragment for the ¢istrict being less then
J acres gr dry erop lend,s Ko doudt that ereation of such
s fraguent 1s preibdited by the 'Bombay Prevention of
Fraguentation end Consolidation of Holdings Aet, 19471,

but this difficulty vas not unsurmounteble and could have



L}

been overcoze by making a eoncession of around 15 to 20
gw thas of Pot Khsrad or other uncultivated area md
allotting nearabout three acres of eultlubh ares to the
grantees, May be onch a weasure would have somewvhat de=
creased the total number of grantees but the measure
would have been on par vith the one jropoé;d in caleulat=
ing th 'eeiuns of the surplus holder,

2.2 §ur21ua Lend Distrivution

It vu stated in the previous chapter that am-plul
land dht_ributton in the State occurs in two d&istinct
phases one under the Prineipal Act and the other under the
Reviged Acte There sre two diat:lxxuuhing features that
effect the éistribution of surplus lend under the Reviged

Act as oonparod to the Prtneipd Acte The first affects
the quantum or land to de zrnnted to each cnottu end
the sooona engures winimum allotnent to hitherto negloct-
ed schedulca castes, tribes etec, backward elasses.

Under the Prineipsl Act the maxivum srea allocedle
to a landless person vas related ts the eeiling ares
prescribed by Section 27(7) of the aet, the upper limit
to such alloesble area deing one~sixth of the eeiling
eres, Since the ceiling areas differed in various ‘local
areas' as given in tho First Schedule to the Act the

variation in waximum o.necablc srea naturslly folloved,

" tne ceiling areas under sub~cluuses (a),(b) and (e) of
cleuse 5'o‘t section 2 were the seme all over the State
.and the sbove veriation in eeiling aress refers to one
uder sub=clause (d) of clause 5 of gection 2, With the
csiling srea varying beiv‘en 66 scres £o 140 acres in
various *locel sress' the maximum allocable area to a
landless pereon varied between 11 scres to 23 end a 11ttle

more ssass in the 'local aress’, With the substitution of
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section 27 of the Principal Aet, by Maharashtrs 21 of 1975,
in the Revised Act unifors upper limit tb allocation of
lend to a grantee (a landless person) wus prescrided at

3 hectares or 7 1/2 scres of land under.sub~slsuse (e) of
clause. 5§ of section 2+ This aiounted to a substantial .
reduction in the waximum allocable ares under the Principal

Act and in s dlstrict like Yavatamsl with ceiling sreas
prescribed at 108,114,126 and 140 scres for various
11ocal areas! und the maximus sllocable erea to a hnd-
less person under nection 27(7) therefore being 18,‘19,21
end 23 and a 1little more acres was no doudt a very sud~
stantial reduction, This means that while p_nviously one
landlen per;on eould be accommodated now vlih the :au§
area being available for distribution at least there can ‘

_be sccommodated, This does not purport to mean that such
upper limit in granting land was invariably observed
vhile distributing lsnd under the Principal Acte

The other distinguishing feature of the Revised Act .-
refers to nuﬂatioﬁ of 50 per cent of surplus land
u-ndér'sccum 27(4), after ezeluding lands referred to
sub~sections (2) and (3), for d1stribution to persons
belonging to Scheduled castes, Scheduled tribes and other
backward classes stes S0 far as lands falling under‘
Section 27(2) sre eoncerned the tenancy lavs sllowed
resumption of half the land leaged by the landlqrd. There~

~ fore, there would be very fow lands, 1f any, at "11, which
wuld come within the purviev of aforesaid SOction 27(2%

’ Simllarly, in view of Seetion 19 of the Rovhgdlct there
wWuld be no farws notified as was the case in respect of
eoupnct and udwuud farums undor Section 19 of the
Principal Aet &nd thorefon lmdo declgred surplus under
the Reviged Act would not normally come within the purview
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‘of Seation 27(3)s This would effectively mean that sres
declered eurplus under the Revised Act vould“n'nuublo for
éfstribution under Sections é?(h) and 27(5)s The Rexervéd
snd unreserved surplus area in Yavatanal district ending
April 1976 vas as delow,

. -
G W % W a e S WG W WG W MW ED WO B G W e S S Wy

Tahasil Regerved Unreserved Total -
(acres) (acres) (acr:-) .
Yavatamal . 2352+12 2339-08 4691220
Darvha Co. 1790=09 1782=20 3§72=29
Pusad ' 84500 77939 162439
Weni ’ 2125-13 211421 4239=3h -
Kelapur - 3363=33 33189 6682-22
Total digtrict 10476=27 10334=37 20811=24%

- o e e .G W% %W S G S B % @SS W RGN W e W

Tables 2,1 and 2.2 give surplus land diatridution
under the ‘Revised Act' and the *Prineipal Act! ‘respece
tively, Detalled information regarding various dackward
tlagses vag not available except for scheduled castes and
scheduled tribes in respect of the Prineipal Act, Perug~ -
ing the tvo tables it £s clear that baekward classes
received major portion of the surplus distributed under
the Revised Act as sgainet the major portion going %o
others under the Principal Act. While this is not strictly
comparable in viev of only scheduled castes end scheduled
trives representing Snekvurd'ehuu under the Principal
Acty 1% can iuu be elear that scheduled esstes and
schedaled tribes taken together reported 78482 per eent
of grantees and claimed 60 per cent of land dfstribduted
under the Revised Act as e2gainst 37,47 per eent of allottees
¢laiming 31.5 per cent of land distributed under the
Prineipal Act.



Table 2.1 1 Surplus land distribution under the 'Revised Act' ending Marech 1978

..-..-....-....‘-..-t...---.--------------—.---------.

Yavatamal Darvha ©  Pusad Wani Kelapur Total

“Others
No 386 222 77 180 54 1319
Area 1508-01 97028 258-02 633-1%  1600-22 4970-27
Total : |
No 2001 14,8 520 1077 2782 7828
Area 7025-28 545635 1894-22 3715-16 9612-21 27705=33

8h



Table 2.1 3 Surplus lahd distribution under the tRevised Act! ending March 1978

“-’-*”“Q--‘-‘-“

"--”“-“"-

Yavatamal Darwha Pusad wani
Area declared surplus 7505=22 9333-11 2820~24, 6228-00
Area taken possession 7025-28 54,56=135 1894=33 3715-36
Area distributed to landless

persons 7025-28 545635 1894-33 3715-36
Scheduled castes

No L52 386 56 163

Area 1502-30 14,5%-37 205-12 57230
Scheduled tribes

No 760 273 93 629

Area 2601-13  1001-32 357-22  2156-24
Vimukta Jati

No 92 172 96 6

Area 297-29 623-05 34,8-0L4 20-25
Nomadic tribes

No 55 175 9 11

Ares 184-10  607-18 29-31 15734
Nova-Buddha

No 122 175 111 6

Area 4,0L=0l 618-05 4L03-12 19-08
Defence Services

No 65 27 37 38

Area 25L~39 109-38 14,0-37 124-15
Ex-servige man

No 69 18 41 W,

Ares 272-22 7332 151-33 5106

 QOthers

No 386 222 77 180

Area 1508-01 970-28 258-02 633-1
Total

No 2001 1448 520 1077

Area 7025-28 5456-35 189433 3715-16

- an W W W

15441-13

9612-21

9612-21

359
124, 3~04k

1626
5602-20

126
L2117

135
4,60~17

52
174-25

16
S4~09

14
55-27

L54
1600=<2

2782
9612=21

4,1328-30
27705-33

2770533

10,16
L975-33

3381
11719-31

L92
1741-00

&5
1419-30

1,66
161914

183
664~18

156
605-00

1319
L970-27

7828
27705-33



Table 2.2 ; Surplus lend distridutien under the *Principal Act?! ending march 1978

@ M A e WG B G R W W D WD T P BB W WG W WG W DS e - o ® o > e ae

Fahasil Area Area Ro. of Area No. of Area Scheduled Area 8cheduled Area
deelared taken grantees distri- sosieties grented ecaste granted tribe granted
surplus possession buted to granted to graatees grantees

grentees land societies ’

Yavatamal 917=32 75720 88 757-20 s LSh=22 1 10=20 15 137-37

Darwha 213609 1495-09 192 1495-09 2 183-24 3 28322 5 H 29627

Pusad 360224 239611 320 2396-11 e 395-06 62 356-16 1] 516-29 ‘

wani 1280-24 963-02 24h 963=02 - - 3 115=39 107 367-21

Kelapur 2589429 2547-1% 0b 254711 1 132-00 58 33412 223 135701

Spl.

Deputy

Collector 16237-28 16190-27 1869 16190-27 - - Jan 234121 168 1555«24

Total 26764-26 2435000 3117 2435000 13 1205-12 532 3M2-10 636 4231=19

.-------.--“---‘-.-------------‘.----- - i W PG E e TW S W W

61
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The uniform vwpper lmtt to granting of land had to
an extent kept the aversge per grantee distridution within
‘kamall margin under the Revised Act, The average area for
allottee granted under the Revised Act and the Principal
Act 18 as delows

' ‘ .Hevlaed_hct>

Taheasil 8:Castea B8,Tribes Other - Others Total
backvard tahasil
(acraes) (acres) (acres): (acres) (acres)

Yavetamal 313 316 312 336 320
Damvha 3%30 326 321 kelz 3e30

Pussd 3=26 333 324 322 3-28

¥ani 307 317 3=l 3-19  3-18

Eelapur '3-18 . 317 3-15 - 3-22 3=18 .

Total - .

Distrdet  3*20  3*12  3°18 331 321

b L B B I B A B I B B R B B R B B IR BRI )

Principal Act .

- P e T D T E TS WG W R W ™ WS W W T WE W WD W

Tahasil °  S.Castes S.Irides Others Total

(scres) (acres) (acres) (acres)

B W W W e WG W B GG W WG W SR W ®G® B W oW =

Ysvatamal 10~20 L2 174 1=31 3-12
Dervha 7=35 =19 6=11 6=36
Pusad 5=29 - §=3% 6-13 6=11
¥ang 316 317 y=26 337
Xelapur 5=30 6~03  5-37 5=39
Siletor 630 9-10 10 82
Total

Distriat €~18 6~26 739 7-18

LA R T T T T T i Uy
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lore then 50 per cent of the surplus under.the Prinei~
pal Act was distributed by Special Deputy CO;lectorl thelr
Jurisdiction bein&. at times, over sreas of two different
tahasile As & result tahasilvise figures refer to the
distribdbution by tahasildars or Rald=tzhasilder charged with
the di'stri'bution of the surplus. ﬁxhuil\riu breskup of
the gpecial Deputy cqneétorsl distridution of lend was not
sveilsdle and to that extent the tahasilvise aversges cmld
be somewhat different But not materfally different, In ost

of the tahasils sverage sre:per grantee under the Prineipal
Act 1s nesrly twice the aversge area per grantee under the
Reviged Act, ~ . T
The actual area distribution could be very different
from the aversges given above, Detalled information .Sout
number of grantees and the extent of srea distributed vas
availadble only in respect of the Revised Act, Ko details
‘Were available from the records regarding extent of u-u'
distridbuted to grantees in respect of the Principal Act,
The dafstridution under the Principal Act had changed
hends from one suthority to another so many times that
records were widely disbursed in virious offices and it vas
$mpossible to get the necessary details even at the -
tzhasil headquarters. In viev of the &ifficulty the area
digtridution pettern under the Principal Act has to te
locked into on the basis of the sample for which informu~
tion vas eollectede Tsbles2.3 and 2.4 give the digtribue
tion of allottees snd sample allottees for the Revised
Act and ib, Principal Act respectively, The distribution
of allottees in respect of Revised Aet 1is for the period
ending 4pril 1976, Under the Reviged Act 8449 per eent
Of the grantees received land upto % acres sgainst barely
8.56 per cent under the Prinecipal Act. The dirreroncu ere



Teble 2,3 ¢ Tahesilwise distridution of allottess by sisze of srea slloted ending April 1976
. (Bevised Act)

Yavatual Darvha Pused vani Kelapar . . Totel
" LM N Shve | S S S5
Less then 3 acres - 1 1% 27 2¢ &
3.00 scres 604 232 104 291 M 1603
3.01 to 3.10 154 167 18 153 620 142
3.11 %o 3.20 166 128 7 155 A31 951
3.21 %0 3.30 19 %) 7 49 140 365
3.31 te 4.00 %” 1 63 53 ] 410
£:01 o 410 26 i3 % 29 7 159
A1t o 4,20 27 55 ’ 17 36 %4
4e21 to 4.30 2 25 6 P 28 a8
he3? S0 5.00 W7 ) 25 13 35 T
Kere then § acres 62 /S 20 24 62 242
Total 1278 N 9 1856 35

141



IAM t Tahasilwise distributiom of ssmple allottees by sisze of area alleted (Prineipa) Act)

- -- - - A D MR NN W A YR GR W W A M O R W P D W T W W W A W W A W W T W) YR G W A W WD G W W W W WS W ah W W W

su:‘:?'ﬂ.:; Yavataal Derwha ©  Pusad Wani Kelapur Total
granted No.of Area No.of Area NHo.of Area Ro.of Area No.of Area Ko.of Area
(acres) %:::- g::‘:- g::' %:::. g:::‘ toes

Upte 3-00 2 6-00 - - 1 0-20 3 8-05 - - 6 1h=25
3-01- 4~00 & 135 - - 23 87-32 - - - - 27 101-27
4-01- 5-00 - - - - 90  Ml-29 - - 1 128 91 M6-07
5-01- 7-20 17 106-39 é 38.02 59 336-11 2 12-00 3 22.20 87 515-32
7-21-10-00 2 1281.23 b} 282-26 19 178-00 8 68-26 22 20402 102 91437
10-01-15-00 26 310-1h 6 65-15 2 2514 21 253-22 15 186-34 70 840-19
15-01-20-00 - - - - - - 1 18-00 1 1514 2 33-14
Total 77 618-31 43 386-03 194 1068-26 35 360-13 42 433-08 385 2867-01

--------"-’---'--------------’--‘--‘-----‘-‘---‘-‘--‘.

111
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quite substantisl particularly vhen Pusad tahasil is ox=
eluded from distribution in Tadle 2.4 Out of 124 allottees
receiving lend llpt.O S acres in the sample Pusad tahasil
aeeount;d for 11k allottees and this alone has affected
the distridution pattern. It will -‘. worthwhile te look inte
yearvise allotzent of sample .;ilottno ia respect of the
Prineipel Act and the sexe 1s given in Table 2,5, Out of
the 124 allottees receiving land upto ¥ acres 116 received
it in the year 197}, Even in respect of 5,01 to 7420 acres
59 allottees were granted land fn 1973 the dalence of 28
sllottees gotuu'hnd in the esrlier yearss It secus
therefore tvh‘t‘ sose changes in the distribution poliecy
wvere occurring even before the substitution of Section 27
of the Principal Aet ia the Revised Act, Actually all
this has occurred because of the distribution in the single
tahasil Pusade It would have beem worthwvhile to look inte
the total distridbution under the Principal Aet if the
detailed distridution vas svailadle, On the basis of the
ssample allottees following results are observable by
k-eoping allo;tuu from the yesr 1973 sepirate and looking
the rest together,
Secmcccr s r e e e r e s e e s n e e -
:rl:;ttod 1961 to 1972 . 1973

Allottess Area 83 Allottess Area as

as pereent pereent as percent percent
of total of total ef total of total

NS E S WSS B B DG T B WD TS WE® G ® WS

Upto § acres 3.97 LWl 64,28 57.06
%401 to 7020

scres 13,40 9.33 3L¢7 35.0h
Yore than

7.20 scres 82,63 £9.25 3.85 7.90

LR B 2R IR I R T R I R e e ey



Tadble 2.5 : Distributien of sample allottees by year of allotment and sise of srea alleted (Principal Act)

{ur of . 1961 1965 1967 1968 1970 1971 1972 1973 Total
and grante) :
& No. Area Vo, Ares Ko, Area No, Area No, Area No, Area No. Area No. Area Ko.of Area
Sise of Eran~
tees

granted
.--------O-‘----------------Q--.C.------------O----------

{acres)

b01~ 500 = - -  « o o e e 1 M8 = e o o 90 Me29 91 k607
501-7-20 = - -« 1 7220 2 15-00 1 613 7 48-06 17 102-22 59 336-11 &7 S15-32
7-21-10-00 9 83-38 16 152.00 14 127-28 12 209-28 & 37-28 10 85-18 33 28401 & 3416 102 914=37
10-01-15-00 1 1030 =  « 12 1A3-21 6 68-03 18 219-31 14 166-39 16 192-01 3 39-16 70 840-19
15-0120-00 = = == = 1 151h = = 1 1800 « = = - - - 2 33-1
fotal . 10 9b-l2‘ 16. 152.00 28 29403 22 196-11 26 289.10 36 316-38 66 573.2)182 945-07 385 2867-01

.-‘------O----—--------------------------------—0--------.

£s
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, ‘m; whole oourse of distridution seems to have been
reversed in a nlngio yoar 1973 #0 far as the sample allottees
sre considered end this way or may not hold good in respect
of the total distridution under the Pripclnl Aete

2.3 Surplug Distributed to Lend

N During conduct of the survey it was noticed that sone
grenteas were either the landnolders or members of the
lsndholding femiliese This vas Observadble in respest of both
fho‘ xcvind Act and the Principal Act, The Acts have some
docidod priorﬁtxia for distridution of surplus kend and
luéh grantees have td IG.Qt the conditions stipulated t'h‘uc‘ .
in to be ¢ligidd to receive the land, Besides this they
have to meet the provisions of Seetion 27(7)e It vill there~
fore e useful to 1ook into these ¢ases to some extent.
Since none of the grantees under the Revised Ast
reported to have received sllotment under sub~clauses
(1) or (11) of clause 5 of section 27 of the Revised Act,
the sllotwent has to be under sub-clauses (111) snd (iv)
of olause 5 of section 27 of the Revised Acts Simtlarly,
none of the grantees under the Principal Aet received
land under sub~clanses (1) to (iv) of clause § of section
27 snd therefore the allotnént in these cases has to be
under sub=clauses (¥) to (vi1) of clause 5 of section 27
of the Prinsipal Ac¢te.  The sud~claupes wentioned sdove
inglude 'landless labourer? in respect of the Revised Act
and the Principel Act snd the 'sgricultural labourer! and
a ‘small hoidor', which vere deleted by Maharashtra 21 of
1975 frow the Revised Act, only in the Principal Aet. Thus
while heving met the priority and the definition of the
sbove three concepts the grantee decomes eligible to re~
ceived 1and snd the allotwent even after this has to be
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coaumensurate vith seetion 27(7) of the respestive Acts
under vhich the grantee has received the allotzent,
Statements 2.1 snd 2,2 present the landholding
familien rocuuni gurplus land digtriduted under the
Rﬂiﬁod Act and the Principal Aet respectively. Hine=
tean grantees regeived the surplus land while either the
grantee oF his fanfly held land at the time of allotment.
Oniy one grantee in ¥Wani tahasil received allotment des-
-pite holding lend under sub~clause (111) of elsuse 5 of
ssction 27 ‘hile the total land after allotment of
- surplus 1s slightly wore than that prescribed at 3 hee~
tares of 7 1/2 acres under seetion 27(7), this seems to
be vith a viev to gvoid the ecreation of a fragment dy
allotting less to meet jrovuzog;t seotion 27(7)e Another
nine cases vhere the land vas allotted to head of the
fsmily who held land at the time of allotment sre of
doudt for eligidbility, These grantees aould not be -
iran_ted land inder sub~clauses (1) to (111) of clause %
of soction 27 nor eould they be granted land under sub=
c;lauu (iv) of clause § of section 27 since by their
esrlier 1milhc141n¢ they 0 not meet the definition of a
lendless person under seection 2(17) of the Revised Act,
Hovever for some reason or other they were granted land
elght of these grantees 414 rccein land Nyoné prescrip~
tion under section 27(7) and only one grantee, if at all,
vas eligible to get the allotment, In ancther ease vhere
head of the family received sllotment despite holding Lot
but this vas in order since he met the provision under
section 2( 17) snd slso the provieion of ioet;on 27(7)
after surplus allotment, In thege cases of grantees pre~
vious land held vas leased in and if the landholding is
to be construed te meen as owning and eultiveting land



Statement 2.1 : Land holding families receiving surplus land distributed under the Revised Act
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Tahasil Surplus area alloted t© Previcus land held by Leased in by Previous land Surplus alloted Remark
held in acres in acres
1 Yavatamal 1 Head of the family Head of the family - 5«00 3-03 Total more than 7-20
acres
2 " " - 13-00 3-00 .
3 L - Head of the family 3-00 3-00 -
4 Nephew Uncle - - 6=00 3-00 -
2 Darwha 1 Head of the family Head of the family - 7-00 3-00 T:tal more than 7-20
acres
3 wani 1 Head of the family - Head of the family 3-01, 3-00 -
2 " Head of the family - 4,=00 3=-35 Defence service
Total more than 7-20
acres
3 " " - 6-20 3-20 Total more than 7-20
acres
4 " " - 1-00 3-20 -
L Kelapur 1 Head of the family Head of the family - 28-26 3-02 z:::i more than 7-20
2 " " - U-21 f 3-16 "
3 " " - 7=12 3-22 "
4 . " - 7-05  3-03 .
5 " - 3-22 - 37 -
6 son " - 10-00 3-17 -
7 Husband Wife ‘ - 4L-00 3-06 -
8 Nephew Uncle - 10-14 3-01 -
9 Sons Father - 7-12 6-03 -

10 Head of the family Head of the family 3-01 3-02 -

- S e A @ A W @ W @ W W W S G S s W M SR T A W W GRS WP W AR W AR WGBSR R W Ak B M W W S BB WD R YR GF W e @ UR A G WE W ek WR W W Gh AR G W W W e W



Statement 2.2 : Land holding familles receiving surplus land distributed under the Principal Act|
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Tahasil
1 Yavatamal 1 Head of the family
2 L
3 »
L "
5 L]
6 n
7 .
8 "
9 »
10 Son
11 wife
12 Head of the family
2 Pusad 1 Head of the family
2 ”
3 "
L "
5 "
6 "
7 "
8 "
9 Wife
10 Son
3 wani 1 Head of the family
2 "
'3 Son
h ”n
5 Brother
6 Son
7 Head of the family
4 Kelapur 1 Head of the family

Surplus area alloted to Previocus land held by

head of the family

Father

Husband

Head of the family
Head of the family

"

Husband
Father
Head of the family

Father

Father
Head of the family

-

Leased in by

Head of the family
"

"

Head of the family

-

Head of the family

Previous land Surplus alloted

held in scres 1in acres

B e R AR AR W W W M W Ay YR W A TR 4B W G MR SR AR TR G SR W B TR G W SR G M A M W TR G TR A YE T WP W A A @ G A SR (EP ae SER AR AR TR SR W W SR SR B TR AR YR W AR W

5-00
12-33
2-18
3-05
3=25
15-10
3=25
8-00
10-30
38-00
20-00
8~31
1-20
1-20

3-00
6~00
6=20
2-13
9-20

10-05
6-39
6~00

27-09

12-13

!

11-39
10-39
6-1,
6=-15
11-06
12-02
1104
7-26
10-31
12-00
12-00
11-10
5-00
4L~00
5=15
6-G0
400
0-20
3-18
4=13
4,~C0
4,-08
9=20
2-38
3-08
3-08
8-16
12-34
8-16
9«10

Hemark

More than 23 acres

More than 23 acres

Irrigated area alloted
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Statement 2.2 : Land holding.families receiving surplus land distributed under
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Tahasil

.. Surplus area alloted to Previous land held by

leased in by

--—--d--.---n'---‘.-‘-----------’----------,_

1 Yavatamal 1 Head of the family

4 .
3 L}
& L}
5 "
6 .
7 ]
8 L
9 L

10 Son

11 wife

12 ilud of the family

2 Pusad 1 Head of the family
2 -
3 "
L ) -
5 "
6 "
7 "
8 »
9 wWife
10 Som
3 vani 1 Head of the family
2 L]
3 Son
L -
5 Brother
6 Son
7 Head of the family
b Kelapur 1 Head of the family

Head of the fnmliy
"

Pather

Husband |
Head of the family
Head of the fmiiy
L ]
"

£
H
b
"
i

!
i

i
b4

Husband
Father ;
Head of the fuiiy
. ‘f
Father .
. "

Father :
Head of the family

Head of the family
]

Head of the family

Head of the family

----------------‘----—------‘---------.‘
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all the three were eligidle being lendless and wuld meet
the provisions of section 27(7)s BHowever if the land~
holding way be devoid of ownership and the essential
econdition vas to be self gultintion ete, as provided
under sestion 2(8) then these grantess will not satisfy
the provision of eection 2(17), Despite this deficiency
they could still be granted land upto the upper limit get
by section 27(7) and the three cases meet it. Of the re=
waining five.cases none needs to be consgldered as under
provigions of the Act all vere eligible to receive the
sllotment, though the desirsbility of such allotment in
three uin waybe questioned but not on the bnh of the
- noviuon‘n of the Aot, Thus out of the nineteem cases
listed in Statenent 2,1 at least nine do not seem to be
eligidle to get an allotment out of surplus land distribu~
tion, , |
In respeet of the Prineipal Act 30 cazes of grantees
or their families holding land at the time of allotment
have been listed in sStatement 2,2, The Revisged Act had
o-aly the provision for landleas person in the scheme of
sllotwent, Principsl Aet had further provision for allot=
went to sgricvltural labourer and emall holders end con= '
sidérin; the 16 grantees vho held lends at the time of
sllotment all except one cass in Wanl tahasil met the
Tequirewents as & suall holder ﬁd vere thus eligible
for allotment. Two grantees out of these 16 grantees ¢id
not meet the requirewent under section 27(7) snd after
being allotted hn‘d thir boldings were 23 acres 32 gunthas
and 35 ecres 25 gunthas 1,6, more than one=sixth of the
celling presecribed for their respective loeal areas, 5ix
grantees reported holding leased in land st the time of
nnétueut their cases ere 01131810 or ineligible for
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allotment depending wpon the menner in vhich wmeaning of
the "mnulon *holding lend* is construeds, One grantee
fros Yavatamal tahasil out of these six 1f deemed to be
eligible for nﬁotmwt wvill have ¢>total holding after

‘ allotment of 27 scres 12 gunthas i.e. Once sgain wore
thsn that prescribed under gection 27(7) of the Prineipsl
Acte The rewaining elznt' grantees were members of the
land holding femily but d1d not hold land on their own
sccount and were thus eligible to get surplus allotwments



Chapter 111
Zample Grantee Fowilien

Previous two chepters dealt with the surplus land
distributed and the distridution of surplus land, No
vhere vere the semple grentees in the piloture oxcop't for
sn occasional reference vhere umgnh. It s nov pro~
posed to deal vith the sample survey data and to begin vith
Guﬁteo familics, derivetion of sample and other matters
such as land distrﬁnt&on to these grantees, livestock
snd sgricultural implements, family weubers snd occupa®
tional aistridution of esrnars etc. vwill be looked in this
chapters

3.1 Sample of Granteeg

The survey of surplus land grantees was undertsken
by the middle of April 1978 snd the sample of grantees
normally should be derived on the basis of latest diastri-
bution figures avellsdle, The latest éistribution figures
in this ease ghould have deen for the period ending March
1978 or at the most ending February 1978. However none of
the two was availsble and in faet the latest distridution
that vas wade availadle vap for the period ending November
‘1977. Even this distribution was inadequate for drsving
the sample since the list of vil}agu, number of grantees -
in each village and erea daistriduted (doth reserved and
nnreicrved) sta, vas not avallable, All these details
vwere available for the distridution ending April 1976, By
this period mor part of the distribotion of surplus land
hed been completed end this esn de obseﬂ‘d from the
!;ollowing.

62
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PP I T R R R O e

Period Noe of Area Qistri-
_ grantees dbuted (acres)
Enéing April 1976 5373 20811-2%
Ending Hovember 1977 s 2727929
Ending March 1978 ‘ 7828 2770533

- & & ® B W @ % 5 & % % 6 O G S S G O eSS e DS

e above refers to surplus land distribution mder
"the Revised Acte Nearly 68 per eent of grantess ending
april 1976 icro distributed lands by April 1976, The
prdportion of area distriduted by April 1976 was 71 per
cent of area dhtributod by March 1978, For want of
details thigs distribution ending April 1976 vas acaepted
for draving the sample. Draving a sawple in respect of
g'unt«. under the Principal Act was fwpossidle for want
of detsils noted sbove for any given period, Distridution
proceedings had changed hands from one authority to some
other authorii:y 23 meny times thet records wvere spread
ﬁ various offices all over the digtrict snd 1t ws im~
pon;lbIQ to eollect the necessary informetion, It wag
therefore decided that the sample be drawn for the Re=
vised Act grantees and in the villages selected informa=
tion be.collected for grantees under the Prineipal Act,
¥herever such grantees under the Principal Act wers not
reported in the ul'octci villege another village report-
ing grantees under the Principal Aet ghould be covered $n
addition to the seleated village in respect of the Re*
viged Act, This procedure wag inevitable for want of ’
necegsary detalled inforwation end the selected grantaes
Bay not strictly fit into the eoncept of a ssmple, In this
manner information was eollected in respect of the grantees

under the Principal Act in all the five tshasils of the .
distriect,
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_The .'anplo size vwas decided nt. 10 per eent of the
grantees out of the detalled distribution avaiiable, 1.6s
“ending April 1976, vith a prévtoo to cover other grantees,
“ia the selected villages, vho received surplus land under
the ceiling on holdings Act after April 1976, &uch a
. procedure VWas necessary since the semple vas based on“tt_vc
yeer o014 ¢4stribution end thet was the surest ﬁay to
epproximately cover 8 to 10 per cent of distribution end=
ing March 197& As will be seen subsequently the total
gnntui under the aamialo wvere a little wmore tﬁgn 8 per
cent of grantees ending Mareh 1978, | »

Considering all the relevant matters it n; declded
to go in for a purposive selection of vvnluu 50 as to

cover 10 per cent of grantees ending April 1976 in each
tahasil of the distriet, e miniwum nusber of villages
to be selected vas set at two villages at least in each
tahasil, Ihe purposive selection of vuhgc;'- vas vith a
viev to facilitate collection of the data and eomparatively -
‘_ easler acoessidility of the villsges, Accordingly data ves
wollected from 23 villages as given bdelow,

Tahasil ' No,ot,ﬂl!_a_gq i
!nvutal;:al 9
Darsha 5
Pusad 3
Wani 3
Kelapur 3
Total ;3.:

The variation in the numder of villages {s on aceount
of swaller nuwber of grantees per village in some of the
tabasils making 1t necessary to cover comparatively swall
villsges to meet the 10 per cent sample daéidod upon, /
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Table 3.1 sets out the tahasilvise surplus lsnd dir
tribution ending April 1976, the basts for draving the
ssmple under the Revised Aete S5imilarly, Table 3.2
gives the tahasilvise distribdution of grentees under the
Revised Acts The sample grantees were mnnd 8 per cent
of the total grantees ending April 1978, Both the in=
cresse in distridution during the intervening period,
April 1976 to Mereh 1978, and decrease in viev of dis*
triduted land 'nlot given in pogsession of the grentees have
contributed to 1t, Ron=distribution was essentially be*
cshe some of the lands distriduted Abr the gurplus Land
Distribution Tribunsls were under revigion snd until the
final decision from the concerned authorities the watter
could not be proceeded with gnd the possession hended
over to the grhteou ﬁomcr the uuph.n- sufficliently
large in relation to distridution ending April 1976 and
no sddftionsl villages were selected, Even 1f we had .
wished to do 8o 1t would not have been possible as the
necessary distribution vas not aveilable wntil July
Avgust 1978, ' (

The Revised Act had 1aid special stress on distribu~
tion of surplus land to scheduled eastes, scheduled trides
ete, backvard clssses by reserving 50 per cent of the
surplus deslared for lendless persons from these classes.
The reserved and unreserved area in the gelected villsges
is given oté;:ieg‘fa. /

' The distribution of the sample grantses is fatrly
repregentative and quite comparsble with the total dis=
tribution ending Mereh 1978 fn respect of the Revised Act _
in the prwtoui chapter, Table 3,2 clearly shovs that
backvard elass grantees were the mejor benefielsries under
the sample distribution and this was quite in order ‘\dth



Xable 3.) : surplus Land Distribtution ending April 1976 under the *Revised Act' in Yavatmal District

No. of Sche= Sche« Vimukta Nomadic MNovaw Defence Exw Others Total Total

villages duled duled Jati Tribes Buddha Services sServicew alloe area for
Tahasil in which Castes Tribes - nen ttees distri.

I bution

alloted ' S » acres
Yavatmal 139 186 526 &0 n 78 5 M 305 1278  A961-20
Darwha 166 57 271 193 32 121 19 20 86 999 3572529
Pugad 78 & 88 67 7 88 22 23 53 391 1624-39
Wani a3 142 bl 95 a - 29 13 &S 19 4239-34
Kelapur 179 246 1124 -1 106 » 13 8 300 1886 6682.22
Fotal
Pistrict 695 87h 2473 300 207 291 i34 105 789 5373 asAa-2,



Iable 3,2 »

Distribtution of Sample grantees under the ‘Revised Act® in Yavatmal District

Area in Acres

TeeeTT .;::5533.; oT -g;cl;g:ls.l:d- B 'gﬁ;;ge“ "7 7 NoveBuddhas %&cﬁﬁ TT T Cthers T T "ot T T
Tahasil Allo= Area Allo- Area Allo- Area  Allo= Area Allo~ Area  Allo- Area  Allo- Area

ttees ttees ttees ttees -n_ o Et:e: ——— .t:o:l. . :t:o: —emen
YTavatzal 48 15836 25 Th=32 7 a-06 7 36-01 26 86=33 2 71-28 134  W49-26
Darwha 2 é-00 8 2834 60 219-30 19 6920 22 73«32 1 49-09 124  A47-05
Pasad 1 300 9 32-20 19 6-00 22 70=12 13 35«35 17 W6-20 81  276-37
wWani Ly &-33 29 91-35 2 6-20 1 L 25 76-06 32 110-02 103 33627
Kelapur 8 28«28 45 153=31 32 10l-14h 8 28-10 72  246-28 22 -0, 187  627-35
Total 73 24+17 116 38132 120 A17-30 57 208=14 158 S4l=14 105 Ihbh~l3 629 2138-00
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Tahasil ) Ville Regerved Unreserved Total
sges rea ares . (acres)
.cre.’ - “Er:.l - - ’- - o .-
1. Yavataral 9 239-05 " 239+11  W7ex16
2, Darvha 5 236~39 . 43~23 k8224
3. Pusad 3 18339 - 186=10 370-0%
4 Wani 3 212-37 21119 42416
e Kelapur 3 27531 27321 S¥9=12
Total 23 1150=27 115406 2304=33

oW AW G S WS R WS ® S O W W WS WG SRS e W

the distribution ending March 1978 given in the previous
chapters For ready reference relevant data is given beslow,

‘..—-‘-.‘---..‘.-.----.-.-.-.‘

Backward classes Total distribution

Grantees Area Grantess Area
acres aere : -
Ending . ' . -
HMareh 1978 6170 20545-28 7828 27705=133
Sanple s2% 179327 629 - 2138-00

-
‘--.-‘--------..-_.o..-oq-h-.--,

The backvard elass under total distribution ending
March 1978 were wore them 78 per aent of totsl grantees
and elaimed & 1ittle more than 74 per eent of totel erea
distributed, Similarly, backvard elass grantees in the
sample were more than 23 .per sent sowewhiat wore than in
the total distridution and obviously elaimed €5 per eent
of srea distributed in the villages. Individual backvard
ehnei =ay not be represented in the sample in 'thc“un
proportion as in the total sawple since caste and elass
did4 not form the bui- of tho" somple, Backward classes
had guite & fair share of the distridution end wore tham
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vhat vas reserved for them, Despite the provid.o_n of
reservation of land for distribdution to dackvard elasses,
there 1s mothing in the Act that they sre not entitled to
receive land out of the unreserved area so long as such .
lands were awarded to them after meeting the priorities
snd nrlon prov&sian in Section 27 of the Rwind Acte
Since there wers no complaints regardmg dhtribuuon on -
these grounds their getting land out of the unreserved
ares 13 quite in order, ) '

~The sgbove vas in rupect of draving the sample of
grantou under the Revised Act. The dirrieultiu in gett=
ing necessary detalls of distribution under the Principal
Act and the procedure adopted to overcome the difficulty
¢1s0 Bas been stated earlier, Since greantees under the
Principal Act, previous to lst January 1975, were very ‘—
:d in nioetcd villsges idditioml villages vere eovcréd
in the four tehasils !intaml, ?diad, Veni snd Kelapur
the nunber of such additional villages being 1,1,2 and 1 in
the respective gmm-. There vere né grenteesunder the
Revised Act 1m these five villages. There was no need o
sslect mdditional villsge to eovorv distridution under the
?rlnctpnl Act as the need was met in the already selected
villages.

Tadble 3,3 sets out the distribution of grentees in
the sawple under the Prinecipal Act in five tehaeils of
the dfptricts Though this d:sfribution'my not be called
strietly a suph 1t would still be worthwhile to compere
it vith the d.latribntion ending Mereh 1978, The total
grentees in the gample were s 11ttle more then 12 per
cent of total grantees ending Merch 1978 and were granted
11,7 per cent of surplus distridbuted, This is fairly

representative and adequate for the survey, There vers no



Iable 3,3 ¢ Distrilution of Sample Urantees under the 'Principal Act' in Yavatzal Districs

Scheduled - Scheduled Homadie NoveBuddhas Other Backe Others Total

Tabastd Castes Tribes Tribes ward Castes

No.of area kNo.of area No.of aresa Ko.of area MNo.of area No.of area No.of area

£rane . gran= Eran= £rane £rane gran= gran=

tees teen tees tees tees tees tees
Yavatmal 2 1720 23 181-09 - - - - a2 90=17 34 39«35 71 618-31
Darwha 5 4602 ] W8=18 14 129-18 2 18-03 9 7331 8 70-21 &3 386-03
Pusad /'S 26~0) 38 203.18 & 377=15 W 223-22 9 56=00 33 1840~08 194 1068-26
Wani 3 3406 15 16926 - - 2 19-30 a . 18«24 13 118«07 35 360-13

Totad a5 133-01 93 726~ 92 60M-02 46  272-15 &b 35101 95 783-01 385 2367-01
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spocn'u reservation of the surplus for any of the buck\urd
¢lseses under the l&&'&ct and details of distribution
sre svailable in respeot of scheduled esstes and soheduled
trides only and this esn be 1ooked {nto from ‘d.ta given »

belov,
-“".--...O-C-‘--‘--Q-‘..“.I.ﬁt
. Scheduled Soheduled .
castes tribes Total

Gren* &rea in Gran~ Ares in Gran* Area in
tees acres tees acres tees acres

'.--..--.-‘-Q.\.-‘.-.'.--”‘-.---‘

1978 532 3200 624 423119 3117 24350-0K
Sample 15 13301 93 726=21 385 2867

...‘--‘---.--“---‘.‘--..--....
.

X Scheduled castes and scheduled tribes were 17 per
eent and 20 per cent of total grantees and rupceuv‘c.ly
. elpimed 14 per cent -x;d 17 per gent of area distributed,
The representation of these two in the sample was 3.88
per cent and 22 per ecnt of grantees in the sample and
clatmed 4,63 per cent end 25.3% per cent of surplus dis~
tribﬁtod. As seld earlier the sample was not supposed
to be representing the castes and elasses of grantees and
considering that these slone out of the backvard classes
vare separately listed in the Govemint records it vill
suffieient to note that taken together these two claimed
sore than 30 per eent grantees and about 30-31 per ecent
of surplus distributed both 1n respeet of the sample and
the totsl dfstribution ending March 1978,

3.2 lu§ Allotment to Grenteeo
Enéef §:§e Thevised zegfg—""

Bection 27(7) stipulated that the upper limit to
grenting land would be 3 hectares of éry crop land falling
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under sub~eclause (@) of clause 5 of Beetion 2. Hoveger,
shen actual distribution wes adout ’to be undertaken the
government of Maharashtra by its Circular No, ICH 1376/
$993-L7 (Revenue end Forest Departwent) dated 29th January
1976 wade it elear that the limits given for distribution
of surplus to grantees in respect of lands under sub~
clauses (a), (b), (e), () and (e) of clause § of Section
2 vere thus the upper limits and it is open to Surplus
3and Bistribution Tribunal to grant land less than the
stove limits vhemever £t 1s found feasible to do s0. It
ssems that the Government expected wost of the grantees

to get approxivately 2 hectares or ¥ acres of surplus land,
This at least seemg to be the expectation of the State
Government from its 'Revenue and Forest Department! Resolu-
tion Ko. 1375/57403=L7 dated 7th April 1976.

Table 3.4 gives the distribution of grantees, in all-
the tahasils taken together, by size of area allotted snd
aversge lsnd revenue per acre, It vill be seen from the
tble thet only grantees that would spproximate to 2
hectares or § acres of grent would belong to k=01 to 5~00
acres, i‘ifty six grantees in thig acreuc group received g
total of 246 acres 16 umthu of surplus land vith an
aversge per grentee of & gcres 16 gunthas, v!’hul teking
into eonsideration grentees from the. acreage group 5-01
to 720 acres, vith average of § seres 19 gunthas per
grantee, total grentees who eould spproximately get 5 aares
of surplus per grantee will be 76 or esbomt 10.4 per gent
of the total grantees in the sample, Majority of the
gractees received between 3 and 4 acre of land this seoms
to be essentlally the result of large number of »piieunu
for lsnde The lower 1imit s set by the definition of a
Yfraguent?! and the 1Plot?y, ereation of a tragmt .boint



b ! Distritution of grante
Tatle 3k ¢ Baritucion

es by area granted and land revenue per acre ior toval district sauple

Sise of holding = Upte 3-00 3-C1 = 4=00 40l = 5-00  5-01 amd " Toral

acres acres acres  more acres
Land Revemue Grane Area Grane Area Grane hrea Grane Area Grane Area
per acre (Bs.)  tees teos teen tees tees

Upto  0.20 38 11400 11§ 385.23 12 5.3 3 1635 172 se-nd
0.21 = 0,30 23 63-00 38 127-16 16 69-17 1 513 78  270-06
0u3l = 0.40 20 6000 M 159-39 3 1320 9 i8-8 79 28127
0.kl = 0,50 2 5520 36 125-07 10 4725 6 M0l P 262-13
0.51 = 0.60 8¢ 200 17 62-14 3 W2 - - 28 100-26
0.61 = 0,70 2 66 23 77-35 5 207 1 523 53 175-01
0.71 = 0.80 1h 4200 16 57-29 - - - - 30 9929 o
0.81 = 0.90 & 200 1 43-01 A 15400 - - 25 8201
0.91 = 1.00 2 6300 24 8418 1 4-02 - - 4 1512
1.01 = 1.25 L M 28 6528 - - - - 32 100-19
1.26 = 1,50 1 300 10 35-07 b 9-00 - - 13 4707
Total 192 557-27 3Q 12247 56  246-16 20  109-20 629 2138-00

..-----“------“--------_---‘--------‘---'. - e W e m s o

~
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prohibited by Bombay Prevention of rruuntntion and con'
solidation of Holdings Act, 19&7.
It vas stated while commenting on Table 3,3 in

‘cmptor I that it seems quite likely that the major pro-
portion of the surplus was likely to have been diatribdut=
ed not from prwionly uncultivated ares only dut also
from hndl \dth poor fortility as depicted by the aversge
land revenue per sere, The cholce of average land revenue
per scre as sn explanatory varisble hes deen explained in
Chepter I and need .not be gone into sgain, As earlier In
Chapter I there is no necessity to go through all the
land revenue groups snd these wuld de pooldd n.zto‘thc
groups as upto 0.k0, 0e41=0,80 and 0,81 to 1.50 Rse for
oonvgn;eneo and the number of grantees snd area granted
in each of the three groups is given belov,

P R I I I I O I R i S

Lland revenue per - Koe of Area granted

acre in b, _grantees in acres -

Upto 0,40 329 1119=04 U53:9/
0,41 to 0,80 184 637=29 24514
0.81 to 1,50 116 381=-07 15y
Total 629 2138=00 S5

..---O-----O.-—-h--'.-.----.-‘

Out of the totui distridbution lands vith compara~
tive lower fertility vith per acre land revenus upto
R8.0,40 accounted for 52,3 per cent of grantees and the
same proportion of land allotted to thesm out of the total
distributed, Once again s the land revenue per acre
increases the surplus distributed decreases snd with 1¢°
the number of granteess Such an occurrence vas expested
after looking through the surplus declared, area
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cultivated and uncultivated ete. after going through the
survey mose froz which these lands scerued as surplus,

Tables 3.5 to 309 give distridution of grantees in
the five tahasils of the diatriet. By ané large vhat
haa been gaid of the sample grantees in the distrist holdl
good in the rqspocuvc tahunn also, The proportion of
grantees in the thr§o per acre land revenue groﬁps varies
end along with 4t the ‘sarea allotteds These variations
srise on account of the surplus tuken pquenion of by
the ELDT end the sctual possession handed over to indivie
dual granteess Under the Act the Government was not to
dold any surplus lend and after the SLDT took possessgion
of the surplus lsnd 1t had to be distributed to grantees
within a stipulated period and according to the procedure
prescribed, Fothing wore needs to be sald in the matter,

ajority of the grantees vere from landless families,

" however a few grantees, nineteen in the sample of 629,
biloﬁ;ed to land holding fanilies either as ovned land or
leucd in as s tenant auch leasing in not being on the
roeords. motmt to such grantees has boon looked into
in ehapto;ﬁcnd 1t vill be suffieient to give the total
1land héld by ‘;rantua in various tahasil and the same is
given overieaf,

The addition to total surplus sllotted to grantees-
1s quite mill end the disposal of the total land in
poueuion of the grantees at the time of the survey
morago period will be looked into afterwards,
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Iable 3.5 3 ?1.&{1&1‘.&0: of grantees by area granted and land revemue par acre in Yevatmal tahasil

512.'9':';&&-:;"550'3:05""5—31’.':.1'05'"':.:oiIE.Bo"‘sZoiInE"""Eo?.i""
acres : scres : acres : IOTe Gcres

Land Revenue Grane Area Gran=- Area Gran= Area Grane Ares Gran~ Area
per acre (hs. ) 'toea- . :.e:a‘-_-‘ o _s:o: I _1,:.: e .t.:.: e
Upte 0,20 3 9=00 8 26-03 - - 1 5«04 12 &0-07
0.21 = 0.30 b 42-00 6 2033 3 12-32 - - 23 7525
03l = (_J-W s 15-00 J 10«20 - - - - 8 25=20
0.l « 0.50 8 24-00 7 22-33 2 =14 - - Y4 56-07
0.51 = 0,60 - - - - 1 500 - - 1 500
0.6 = 0.70 5 15-00 9 2820 3 1307 - - 17 56z
0.71 - 0.80 - - 6 2.2 - - - - 6 .28
0.81 = 0.90 7 200 9 2836 - - - - 16 19-36
0.91 » 1.00 6 18-00 12 43-15 b 02 - - 19 65-17
101 = 1.25 7 200 6 23-09 - - - - 13 M09
1.26 = 1.50 - - - - 2 9-00 - - 2 9-00

--'---‘-‘ﬂ--‘—‘------‘-'--‘---------’---‘-----.-“-’.

Toval 55 165-00 66 22537 12 53=15 1 5-04 Lbh  4i9-16

.‘--Q-‘------‘-----------------.-----------ﬁ-------ﬁ-.

ot



Xable 3.6 1 I‘Jinubuuon’ of grantees by area granted and land revenus per acre in Darwha tahasil
Heylsed Act

* 31se of _  Upte 3-00 meres | 3-01-4-00 acres . A-01-5-00 acres - 5-01 and more aeres Total
Rolding-> Grantees Area Grantees Area Grantees Area Crantees Area Grantees Area
Land Reve- '
acre’ (Es.) o e e
Upto 0.20 8 24-00 7 24-22 9 38-25 - - 2  87-07
0.21-0.30 2 600 25 82-37 5 22-24 - - 32 -2
0.31-0.40 2 600 17 59-38 1 4-09 A 21-17 2% 9124
0.41-0.50 6 18-00 18-02 1 404 - - 12 40-06
0.51-0.6€0 2 6-00 5 1916 - - - 7 2516
0.61-0.70 - - - - 2 9-00 - - 2 9-00
0.71-0.80 - - 4-00 - - - - 1 a00
0.81-0.30 - - 6 a0 0 - - - - 6 2110
0.91-1.00 - - 3 10-28 - - - - 3 10-28
1.01-1.25 -1 300 & W19 - - - - 5 17-19
1.26-1.50 - - 6 283K - - - - ¢ | 283
Total 21 63-00 81 2406 18 mda i Tma3 T 124 4705

-‘----‘--------ﬂn'-__’-‘--.-‘---------------'--------.



ZIable 3.7 s Dutribut.ioh,ct grantess Ly erea granted and average land revenue per acre in Pusad tahasil
(Bevised Act '

:::: 13 - Upte 3-00 ctre- 3-01-4-00 afha 4-01-5-00 acres 5-01 ard mors acres Tetal

Land Revee Grantees JArear Crantees Lrea: Grantees Area  Grantees Area  Crantses . Area
ln:;.pzzld. ] - o et ccenaea .-

roae 1T e TR R T T
0421-0.30 - - 2 638 b 18-06 - - : 2504
0.31-0.40 s 122,00 6 23-03 1 5-00 A 21-07 15 61-10
0441-0.50 7 13.20 5 18-15 5 19-26 - - 16 51-21
0.51-0.60 - 6 22.38 - - - - 6 22.38
0.61-0.70 3 15-16 A 15-07 - - - - 10 30-23
0.71-0.80 . 10 30-00 6 22-00 - - - - 16 52-00
0.81-0.90 1 3-00 1 400 - - - - 2 7-00
0.91-1,00 31 3-00 1 3-01 - - - - 2 6-01
1.01-1,25 3 1-31 - - - - - - 3 131
1.26-1,50 - - - - - - - - - -
Total | 33 8127 | 32 118-23 12 s3-20 & Taiar C T d " Taresr

-------n----p--------------‘------‘----‘---------c--—

WE T MW TS T WS WG WS G W W E G ® A W T W W T W W MWW W e OEm e e
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Igble 3.8 : Distridution ef grantees by area granted and average land revenue per acrs ia ¥ani tahasil

s:;: 1:;.» Upte 3-00 acres 3-01-4-00 acres 4-01-5-00 mcres 3-01 and more acres Total

Land Reve- Qrutq_o- Area wtoc- drea Crantees Area  GCrantees Area Grantees Area
serertis.) |

Upto 0.20 18 5400 I a-10 - o T TIT T T s30 T T
0.21-0.30 2 6-00 3 10-10 - - - - 5 16-10
0,31-0.40 - - 5 16-10 1 k-11 - - 6 2021
0.41-0.50 - - 1l A~00 1l 5-00 - - 2 9-00
0.51-0.60 1 3-00 2 7300 - - - - 3 10-00
0.61-0,70 'Y 12-00 é 20.13 - - - - 10 32-13
0.71-0.80 [} 12-00 3 10-01 - - - - 7 22.01
0.81-0.90 - - 1 3-35 - - - - 1 3-35
0.91-1.00 b 1 42-00 s 27-1h - - - - 22 69-14
1.01-1.25 3 900 & 2200 - - - - 1 37-00
1.26-1.50 1 3-00 2 6-13 - - - - 3 9-13
Total A7 W1-00 | 53 amoe2s 2 el 1T T T T 830 T Tws T hear -



Isble 3.9 ¢ Distribution of grantees by area granted and average land revenue per sers in Kelapur tahasil

T W B S G W W M W W W W R N W T W W W M M N WA AN U W R A WP AR W G W A W R MR R S G W W w e w

::i:l::—-) Upte 3-00 acres 3-01-4~00 acres A4-01-5-00 acres 5-0l1 and more acres Total
Grantees Area Grantees irea  Crartees Area Grantees Ares Crantess ires
Land Reve- : :
acre’ (ks.) |
Upto 0.20 &  20-00 89 24408 - = 1 603 98  3lios
0.21-0,30 5 1400 5 17-13 1 5=-00 1 5-13 12 hl-26
0.31-0.40 9 2700 15 50-08 - - 1 =2k 26 82-32
0.41-0,50 - - 18 6137 2 9-21 6 34-01 26 105-19
0.51-0.60 . 5 15-00 23 13-C0 2 9=-12 - - 11 37-12
0.561-0.70 9 27-00 8 13=35 - - 1 5-23 15 A5-18
0.71-0.80 - - - - - - - - - -
0.81-0.90 - - - - - - - - - -
0.91-1,00 - - - - - - - - - -
1.01-1.25 - - - - - - - - - -
1.26-1.50 - - - - - - - - - -
Total 36 107-00 136  M-18 5 23-33 1o | s6zh | 187 62735

B D E M S G S RS S S WS W W W W A W W W A W A WD UE T D T AN O AD W W W U SE WP W W WD EP TR W G A W e
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2shasil . Ro.,0f Surplue Owned Leassed Total land
. ran® allott~ land in in posses~
e®s ed acres aqres acres sion acres

PR I I PR S TR I I R B

1. Yavetsmal 13  L49=16  11-00 16=00  L76=16
2, Dervha 12 - W7=05 = 700  k54~05
3. Pusad 81 276~37 - - 276=37
b Wani 103 33627 11,20, 30k  351-11
So Kelapur 187  627-35 B89-10 6-23  723-28

Total 629 213%-00 111=30 32=27 2282<17°

3.3 Surplas Allotment to Grantee
under the neipal Ac

It vas seen in the previous chapter that all the

grantees under the Principal Act vere allotted lsnds by
© 1973 S.0 ‘sufficlently before the commencement date of the
Revised Act, These allotments were under Ssction 27 of the
- Principal Acte Section 27(7) stipulated the upper limit to
allotuent of surplus lend to a grantee at one-eixth otl the
ceiling area prescribed for regpective ?local areas' as
given in the 'First séudul,o' to the Act. The upper limit
vas to be arrived at after taking into consideration the
land held 1f eny by the grantee. In viewof different
locsl sreas the ceiling srea in the district varied
betveen 108 acres to 140 mcres of dry lsnd under sud-
elause (d) of clause § of Section 2 of the Act, With
different eeiling areas the upper limit also varied between
18 acres end 23 and a 1little more scres in varicus 7local
areas® and hence for the sample grantees.

. Table 3.10 gives the distrivution of the sample (all
five tahasils taken together) by the size of ares allotted

and the sverage land revenue per sere. The first four



Table 3.10 : Distribution of grantees by area granted and land revenue fax per acre for total district sample (Principal act)

------- P B E m ELT E W m P B W S W, S G W R W, W W W P W W W Baw W = wm P W R age & - = - a mgw . o - - o o mem W e g e w m g .- -
Size of Upto 3-00 3=01 - 4.00 4=Q1 - 5-00 5-01 - 7-20 7-21 - 10-00 10-01 - 15-00 15-01 - 20-00 Total
holding acrca acres acrcn acres acres acres acras

- - b - L L o ] v - A s Rt d L - ey s L - - b 2 - -

Land R.vc?g:.)srantoos Area Grantees Area Grantoel Area Grantees Area Grantees Area Gramtees Area (Grantees Area Grantcon Area
per acre

Upto 0.20 - - 3 1110 31 152-00 25  1A-00 12 101-31 13  163-09 - - 84  569-10
Ov2l - 0.30 - - 8  31-06 b6 226-0d b5 265016 19 1737 11 13423 - - 129 832-06
0.31 - 0.40 - - 6  24-00 12 58-23 4 27-00 32 293-23 5 59-07 - - 59  A62-13
0.41 - 0.50 - - 1 4-00 - - 5 31-38 15 126-17 7 83-3% 1 18-00 29 2641k
0.51 - 0.60 1 0-20 - - - - - - 1 13-12 1k 16216 - - 26 266-08
0.61 - 0.70 2 6-00 b 12-38 - - 3 20-03 8 73-02 9  108-08 1 15-14 27 235-25
0.71 - 0.80 1 2-05 3 10-33 2 9-20 1 6-15 - - - - - - 7 28-33
0.82 - 0.90 2 6-00 1 3-20 - - 2 12-00 - - 2 28-11 - - 7 49-31
0.91 - 1.00 - - - - - - - - 2 160k b 4516 - . 6  61-20
1.01 - 1.25 - - 1 4=00 - - 2 12-00 3 25-31 5 55-20 - - 1 97-01
REXTU 6 -z ;10027 91 Ae07 &7 51532 102 9Le 70 €019 2 33l 385 2867-01

WA

Lo
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groups (given horizontally in the table) of ares allotment
are the ssme g8 in the cn"o of allotment under the Revised
Acte It will be seen from the teble that grantees recesve
ing more thsn 7=21 acres and wore of surplus land account~
ed_for sbout 45 per eent of the total grentees and receiv-
cd,‘: per cent of the area allotted: As explained in
Chapter II this was the result of the sudden change in the
atstrivution pattera in the yeer 1973 in Pusad tahasile
Grantees 1n Pusad tahasil represent slightly wore than
56‘ pcf cent of the total grantees tn the ssmple and vere
sllotted nearly 37 per cent of the total ares in the
sazples The results vers obvious uA the sverage area
sllotted to s grantee in Pusad tahssil ves sround ¥
scres while in the other four tahssils Yavetoal, Darvhs,
¥ani and Kelspur the sverage allotment vsried detween 8-28
scres in Yavatmal to s little wore than 10 acres in ¥ant
and Kelspur tahasils,

" As stated in Chepter I detalled information regsrd~
ing survey pose. surrendering surplus srea ¢ould mot be
eollected in Darvha tahasils Hovever, looking at the
. 8istridution of sreas by averasge lsnd revenue per acre
1t seens that areas surrendered as surplus in Dervha
tahasil were in no way any different from the other four
tahasilse What was said in respect of the l!cviud Act
 serlier esn be seen to be equally true in respeet of the
Pr_tnclpal Act 3lsoe As suid therein msjor proportion of
the distributed surplus once egsin mcerues from land Wi Lo
eversge per acre lsnd revenue groups, There 1s no
neecessity to go through all the land revenue groups and
pooling these as earlier will gerve the purpose snd the
data efter pooling is presented below,
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o ar BB R BB B I B I R A I I I R B )

Lend revenue per ~ No, of Area grented
acre in b, ' grantees . 4n aeru_ e oo
Upto 0,40 . ' - S 1863~29

Ouhtl to 0,80 ‘ 89 . v  795~00

0.81 to 1,25 ' a - 20812 .

Total 18- 2867-01

P . I . T I e I L X S

Adversge per scre land revenue upto Rs.0.k0 aceounted
for meximus number of grantees, 70,6 per cent of total
grentees in the ssmple, snd also accounted for 65 per cent
of distriduted srea of the gample, The increase in land
revenue per acre brings about the decrease in the surplus
and therefore in the number of grantees, mtheé ustter'

* that needs to be oObserved is regarding distribution of )
gnntoé- in the above three land 'mcnuc groups by the
size of ares allotted und the sume s given below,

W WM B BB WS N Y O D BN S S EmE W N B® B

Lsnd revenus per Grantees upto Grantees be~
ecre in i, 7=20 pcres , yond 7=21
Upto 0,40 180 92

0.,k1 to 0,E0 23 66

0.81 to 1,25 . 8 16
Total ' 211 7

LA R B BRI R IR S B B A SR R N I N e,

’ It 15 only in the average lund revenue group upfo
Rs.0,40 thet grantees gettinrg upto 7=20 acres of land
- per grantes are more then those getting beyond 721 .
acres per grantee, In the other two groups those getting

more then 721 acres each were more numerous than those



ey

getting upto 7-20 acres ¢ach, This is not to suggest that.
the \distribution vas by any 'dnign but only with a view
to point out the faet, Lower the area allotted to l X
grantee poorer the soll, as deplcted by land revenue per
sere seems to have occurred in so far as the xrnhnteu'
1n the ssmple are eonaerned, |

Tables 3.11 to 3.1Y give the distridution-of
grontees in the five tahasils of the distriet, The
statement in the preceding paragreph is essentially the
result of the dlstribution in Pussd tabasil, in the
other four tahasils the rnulqto &o almost the opposite
of it but only to a nr;ertain extent, As stated tizme and
sgain major part of the distridbution in Pusad tshasil
ves in the year 1973 and the changed pattern of distribu-
-tion wes obnrﬁbh in thet year onlye Distribdution of
grantees in Pusad tahasil for the three land revenne
groups and by the size of the area allotted is as boio\!o

I I T I I R T R O A S U R,

Lsnd revenue per Grantees upto Grantees beyond
aere in B : 7=20 acres 7=21 acres
Upto 0,40 161 16
Okl to G, 80 10 Y
0:.81 to 1.29 2 1
Total o : 173 2

.“-‘--.-‘-‘--‘--.---------.‘

. The
Irrespeetive of the land revenue per scre t# grantees

upto 7=20 scres of sllotment are almost 8 times that of
"the grantees with more than 7-21 acres of allotment, any
further comment regsrding area digtriduted between the
above two sets 1s unnecessary,



fable 3,1 @ Distribis Act)

- e P - PE W W W P E B W eGP S B S R " ®
-

size of  Uptolii-00 15-01 = 20-00 Total
holding acrets® acres

Land Revenus Erantcl Area Grantees Area Grantees Area

por:el_'.-(fi:_,_-- e e e e e e e e e
Upto 0.20 -] 25-26 - - 13 108-18
Oe2l = 0.30 . 53-15 - - 11 94-00
0.31 = 0.40 -| 13-00 - - 9 77-38
0.41 = 0.50 -| -1 - - 13 107-2
0.5 - 0.60 - | 10312 - - 9  103-12
! 0,61 = 0470 2] &6-09 - - 10 73-0-6
 0.71 - 0.80 - - - - 1 615
' 0.81 = 0.90 - - - - 1 3-20
0.91 = 1.00 - 222 - - 2  a.a
1,01 = 1,25 - 23-00 - - 2 23-00
Cwma | 2|mom - - n e

PR




ITable 3.11 : Distribution of grantees by area granted and average land revenue per acre in Yavatamal tahsil (Principal Act)

- R A A W e ' - . e -.- - - - oy - - o - ady W - e g - - - -y - oW e P W - - ‘.‘ - e > P - - . e W um= - ' L .y - e ' - - - e, ae AN uWe o ' - L 2 -gw w»

Size of Upto 3-00 3-01 = 4-00 -0l - 5-00 5=01 - 7-20 7=21 - 10-00
holding acres acres acres acrss acres

-“-‘~“n-.----- 2 2 2 2 Xl 2 T X 1 ¥ 2 X 2 ] L L ] - A W gy W A A A0S W a0 S o A e S L 2 2 2 2 2 1 J F ¥ = -ty 3
Land Revenue Grantees Area Granteea Area Grantees Arsa Grantees Area Grantees Area
per acre (Rs.)

Upto 0.20 - - - - - - 3 17-37 8 64-35
Ov21 - 0.30 - - - - - - 7 40-25 - -
0.31 = 0.40 - - 1 k=00 - - 1 7-20 6 53-18
Oubl = 0.50 - - - - - - 3 20-00 g 63-10
0.51 - 0.60 - - - - - - - - - -
0.61 - 0.70 2 6-00 2 6-15 - - 2 14-22 - -
0.71 - 0.80 - - - - - - 1 6-15 - -
0.81 - 0.90 - - 1 3-20 - - - - - -
0.91 - 1.00 - - - - - - - - - -
1.01 - 1.25 - - - - - - - - - -
Ctwa 2 60w ws - o T T lew s iem

10-01 - 15-00 15-01 - 20-0C

acres acres

Grantees ATea Grantees

2 25-26 -
(% 53-15 -
1 13-00 -
2 2h=11 -
9 103-12 -
b k6-09 -
2 21-21 -
2 23-00 -
26 310-14 -

Area Grantees

- 13
- 11
- 9
- 13
- 9
- 10
- 1
- 1
- 2
- 2
. n

Total

108-18
94~00
77-38

107-21

103-12
73-06

6-15

- s e e



Tab .12 : Distribution of grantees by slze of area granted and average land revenue per acre in Darwha Tahsil (Principal Act)

~~~~~ A P W @ e Mg W B T P SR W e B W W@ W P W W O M W @ W P W @ W mg S W Em P o S R Mg W S W T Wy R B PR RS myT e e P Y e ey e -
Size of Upto 3-00 3=01 = 4«00 L=UL - 5-00 5«01 = 7=20 7-21 - 1lL=00 10=01 « 15-00 15«01 « 20«00 Total
holding acres acres aCres acres acres acres acres

Land &ava?ue )Grantcts Arga Granteeas Area Gramees Area Urantees Area Uranteas Area Grantees Arez Grantees Area Grantees Area
per acre (2s.

”H.----'---'-ﬂ----““"-‘---‘"‘-‘-"-----“‘--‘“‘-’-_---ﬂ----w.--

Upto 0.20 - - - - - - - - - 3 29-03 1 11-10 - - 4 40-13
0.21 - 0.30 - - - - - - 3 20-04 14 128-25 3 33-2 - - 20  182-12
0.31 - 0.40 - - - - - - - - 7 5917 1 11-00 - - 8 79-17
0.4l = 0.50 - - - - - - 2 11-38 4 36-00 - - - - 6  47-38
0.51 - 0,60 - - - - - - - - 2 18-20 - - - - 2 18-20
0.61 - 0.70 - - - - - - - - - - 1 11-24 - - 1 11-24
0.71 - 0.80 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

0.81 - 0.90 - - - - - - 1 6-00 - - - - - - 1 6~00
0.91 - 1.00 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

1.01 - 1.25 - - - - - - - - 1l 8.39 - - - - 1 8.39

- e S SN e G WP WP Wk g TR AR W W M WP AR WE B G W Be A W AR A W AR A W YR M AR W MR W AR gy W P W gr AN e MR W W u WP a GL WP AR G S YR A aE AR W e W A ap AR AR W S @GR W P ap G AR e s W

Total - - - - - - € 38-02 31 282-26 6 65-15 - - 43 386-03

- W B AR G W g En AR W A W W G G g SR EE WS A W Y5 NR GE TR M WE AP Ak G P AR W W W S AR G AR SR g N SR g SR am W Wb s S G GBS G s AR W W SR e e A AR UR g Gk W W D W W o W S W W
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Table 3.1 : Distribution of grantees by size of area granted and average land revenue per acre in Pusad tahasil {Principa] Actg)

....... '”""‘--"”“7"’"'"-"""""‘--""“f"-"“o‘-"-l"’“"""’"‘""""'"“'o""""“‘"o“’"""'"o"‘
3ize of Upto 3-00 3-01 = 4-00 401 - 5-00 5«01 « 7-20 7=-21 - 19-00 10-01 - 15-00 15-01 - 20-00 ‘Total
hold acres acres acres acres acres acres acres

Land Reu?uc ,Grantees Ares Grantaeaas Area Granteeas Area Grantees Area Grantees Area Grantees ATea Grantees Area Grantees Area
per scrag {(Hs.

Upto 0.20 - - 3 11-10 30 147-22 22 123-03 1 7-33 - - - - 56  289-28
0.21 - 0.30 - - 8 31-06 46 2260l 33 189-27 1 10=00 1l 12-14 - - 89 469-11
0-31 - 0.40 - - 5 20-00 12 58-23 2 12-00 13 124-00 - - - - 32 214-23
0.41 - 0.50 - - 1 4=00 - - - - 3 27-07 - - - - (% 31-07
0.51 - 0.60 1 0.20 - - - - - - 1 9-0C - - - - 2 9-20
0.61 - 0.70 - - 2 6-23 - - 1 521 - - - - - - 3 12-04
0.71 - 0.80 - - 3 10-33 2 9-20 - - - - - - - - 5 20-13
0.81 - 0.90 - - - - - - 1 6-00 - - - - - - 1 €-00
0.91 - 1.00 - - - - - - - - - - 1 12-00 - - 1 12-00
1-01 - 1-25 - - 1 4-00 - - - - - - - - - - 1 4=00
Ctea 1 om @ mar s s s wea 1 sz mew oo e loeess



fable .11

'.-‘-.---'—-"-.----

!

t Distribution of grantees by area granted and average Jand revenue per acr

P ,
o

- B W B WP E EW BT R ey S e ® e

size of  Upte 3-00 3-01 = 4-00 " 4=01 = 5-00 5-01 = 7-20
holding acres acres zcres acres
PLM Revenue Grantees Area Grantees Area Urantees Area :Grmtou Area -
'per acre (Rs.) . .
Upto 0.20 - - - - - - | 3 17-37
0.31 = 0.40 - - 1 =00 - - 1 7-20
o.u - 0.50 - - - - - - ’ 20-00
0.51 - 0-60 - - - - - - - -
0.61 = 0.70 2 6-00 2 6-15 - - 2 14-22
071 = 0.80 - - - - - - 1 6-15
">°081 - 0090 - - 1 3‘20 A - - - -
§0.91 - llm - - - - - - - -
1,01 - 125 - - - - - - - -
e‘ - . " oo e e e - - - " o o » - S N & = e oo e S W W e W Y ™ s e e e w e ®
Total 2 6-00 b 13-35 - - 17 106-39
.‘---.-----"-----------‘---‘-------1'--‘------‘
b
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: fable 3.12 3 Distribution of grantees by sise of area granted and gunrazo land revenuy

o------'o---.----'—-—-.—---.---o.--'?-'..---.-_.-

Size of Upte- 3-00 3-01 = 4+00 -0l = 5-00 .  5-01 = 7-20
holdirg acres acres acres ; acres

Lard Revenue Grauntees Area Grantees Area Gramees Area! Gruntess Area
per acre (Rs.

- @m ™ @G e ® O EE ST " 000 e WG D O WG TP S ® S w e E e e m ™S e

LY

0.21 - 0.30 - - - - - - 20-04

0.31 - 0.40 - - - - - - - -
0.4l - 0.50 - - - - - - 2 1138
0.51 = 0.60 - - - - - - - -
0.61 = 0.70 - - - - - - - -
0.71 = 0.0 - - - - - - - -
0.8} - 0.90 - - - - - - 1 6=00

0091 - lnm - - - - - - - -

1- 01 - 1-2, - - - - - - g - -

.-.-.-------------‘------------------‘----.

Total - - - - - - 3 é 38.02

.--.------’--—‘-‘--‘---—-------‘--r----‘---.



Table 3.13 : Distribution of grantees by sisze of area granted and average land reven

i
.- E RS EPTTE S TEEPTTEAEN OE Pt RE SNe ELe e S e =
Sise of = Upto 3-00 3-01 =« 4=00 4«01 = 5-00 5«01 = 7-20
hold acres - acres acres : acres

Land Revenue Grantees Area Grantees Area Grantees Area’' Grantees Area
per acre (Rs.) : :

- e SR T Em G EW P E S G R ® @B T E WS W B G TG W ® GG S W D ® e S ™

Upte 0.20 - - 3 11-10 30 I7-22 22 123-03
0.21 -‘ 0.30 - - 8 31-06 46 226-04 33 189-27
0-31 « 0.40 - - 5 20-00 12 58-23 ! 2 12.00
0.A1 - 0,50 - - 1 4-00 - - ; - -
0.51 - 0.60 1 0.20 - - - - - -
0.61 - 0.70 .- - 2 6=-23 - - 1 5.21
0.71 - 0.80 - - 3 10-33 2 9 -
0.81 - 0.90 - - - - - - 1 6-00
0.9 - 1.00 - - - - - - - -
1-01 - 1.25 - - 1 4-00 - - - -

..0-------.---¢--------—-----‘----éﬂ--—--u---l
Total 1 0-20 23 87-32 90  &4le29 59 336-a1

----------‘------------‘----------.---‘-----



rable 3.14 ¢ Distribution of grentees by srea granted &nd aversge xagnd revenue per acre

° 51;0 of Upte 3-01 = =01 - - ;..m‘.. 7-21 .
holding 3-00 acres &#=00 acres 5<00 acres 7+20 acres 10-00
Lend hevenue Crentees Area Grantees Ared8 (rentees Aref Gragtees Arsa cr-nt.u;

per acre (Bs)

e A

Upto 0-20 - - - - - - j. - -
0.2¢ = 0,30 - - - - - - ‘?, - 1
0.31 = 0,40 - - - - - - .ﬁ - -
Oukt = 0450 - - - - - - * - -
Q.51 = 0.60 - - - - - - - - 2
Q.61 = 0.70 - - - - - - ! - 1
0.71 = 0.80 ] 2.05 = - - - ! - -
0.81 = 0,90 2 600 = - - - 1 - -
0.91 -« 1,90 - - - - - - ..’. - 2
1,01 - 1.25 - - - - - - g& 1200 2

Total 3 8-05 - - - - zi. 12-00 ]



table 3.15 & Pistribution of grentees by area granted sand aversge land revenue per ecr

P I T I U R R R R I B S IR I B I R R E R
:m 3';’33 acres 1-00 acres 5<00 acres . 720 scres :

Land Revenue  Grante®s Ared (rantees Area (rentees Ared (rentees Ared Gri
per acre (&s) .

- O BB G W WG WG B G ® W E WD EE GG S WS GG W W E GG W W WD B S -
- 3

Upto 0.20 - - - - 1 418 ', - -

0.21 = 0,30 - - - - - - 2 15-00
0431 = 0,40 - - - - - - 1 7-20
0.kt = 0,50 - - - - - - - -
0.51 = 0,60 - - - - - - - -

006' - 0.70 _._ - - - - - - - -

0,71 = 0.80 - - - - - - - -
0,81 = 0,90 - - - - - - - -
0.91 = 1,00 - - - - - - ' - -
1.0 « 1,25 - - - - - - - -

- e & = o
- e e e e - e "o - A WP W T WD W GG e e
"
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As 881d in respect of the Revised Act grantees,
majority of the gruntees under the Principal Act were land~
less families, Thirty two femilies out of 385 im the
ssmple held aome land previous to allotwment either as
owners Or tenants, though off the record, Eligidility

.or such grantees has been looked into in Chepter 11 and
the total land held by all the grantees in ssch tahasil
" 18 given below,.

‘.----.-‘-:--.-ﬁ-‘.‘.----.h'-.-‘

Tahasll Ko.of Surplus Owned Leased Total land
rant < ‘allotte land in in posses*
ees  ed gores acres acres sion acres

W T WG W W W B WM WS B e E BB WS P e W W ® S o

1, Yavatamsl 71 - 61831 102-07 4110  762-08

2, Darvha 43 38603 - - 386-03
3. Pussd 4 1% 106 8«26 48=00 - 1116=26
4 Weni 3y 360=13  61=27  6~39  L428+39

%, Kelapur 42 43308 - 1213  uWhs=21

Total 38% 2867=01  211-3% 60=22 313917

WG S WG B WSS e @ T WD B RN WSSO e e e

All the grantees have not been cultivating land soume
having leased {% out snd other leaving it fallow, Disposel
of the surplus granted and the srea brought under cultive=~
tion will be considered nrterymrdu

3% Agriculturel Implements -

Land holding of the sample grantees, including
granted srea end other ares 1f any, under the Revised
Aet gnd the Principal Act has been loocked into 2n the
previous two sections 3.2 and 3.3 respectively. The State
Government Lsd endowed (though at s certain price) land
" on the grantees end to undertake the necessary tillsge
ome implements like a plough, a harrov ete. were quite
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essentials In the Central Sector scheme eabodied in the
preamble of the Government Resolution, Revenue and Forest
Department, No. KCH=1375/57403-L7,. dated 7th April,/the (7€
erop ushtanéo Of R8.250/= per hectare (all eubeidy) slso
inaludes assistsnce for sgriculturel fwplements, the
relevant statement in the abovewentioned Resolution delng
as given below, : .

*"The sssistance contemplated 1s at the rate of Rs, 'éSO/*
per hectsre of such sssigned land for eseh of the first
two seasons, to.enable the assignees to meet this imme-
diate roquimu'zto of 0”‘!.‘ fertilisers; pestieldes,
sgricultural izplements ete. This assistanece is, hovever,
not sdmigsidle for the purchase of dullocks,®

The Commlgaioner of Cooperation, hovever, brought to
the notice of the Goverument {quoted in Revenue snd Forest
Department, Resolution Ho, ICH=3276/51225/L~7, dated 1lst
Sovember 1976) thet purchase of sgricultural fmplements is
not a purpose which csn be covered under "seasonsl sgri~
cultursl operations® for vhich also short term eredit $s
dz-pennd“by the prizsry credit cociot}u in the State,
As & result, the Government was, therefore, pleaged to
direet that item "ggricultural implements® should de
‘trested to Rave been deleted from the !.t'mu‘ro-r wvhich
finencial assistance vas adnissidle under the scheme,
Effectively no assistance for '.cquuuon of sgricultural
fmplements wes avallsble and the grontess under the 'Ree
vised Act! were on their own. The Central Sector assistance
scheme vas availadble to 'nev granteest under the Revised
Act, as stated In Chapter 1, and pot to grantees under
the Principal Aet previous to 3lst Deceumber 1974
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Tables 3,16 and 3,17 give agricultursl Smplements
vwith the grantees under the Revised Act and the Principsal
Aot respectively, It can be seen by comparing the extent
of srea in possession of the grantees in each tshasil
(given in 3.2 and 3.3 in respect of Revised Act and the
Principal Act) that ploughs, harrows etec. implements vere
quite inadequate in numbers for the grantees to meet their
own needs even if they in each villege had decided to
mutually help cach other, The result was that majority of
the grantees whether under the Revised Act or the Principal
Act vere to s great extent dependent on the other cultiva~
tors for use of necessary uplugts and  such implements

3

vere, obviously, wade available to the grantees during
spare time and non~use of it by the owners of inplenents.
This naturally affected the timely tillsge of the lend
under cu}tiv:tion; Kone of thi grantees borroved from the
eoopgratln socletieg for purchase or‘xmplementu snd thus
wvith no assistance from the *Central Sector Schsme of
Auintmo' or the £tate Gonment, the grantees were vholly
en aas own to acquirs whatever implements they eould,
Acquigition of implements sgainst thelr own resources is
given in Tables 3,18 and 3.19 by the grantees mder the
Reviged Act and the Principal Act respectively, The cash
exp;ndituro barring two or three respondent grantees vas
mainly in the nature of lsbour charges to various srtisans.
Most of tiu_n grantees supplied wood, out of the trees
felled from the lands granted thew, for making plougha
herrovs ete., the only exceptions being two grantees who
made an outright purchase. '

Another matter relates to possession of sgricultural
implements by the grantees before grant of land, It is

quiti true that most of the grantees wore landless peresons



Table 3,16 3 Agricultural implements with the grantees by sise of area granted (Revised Act)

- W - W e S E S W S S O ®EEw S S " ® G S G DTS WS TS W T EWw S BSOS e S

Other iaplements
Before After

Tahasil

1. Yavatmal

2. Darwha

3. Pusad

5. Kelapur

- G SWm S S W E W RS AW S E NS S S NS BB G WS DS B W D@ S SRS S W W ST S G S

Sise of area
granted in
acres

Upte 3-00
3-01 to A-0Q0
&=01 to 5-00
5-01 to 7-20
Total

Upte 3-00
=01 to 4-00
1 to 5-00
5-01 to 7-20
Total

Upte 3-00
3-01 to 4-00
&01 %0 5-00
5=-01 to 7-20
Total

Upto 3-00
3-01 to 400
01 %o 500
5-01 to 7-20
Total

Upto 3-00
3-01 to A-00
=01 to 5-00
5-01 to 7-20
Total

8eed drill

;:;;t ¥ooden Plough Harrow
lion. Before ‘'After Before After
55 3 8 3 12
66 7 12 7 16
S
134 10 22 10 i
21 1 'y 1 3
81 3 s
1: ) § t i 1l
124 5 9 5 8
b3 ] 2 b 2 'S
32 - 2 - 2
1: - 3 - 3
3% 2 9 2 9
&7 2 25 n3 30
53 2 24 2 31
1 - - - :
103 & &9 5 61
36 3 10 '3 13
136 6 3s 7 62
5 - 3 -
10 - 6 -
187 9 S5k 11 87

Before After

S W @ W B o W™ WS W S E G ES W oSG E G T "W NS N S % S WS WG n S G G W W S W E WS W

Fliomo itww migim #1iwe S11aw

11
1h

w., N
ot S 8D airwnw wrlirw Siw

3

[ »
110w Ot twWww HIII: E A AT I tan

13

+360 188 Giwnn wiiwn S a8

9
82

<



Table 3,17 : agricultural implements with the grantees by size of area granted (Principal Act)

-ﬂ“‘-“‘--‘-‘--"ﬂn--------'--’-“--“-‘-----'—-‘--.

Tahasil 81:;t:§ area g:&:f Wooden Plo?ff ____fffff!--__ --ffff-fffff-- 9&?0 1nploment:
n acres lies Before After Before Afte Before Afte Before After
l.,Yavatmal Upto 3-00 2 - - - - - - - -
3-01 to 4-00 b - - - 1 - 2 - 2
4-01 to 5-00 - - - - - - - - -
5-01 to 7-20 17 4 9 b 9 b 11 7 14
7-21 to 10-00 22 12 7 k 10 7 17 11 26
10-01 to 15-00 26 11 19 11 19 20 28 27 33
15-01 to 20-00 & - - - - - - - -
Total 71 27 35 19 39 31 58 &5 75
2. Darwha Upto 3-00 - - - - - - - - -
3-01 to 4=00 - - - - - - - - -
4-01 to 5-00 - - - - - - - - -
5-01 teo 7-20 6 - 2 - 2 - 2 - 1
7-21 to 10-00 31 - 11 - 11 - 10 - 11
10-01 to 15-00 6 - 2 - 2 - 2 - 2
15«01 t0 200 = - - - - - - - -
Total b3 - 15 - 15 - 14 - 14
3. Pusad Upto 3-00 1 1 1 - - - - 1 1
3-01 to 4-00 Z3 5 11 5 11 5 10 5 10
4=01 to 5-00 90 6 bl 6 4 6 41 6 bl
5-01 to 7-20 59 5 30 5 30 5 30 b 27
7-21 to 10-00 19 2 15 2 15 2 1k 2 1k
10-01 to 15-00 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
15-01 to 20-00 - - - - - - - - -
Total 194 20 10z 19 104 19 96 19 9%
4. ¥ani Upto 3-00 3 3 3 3 3 k L 5 b
3-01 to k-00 - - - - - - - - -
4-01 to 5-C0 - - - - - - - - -
5-01 to 7-20 2 - 1 - 2 - - 1
7-21 to 10-00 8 5 8 7 b 7 8 12
10-01 to 15-00 21 3 is 3 23 3 21 3 21
15-01 to 20-00 1 - 1 - 1 - 1 - 1
Total 35 11 31 13 33 15 35 16 39
5. Kelapur Upto 3000 - - - - - - - - -
3-01 to 4-00 - - - - - - - - -
k-0l to 5-00 1 - - - 1 - 1 - 1
5-01 to 7-20 3 - 3 - 3 - 3 - 3
7-21 to 10-00 22 4 23 7 27 8 28 & 27
10-01 to 15-00 15 - 7 - 8 - 8 - 8
15-01 to 20-00 1) - 1 - 2 - 1 - 3
Total 42 7 34 7 4l 8 bl 8 42

£6



JTable 3,18 3 Cash expenditure en agricultural implements by grantees (Revised Act)

Sise of area Upto 3-00 acres 3+00-4-00 acres  §-01-5-00 acres 5-01-7-20 acres

ranted =)
ranast1 Gan lnowm’ rea fmowmt Gra faowt  Gran dmomt
l. Yavatmal . 10 202-00 5 170-00 3 119-00 - -
2. Darwha - - -3 140-00 - - - -
3. Pusad b § 60-00 1 170-00 1 67-00 - -
&e ¥ani v 8 352-00 9 347-00 1 20-00 - -
5. Kelapur 7 387-00 41 1255-00 2 M-00 5  101-00

B EE W G AR G G WS W) D W W A W S W W W W AR I TR ONR G W G W W G W IR W W DWW S S

Total 26 1001-00 58 2082-00 7 250-00 5 101-00

96



Table 3,19 1 Cash expenditure om agricultural implements by grantees (Principal Act)

@ W W N G W G G W M E D @ EE G EGEm e D ®H O ®GE % ® G S5 %% %S5 %% % e®G %S S e

Sise of Upto 3-00 3-01-4-00 4-01 to $-00 5-01 to 7720 7-21 to 10-00 10-01 to 15-00 15-01 to 20-00
Area gran- acres acres acres ) acres acres acres acres
ted -

> Cran- Amount Cran- dmount Crane Amount Gran~ Amoust Gran. Amount Grane Amount Gran- Amount
Tahasil tees 4in Es. tees in Re, tees 4n Bs, tees {in Rs, tees 1in Rs, tees in ks, 'tou iz Rs,
1, Yavatmal % = - 3 10800 = - 6 331-00 10 409-00 7 480-00 = -

2. Darwha - - - - - - 1 A-00 9 695-00 1 40-00 - -

3. Pusad - - 8 319-00 40 2014-00 22 1353-00 12 83400 - - - -
k. Vani - - - - - - - - 3 191-00 16 1116-00 1 83-00

‘-—‘---.-.--.---.----.----‘----‘----------.'-"‘.--‘----*

Total - - 11  427-00 A1 2074-00 31 1857-00 50  2984k-00 29 182400 2 255-00

U S We T R G G N G N G G W W W W W W W M W T W WO A W W W D WSS ES S EE S e ® %%

L6
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and only a fev in the sample (under both Revised Aet end
the Princtpal Act) held lands eithoi' osned or leased in. -
* Almost all these fmplements were held by the grantees
owning soue land previous to grant of ;urplun lend, Only
in two cases the re;pondmtu reported to be cultivating
7 scres end & scres of land as tenants in the near'iy
village but the tenancy was off the record gnd the lande
lords resumed the land without sny diffieculty.

3.5 Livestock

Majority of the grantees vwere landless persons and
nonaily wuld not be expected to possess any livestock »
for vant of assured fodder avallability, However a few
of the grantees did have some livestock mainly cows snd
some sheep and goats Another few aid report holding a
bullock or two and majority of these belonged to families
holding some land defore gurplus sllotment and a remain-
ing three or four were tenent cultivators but :ud lost

the lends after landlorad resumed eultivation, Even in
" these cases the tenancy was off the record and the matter
could not be proceeded vith despite landlord's right to
resume 5:5 half the arees leased out.

'As pointed out if 3.4 earlier the Central Sector
Assistence 014 not contemplate sny advence of loan end the
_mbuq{nm subsidy fop purchese of bullock by the grantees
under the Reviged Act. The grantees under the Frincipal
Act as per definition of the 'new grantces'! and fother
grantees® vere not eligible for sty eseistance under the
Central Sector Assistance Scheme nor vere any schemep
gpecislly operated for Queh grantees and were eligible
to receive aid under normal grocedure¢s and conditions.

The sres granted to individual grantees under the
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Revised Act vas &0 small, slmost a plot or a little more
as defined by the Bombey Frevention of Frsgwentation and
Consolidation of fioldings, Act 1947 that hovsoever one
way wigh it vas lupoisible to waintain a bullock lsave
aside & pair of bullocks for necessary tillsge, The
eﬁpacity of a pair of bulloak, u; noted by the Mgha*
rinhtu Governzent Revenue and Forest Departuent Resole=
tion Noe XICH 1375/57403-L7 dated 7th April 1976, was to .
gend to 'appronntely 6 hectsres or about 1% scres of ary
erop land, Considering the pattern of land distridution
under th‘t Rovised Act, therefore, the State Government
suggested that the groups of grantees should de encouraged
to obtain Jointly the medium term losn from the eoopera~
tives for the purchase of bullocks and for this purpose
such grantees sweit gasedees should be allowed to jointly’
‘offer the security of land grsnted to them, The suggestion
does not seem to have been picked up by either of the
parties, the granteesg snd the cooperatives, nor vas it
further pursued by the Covernment for vhetever reasons and
they did not wove beyond the Resolution quoted above,
: At least that 1s what hsppened in favatmql district ana
certainly that 1s the calu in e0 fs* as the sam*le grantees
aere concerned,

The grantees were, therefcre, wholly on their own to
arrange for the noellvuary finance from vhatever sources
snd to purchase bullocks 1f they deemed it fit to do s0s
. Tableg 3,20 &nd 3.21 give the livestock holdirg of the
grentees under the Reviged Act and the Principsl Ast
respectively, It vﬁl be natural that the wain interest
of the grantees vill be in scquiring daraught cat;h for
tillege of the lands end scquisition of othor livestock

would be of secondery importanee, A4s csn be odbserved



100

Zable 3,@ $ Livestock holding of the grantees by size of area granted (Revised Act)
" tenastl  Stzeof  o. of | Bullecks | cove Buffaloes Calves  Buffalos calves Sheep and sont
...... B N W ey gy
1, Yavatamal Upto 300 55 9 23 18 21 2 2 10 14 - - 47 19
3=01 = 4300 66 17 21 51 31 - - 23 16 - - 45 21
4=01 ¢ 5-00 12 2 8 3 5 - - 1 6 - - 9 12
5-01 ~ 7,20 1 - - 1 1 - - - 1 - - - -
Total 134 28 52 73 58 2 2 34 37 - - 101 52
2. Darwha Upto 3-00 21 - 5 5 5 - - - 1 - - 1 3
3=01 = 4=00 81 Y 4 4 3 - 1 - 1 - - 29 30
4=0] = 5-00 18 - - - - - - - - - - 2 3
5=01 = 7=20 " 1 1 - - - - - - - - 2 2
Total 124 5 10 9 8 - 1 - 2 - - k11 38
3. Pugad Upto 3=-00 33 2 6 L 9 N 4 - 11 - - 100 9
3=01 = 4=00 32 - 2 3 5 - - - 2 - - 47 5
4=01 - 5=00 12 - 2 4 6 - - - 7 - - 3 3
5=01 = 7=20 " - - - - - - - - - - - -
Total 81 2 10 11 20 L L - 20 - - 150 17
4. Wani Upto 3~00 L7 12 49 12 18 - - 3 - - 23 22
| 3=01 = L=00 53 12 37 13 18 - - 1 Y - - 17 29
4=01 = 5-00 2 - 2 - - - - - - - - - -
5=01 -~ 7=20 1 - 1 3 3 - - - 1 - - - -
Total 103 2y 89 28 39 - - L ) 1A - - 0 51
5. Kelapur Upto 3=-00 36 7 20 13 10 - 1 ?7 - - 31 19
3=01 = 4=00 136 32 73 76 72 2 Y 5 37 - 3 L0 46
4=01 = 5=00 5 2 7 b 5 - - - 2 - - - -
5=01 = 7=20 10 3 9 L e - 1 - 5 - - 20 -

Totzl 187 L) 109 97 91 2 6 6 51 - 3 91 65

m----------C--OQ‘-------Q-‘---‘-------‘-Q-“~~--‘--‘@
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Table 3,21 : Livestock holding of the grantees by size of area granted (Principal act)

—~-‘--mho-w‘nn-«--“‘-ccﬂ-ﬁu‘-ﬂ-“—ﬂ‘-----Qonﬁﬁ-r'-_n-‘hnq-"-u-“-nﬂﬁ

Tehzeil Size of area go.:f Bullock Cows Buffaloes Calves Buffalo calves Sheep and goat
gr “t.d afle - - - - . - - - - -
- in acres lies Before Aifter Before After Before After Before ifter Before After Before After

.-~v-‘-m’m---ﬂ---‘«‘“-u»ﬁh--.--—.nmu—uu--o-‘"‘a'-—ﬂumnomo-oca------u-.

1. Yovitmal Upto 3-00 2 - - - - - - - - - - - -
3201 to  4-00 L 2 2 1 I - - - - - - L 6

5-01 to 7-20 17 8 11 15 8 1 2 2 5 - 1 7 9

7=-21 to 10-00 22 10 30 1 17 1 1 6 6 2 2 i3 9

10-01 to 15-00 26 22 34 bh 34 b 4 13 8 1 12 30 19

Total 7 k2 77 - T 6 7 21 19 3 15 5k b3

2. Darwha - Upto 3-00 - - - - - - - - - - - - -
3-91 to 5-00 - - - - - - - - - - - - -

4-01 to 5-00 - - - - - - - - - - - - -

5-01 to 7-20 6 - o - - - - - - - - - -

~ 7-21 tol0--00 31 2 25 - X - 1 - 1 - - 89 34

10-01 to 15-00 6 - ! 1 1 - . - 1 - - -

15.{)1 to 20000 - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Total L3 2 33 1 5 - 1 - 2 - - 89 35

3. Pusad Upto 3-00 1 2 2 2 2 - - - - - - - -
3-01 to 4-00 23 14 2 39 13 6 1 2 2 - - W0 1l

0lte 500 9 26 86 55 &5 - - 1 a2 1 10 85 46

- 5-01 to 7-20 59 1z 61 33 31 - 1 1 15 - - 90 10

7-21 to 10-00 19 8 18 g 9 - - - 3 - - 'y 21

10-01 to 15-00 2 é 6 6 1 2 - 2 - - - -

Total 194 o8 197 139 106 7 b b 43 1 10 225 7¢

b. Yeni - Upto 3-00 3 6 6 5 4 - - - 2 - 1 - -
3-—61 tc #—00 - - - - - - - - - - - - -

=01 to 5-00 - - - - - - - - - - - - -

~ 7-21 to 10-00 8 8 10 7 10 - - - 6 - - 3 3

10-01 to 15-00 21 12 37 6 19 2 1 - 13 - - 32 37

Total 35 26 55 18 53 2 1 - 21 - 1 35 A

S. Kel&pﬂr - Upto BOw - - - - - -~ - - - - - - -
3—01 to ED‘.OO - - - - - - - - - - - - -

4-01 to 5-00 1 - - - - - - - - - - - -

5-01 to 7-20 3 - & 15 6 - - - 2 - - - 1

7-21 to 10-00 22 1E &9 8% 3t é - 15 - - 366 33

10-01 to 15-00 15 3 19 8 12 ! - - x7 - - 2 1

15-01 to 20-00 1 2 3 1 2 - - 2 - - - 2

Total L2 23 75 58 58 6 - 26 - - 368 37
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from the tadles the number of bullocks ovned has been on
the ineresse in all the tahasils and still as ia the cese
of egricultursl implements the draught cattle 1s gquite
inadequate to meet the tillege of the lands distributed
to granteesg in regpective tuhasilg, 'fho acquisition of
draught cattle ves again by a fev grantees and even these
xrmtén, 1like the other grentees without draught eattlo‘
of thelr own, were dependent on the cultivators vithin
the village for meeting their tillege needs, One with a
bulloek was slightly better off in this respect as ex-
change was possible betveen two owners. The rest of the
grentees vere totally dependent on the other cultivators
and timely tillege was not the rule but tillaze as suits
the convenience of the bullock und implement owners vas
the rule,

All the inerease vas not on acsount ©of the pure
chasas of the draught cattle, A few of the grantees had
bullocks even before the surplus distribution to them .
and guch bullocks were the progeny of the cows the ‘
grantees had even before end with the grant of land
instead of Aisposing these in the market were retained
by the gr@taob Hovever, the increase in fpo bullock
holding of these grantees vwas an incldentsl one and not
the result of having tsken upto cettle breeding either
before or efter the land allotment, The increase in the
number of calves, therefore, was not the result of sny

+

plenned setion, .
Tables 3,22 end 3.2} give the gources of [inaneing
the purchage of livestock mcquired by the grantees, Ssle
of produce from sgriculture, wmainly rav cotton, snd other
owned §unds vere by for the wore luportsnt sources of

finsnce, The owned funds reslly sre very large considering
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1,

2,

3.

4.

5«

h’--—mnu--n-n

Size of area
granted
in acres

Upto 3-00

-w--nw-.-

Yavatmal

Darwha

Pusad

Wani

Kelapur

3-01 to 400
L-01 to 5.00
5-01 to 7.20
Total

Upto 3-00
3-01 to 4-00
401 to 5-00
5-01 to 7-20
Total

lipto 3-.00
3~01 to 4-00

4~01 to 5.00

5-01 to 7-20
Total

Upto 3-00
3-01 to 4-00
4-01 to 5-00
5-01 to 7-20
Total

Upto 3-00
3-01 to 4-00
4-01 to 5-00
5-01 to 7.20
Total

—nﬁwnq-a»-mnnn—--—

Uwned funds Cooperative
Zoclety
Gran-  imoust Gronl™ tmount
tees in dis, tees in ks,
1300-00 5 800-00

h 475-00 3 500-00

- - 4 600-00
10 1775-00 12 1900-00

5 900-00 . -

7 1560-00 - -

3 500-00 . -

1 250-00 . -

16 3110-00 - -

6 1 5 00""00 - -

5 1500-00 . -

3 700-00 550-00
1 370000 k\ 550-00
11 2300-00 14  2150-00
12 6751-00 19 2600-00

1 150-00 . -

24 9201-00 33 4750-00

9 2750-00 . -

6 1470-00 ¢ 1510-00

5 2450~00 5 450-00

7 1600-00 2 350-00
27 8270-00 16 2310-00

b AL 1T ¥ NPV

s by source of finanee (

—u-.a.-.-u-nu-c.—-

TR - s

1000-00

1100-00

s -
-

1100-00

-

750-00
320-00

1070-00

2300-00

1100-00 -

450-00

-

3850-00

1900-00
750-00
700-00

1000-00

435000

--'---‘--ﬁ-n-----nn‘--

B

Revised Act)

OQ-QQ-—-QQHN

Taceavi
Gran. amount Grane Amount
tees in Rs, tees in Rs,

n—*n-n&-m-nqm

- .

3 800-00 1 200-00

7 1800-00 2 40

200-00

0-00



1. Yavatmal

2. Darwha

3, Pusad

4, Wani

5. Kelapur

l‘—-----‘------*‘_‘---‘-----‘-‘--_--‘-‘---‘-------

-“--"-—wonnn-ﬂﬂ-omn--

Size of area Owned funds

g
Gran- Amount
tees in Rs,

Upto 3-00 - -

" 301 to 4-00 - -
4-01 to 5-00 - -
5-01 to 7-20 - -
7-21 to 10-00 14 2740-00

10=00 to 15-00 16 K600-00

15-01 to 20-00 - -

Total 30 7340-00
Upto 3-00 - -
3-01 to 4-00 - -
4-01 to 5-00 - -
5-01 to 7-20 2 400-00
7-21 to 10-00 17 4700-00

10-01 to 15-00C 3 1250-00

15-01 to 20-00 - -

Total 22 6350-00
Upto 3-00 | - -
3-01 to 4-00 9 3000-00
k=01 to 5-00 47 11775-00
5-01 to 7-20 45 16310-00
7-21 to 10-00 6 3560-00

10-01 to 15-00 - -

15-01 to 20-00 - -

Total 107  34645-00
Upto 3-00 2 500-00
3-01 to 4-00 - -
k-0l to 5-00 - -
5-01 to 7-20 - -
7-21 to 10-00 6 2050-00

10-01 to 15-00 1 5550-00

15-01 to 20-00 1 575-00

Total 23 8175-00
Upto 3-00 - -
3-01 to 4~00 - -
4-01 to 5-00 - -
5«01 to 7-20 1 600-00
7-21 tov 10-00 17 6245-00

10-01 to 15-00 - -

15-01 to 20;00 1 1500-00

Total 19 8345-00

Cooperative

Society

Gran- Azount

teas in s,
1 100-~-00
9 1,00-00
10 1500-00
3 £00-20
3 500-00
9 1400-00
9 1400-00
2 600-00
2 600-00

Sale of produce

A -

Gran- Aimount

LS T < A

17

in is,

1600-00
2100-00
1550-00
5250-00

2600-00

1300-00

1300-00

Private loan

.0--‘-_0‘------—---‘--Q—-—Q—-

WA S A A e WD A P Gl G Y S WS W W

Gran-
taes

Amount Grane

in hs,

L00-00
300-00

700-00

tees

---Q---—‘-‘ﬂnv-ﬂ------o-‘-‘

Amount
in Ra,
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that most of the grantees vere landless labourers snd the
only explanation seems to be finencing éuch purchases
through vage eernings und savings 1In the form of gold
etc, 1f any snd tho depletion m"numbeu of gheep and
u;f nheld before grant of land, The eo:tlor wmaintenance
of such gheep snd ¢6at. is comparstively nil snd the
grantees could afford to kécp it under e¢arlier condi~
tions, I'ho depletion in the nunber of sheep eand goats

_ghould not taken to mean that the difference in the two

periods is the pet depletion in their numbers. Despitc
efforts it vas not possible to get the informstfon sbout
digpozal of the yourg nevly btorn theep snd geat in the
merket by the graentees, Sheep and goats have two calve
ings in s given twelve mwonth period and the number of
such new born sheep and goat 13 not noted In the data
given in the tadless thile all the explanation above does
not reeolve the problem of ia.ru\ owned funds invegted in
sequiring livestock, the occurrence seens to bs quite
reasonsble though none of the grantees reported disposal
of ornsments or other livu‘tock for these purposes ard
of the t\b possible sources suggested the second i,e,
éisposal of shbep and goitl ceens plausible gonsidering
their ezrlier voeation sad economie eond'iuonl. Inei=
dentally poultry was reported by two or three granteas
out of the total gemple and hence is not included in the
tables, The nuﬁber of birds with thege reporting grantees
444 not exc;od ten In each case end sueh were of not any

_ $wportance s ‘such for the semple ss a whole,

3.6 Famil Member 4 Estners
n the

Tebles 3,24 end 3,29 give the distribution of
family members and the esrners in the femily for all the



Teble 3,24 : Members snd earners in the grentee families by size of area granted (hevised Act)
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Surplus No. of Fam;l; Members Esrners in the Family
Tahasil Are8 (Granted families et - o 0 o 0 2 0 e . —-——— ——————— ——— o 0 1 B e S S B
in Acres ﬁﬁu EX§%: i‘i&aa:x:adults g::a-t;ulm fgﬂta f;;ﬁfi: ?&:}::Adults §::§3alts
1 Yevatemel Upto 3-00 55 89 Th 53 55 83 65 15 12
3-01 to 4~00 66 97 81 64 54 87 75 4 10
4L=01 to 5«00 12 14 14 7 9 12 12 - 1
5-01 to 7-20 1 1 L - - 1 1 - -
Total 134 201 170 124 118 183 153 19 23
2 Darwha Upto 3-00 21 32 25 18 13 31 25 4 -
3-01 to 4~00 81 104 94 63 59 99 g 11 19
4-01 to 5-00 18 24 23 15 21 23 20 1 5
5«01 to 7-20 b 9 5 1 3 7 5 - 1
_ Total 42, 169 w7 97 96 160 138 16 25
3 Pusad Upto 3-00 33 53 38 kX 18 b4 a3 5 3
3-01 to 4=00 32 40 8 27 20 40 38 5 6
4=01 to 5-00 12 16 15 10 12 16 13 2 2
5«01 to 7=20 [ 3 6 5 d 1 6 5 3 -
L Totel & N5 99 72 51 106 89 15 11
b Weni Upto 3-00 47 65 62 34 60 65 53 8 4
301 to 4=00 53 82 Y &4 46 56 78 66 7 7
k=01 to 5-00 2 2 I\ 1 4 2 3 - -
5«01 to 7-20 1 1 3 3 1 1 2 -
c— _Jotal o Js 150 ek 8 123 146 123 17 1
5 Kelapur Upto 3-00 36 54 L8 29 50 53 L6 5 7
3=01 to 4=00 136 206 174, 134 147 199 164 37 37
4=01 to 5-00 5 10 6 3 3 10 6 2 -
5-01 to 7-20 10 19 15 12 7 16 15 3 4
Total 187 289 243 178 207 278 231 47 38

- e e ar e W

- A W W W W W e e

-‘--“'---“-

-QQ-Q’Q‘-O-QQ-Q-
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Table 3.25 : Members and eerners in the grantee families by size of srea grented (Principsl Act)

A B s AR g W MR 4B B a W S W W AR W W B e B AR D W e e R A B AR Gk AR S A s W W A N A M B MR W G g BB W G B AR o S GD e W W A W W e U e wWR Wi W W W e A W

Surplus No. of Family Members Earners in the Femily
Tahas il Area Cranted femilies e s o i o 0 9 2 T S J— .- SR ——— Y
in Acres Male Femele |lale Female Male Femsle Msle Female
Adults Adults Non-Adults Non-Adults Adults  Adults Non-Adults Non-Adults
1 Yevatemal  iUpto 3-00 2 3 2 3 3 2 2 1 -
3=01 to 4~00 b 8 6 2 3 8 b - -
4=01 to 5-00 - - - - - - - - -
5«01 to 7=20 17 26 24 16 20 21 18 1 1
7=-21 to 10-00 22 35 23 22 30 33 18 3 &
10-01 to 15-00 26 49 36 37 35 38 18 3 3
15=01 to 20-00 - - - - - - - - -
Total 71 129 9 80 91 102 60 8 8
2 Darwhe Upto 3-00 - - - - - - - - -
3-01 to 4=00 - - - - - - - - -
4=01 to 5-00 - - - - - - - - -
5«01 to 7«20 6 10 7 6 7 9 7 2 3
7-21 to 10-00 31 45 33 30 37 42 30 7 8
10=01 to 15«00 6 9 8 8 8 8 6 1 1
15«01 to 20-00 - - - - - - - - -
L . Toff}._.----...-ﬁ----fg----------- 64 ) ff b 52 59 43 10 13
3 Pusad upto 3=00 1 2 2 - - 2 2 - -
3-01 to 4=00 23 27 26 22 19 26 21 6 2
4=01 to 5«00 90 124 113 82 65 121 105 13 7
5=01 to 7-20 59 85 77 58 47 84 63 8 7
7-21 to 1000 19 34 23 20 9 34 22 3 2
10-01 to 15-00 2 b 3 - ‘ - 3 2 - -
15=01 to 20-00 - - - - - - - - -
Total 194 276 244 182 1,0 270 215 30 18

----Q---‘-’ - o
.--”--“‘-““'-Q-‘Q‘-‘”ﬂ‘-‘-‘--"'-“--“--‘-. - e W e - e A A W A -
-~ - -

(Continued)
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Table 3.25 @ (Continued)

.-‘ﬁ---’--‘-’---’“‘-"---“""---"ﬂ--*---Q_"----“-O’----‘--‘----‘.

Surplus No. of Family lembers Earners in the Feally
Tahasil Ares Greanted femilies ——— - - -- - m——— —me————
in Acres Male Female Male Female Male Femsle HMale Female
Adults Adults Non-adults  Non-Adults Adults Adults Non~Adults  Non-Adults

4 wani Upto 3-00 3 8 A 2 2 4 3 - -
3-01 to 4~00 - - - - - - - - -
=01 to 500 - - - - - - - - -
5«01 to 7=-20 2 | 3 3 1 2 2 1 -
7=-21 to 10-00 8 16 16 10 13 14 8 1 &
10-01 %o 1500 21 L 3 19 27 39 28 6
15«01 to 2000 1 2 2 - 2 2 2 - -
Total 35 70 59 32 u6 61 e ¢ 5

5 Kelspur Upto 3«00 - - - - - - - - -
3«01 to 4=00 - - - - - - - - -
4=01 to 5«00 1 2 1 - 1 1 - -
5=01 to 7=20 3 10 7 - 7 9 6 - -
7-21 to 10-00 22 36 37 26 37 35 28 3 6
10-01 to 15=-00 15 29 21 12 1" 27 17 2 b
15«01 to 2000 ) 3 2 1 1 2 2 - -
Total 12 80 68 39 57 5 5 5 10

- W e W W - E
b A e W G g SN A AR W an W e e e S S W - M er W A A WD WS W A A G A W WY W - o e W e An N W el AR AR G AR G W W S W e - oes Y W AW W A A S a



Teble 3.25 3 (Continued)
T T T T T T Tgurplus  Heeof T T [T 77 Femily teabers
Tahasil Ared Grented fomilies ;
t in Acres mi'l {:nuﬁ: 'l::z];:‘.dultl
A want Upto 3-00 3 8 s 2 |
3-01 to 4-00 - - - -
4=01 to 5-00 - - - -
5<01 to 7-20 2 3 3 1
7-21 to 1000 8 16} 16 10"
10=01 to 1500 21 u 34 19
15-01 to 20-00 1 2 S 2 -
Total 35 70{ 59 32
5 Kelapur Upte 3-00 - -g - -
3-01 to 4=00 - - - -
401 to 5=00 2? 1 -
5-01 to 7-20 3 :o: 7 -
7-21 to 10-007 22 36; 37 26
10=01 to 1500 15 29 21 12
15-0% to 20-00 1 3; 2 1

Total b2 80 68 39

bedE A IR A A 2 B 2 B I I A K A - me e e e e - - e e "o e -
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five tehasils for grantees under the Revised Act ar;d the
Principal Act, The @istribution of these for the total
semple i3 as given delows

| Rowiant il Pk BT

- e @ ® W B W @B N e W G E @ T T W e W WS

_Rumber Esrners Rumber Esrners

Total families 629 - k121 -
Male adults 92k £73 611 567
Femsle sdults 803 73 ‘%10 416
Male none .

adults : 65% 11y 7?7 61
Fen'alo non* ' '

adults 59% 108 386 5

- & W W W e e WS B W W W WSS DS @M N E W

The total popnléﬁon of ;ranteei' fanilles vas
reported at 2977 and 13%Y4 pergons under the Revised Aet
snd the Principal Act respectively, Economically aetive
population wae reported st 1829 and 1098 under the two
respective sets of grentees, Non=sdults, both male and
female, formed an insigznificant proportion of the total
working foree., Fewales participated aslwost on par with
the malea in the economie activity, The working forece
includes only those engaged in gowme productive aetiﬂty
other than domestis work,

' The working force being from the rursl area the ew
ployment opportunities, whether salf emplbyment or wage
labour employment, vill de lsrgely related to agrtculture'
in the region particularly when sny employment opportunities
as nomasucultm;nl wege earners are almost wholly sbeent.

Tables 3,26 and 3.27 give the occupatiéml distridu-
tion of earners for grantees' femilies under the Revised
Act and the Principal Act respectively, SO far ss the
) eultivaticn of the surplus allotted land and other land

.
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Table 3.26 : Occupational distribution of earners (Revised Act)

W W A AR W W Wy @R Gk AR W W @ W G - A oas W W e W Ak s s g “-‘-"-”“‘--‘-‘---“’-_--‘ﬂ--’-‘-“-ﬂ-"----,.

Size of Ko. of Male Adults Femals Adults
Tahasil ared grented families em-vmcccoccmnrancncecanea. -~ - e T P - - -
in acres - Agricul- Wage Perma~. Other Agricul- Agriecul- Agricul- Y¥age Other Agricul- Agricul-
ture labour nent occupa- ture and ture and ture lsbour occupé~ ture and ture and
farm tion wage other tion wage other
servant labour occuple labour OCCupbi-
tion tion
1 Yavatamel Upto 3«00 55 8 8 2 2 58 5 5 7 1 50 2
3<01 to 400 66 A 5 4 6 63 5 4 b - 67 -
4=01 to 5«00 12 1 - - - 11 - 2 - 8 - {
5"’0‘ to 7-20 1 ‘ - - - 1 - - | - - ;| -
Total 134 14 13 6 8 133 10 11 13 1 126 2

S g R S TN A T SO TS AU SO S A A O AT G W W W D T VG AT VU D A e S A T W Ny W OO N SO B o N T D i) s NI s W S WS W W D G e S WD T W A WD D YD T G S A D R GG A 2 D G W A WD Yo

2 parwha Jpto 3~00 21 - 3 - - 28 - - 3 - 22 -
 3-01 to 4=00 81 2 9 - 3 84 1 1 15 - 72 -

k=01 to 5=00 18 - - - - 23 - - ! - 19 -

5-01 %0 7=20 A - 1 - - 6 - - 1 - L -

. ~ Total 126 | 2 13 - 3 141 1 1 20 - 117 -
3 Pusad Upte 3-00 - 33 - 12 - X 24 1 1 5 - 28 -
3-01 to 4=00 32 - 13 - - 25 2 - - 33 -

4=01 to 5=00 12 - 3 - - 13 - - 2 - 11 -

5-01 to 7-20 4 - - - - 6 - - A - 5 -
e Totnl. 81 - 28 - 7 68 3 1 12 - 77 -

i Wani Upto 3-00 47 9 8 - 7 38 3 10 1 - 4 1
| 3-01 %0 &~00 53 10 18 - 2 34 1 16 - 2 15 3

W01 to 5=00 2 - - - - 2 - - - - 3 -

5«01 to 7=20 1 - - - - 1 - - - - 1 -

______________ Total 103 19 26 - 9 75 17 26 1 2 90 4
5 Kelapur  Up'to 3=0C 36 7 1 - 2 38 5 2 - - ik -
3-0Yto: 4=00 136 20 19 - 9 122 29 16 8 - 137 3

4-01 W 5-00 5 - - - - 10 - 1 - - 3 2

5-01 to 7-20 10 = 1 - 2 9 F 4 1 3 - 11 -

Total 187 29 21 - 13 179 36 20 11 - 195 5

(Continued)



Teble 3.26 : (Continued)
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Size of fo. of 77 "7 Mele Fon-waults 777777 Femele Wom-sdults | °
Tahasil - area grunted families wecccemccndcdmcicaccaeaaaa e m - —— memmE et e e ————— e o e -
in acres Agricul- weags Perm&~  Qther Agricul- Agricul- Agricul- lege QOther Agricul- Agricule
ture labour nent occupa~ ture énd ture and ture lebour occupa- ture and ture &nd
farm tion wege other tion wage other
servant lsbour occupa= labour occupi=
tion tion

1 Yavatamal  Upto 3-00 55 7 - - 2 2 3 - 7 -
3-01 to 4=~00 66 3 2 - - - 1 2 1 - ? -
4-01 to 5-00 12 - - - - - - - - - 1 -
5«01 toc 7«20 1 - - - - - ~ - - - - -
Total 134 8 6 - - 2 3 4 . 4 - 15 -

2 Derwhe Upto 3-00 21 - - - 2 - - - - - -
3-01 to 4=00 81 - 6 - - 5 - 1 13 - 5 -
k=01 to 5-00 18 - - - - 1 - - 5 - - -
5«01 to 7«20 & - - - - - - - 1 - - -
Total 124 - 8 - - 8 - 1 19 - 5 -

3 Pusad Upto 3-00 33 - 3 - - - 1 - 3 - - -
3<01 to =00 52 - 5 - - - - - - 1 -
4=01 to 5-00 12 - 1 - - 1 - - 1 - 1 -
5=01 to 7-20 [N 1 1 - - 1 - - - - - -
Total 81 1 10 - - 2 1 - 9 - 2 -

b Wani Upto 3=-00 47 2 - - 2 - 3 1 - - -
3=01 to 4=00 53 3 - - - 1 1 - - 3 -
4=01 to 5=00 2 - - - - - - - - - - .
5«01 to 7=20 1 - - - - ] - - - - -
Total 103 8 2 - - 3 2 9 1 - -

5 Kelapur Upto 3-00 36 1 - - - 2 2 1 - - 6 -
3201 to 4-00 136 17 1 - - 14 5 11 L - 19 3
4~01 to 5-00 5 - - - - 2 - - - - - -
5=01 to 7-20 10 2 - - - 1 - 2 - - - -
Total 187 20 1 - - 19 7 14 L - 25 3

--‘------‘-‘~‘--‘“-----’-‘”“-‘
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Table 3.27 : Occupational distribution of earners (Principal act)

.-‘%"O-uw%-“---un&‘—-‘u—&-"m&ﬁbhmaﬁnmw-oﬁopuaﬁ-an--mdwuﬂ&ﬂduaﬂccﬂqﬁ‘ﬂﬂ

Male Adults Femele idults
Tahesil Size of No. of

W S0 T D S U A VDG PN TS TR GRS 5 TS T G0 D S O G N W A s IR S IR a WD WP M Ay N TS i e W

- T D T A B s N vn s B T i A ST B D AU WP g W DD g 0 AR g W P

8rea granted femilies Agricul- Wwage Parws-~  Qther Agpicul- Agricul- Agricul- yege Dther Agricul- Agricul-

in acres ture labour nent occups- ture Bnd ture 8nd ture lebour occupé= turs and turs and
farm tion wege other tion wage other
servant labour occupa= lebour OCCuplie

tion tion

1 Yevatemel Upto 3-00
3-01 to 400

2 -
b 2
4-01 to 5-00 - -
5«01 to 7-20 17 7
22 3

1

W W A A G AR W G W AR P W I W W TR DR A AR A e S e AR G e W

7=21 to 10«00
10-01 to 15-00 26 2
15-01 to 20-00 - -

Total 7 33 10 17 3

e L I B I B

N

f N0t -

-t

t OOV 1 )

It 200

{208 I I O B N )
-t -,

t SO PN

1
1
4
3
9

Nl 2t ) ) -y

o d
&~
4
)

A AU s I N Gy e S -

Nl =) =3 §

3:—0‘ to &om - - - - - - - - - - - -
5«01 to 7-20 6 2 5 - - 2 - - 7 - - -
7=21 to 10-00 n 5 18 - 2 15 2 2 21 - 7 -
10=01 to 15-00 6 1 e - - 2 3 - I - 2 -
15-»01 o 20«00 - - - - - - - - - - - -
Total 43 8 25 - 2 19 5 2 32 - g -
3 Pused Upto 3-00 1 2 - - - - - - 1 - 1 -
3-01 to 4&~00 23 6 3 - - 16 1 - 11 - 10 -
=01 to 5-00 90 12 27 - 3 72 7 1 54 - 50 -
5=01 to 7-20 59 2 25 - 2 W8 7 - 38 - 25 -
7-21 to 10-00 19 - 13 - - 20 1 - iz - 9 ]
10=01 to 15-00 2 2 - - - 1 - - 1 - 1 -
15-01 ks ) 20.00 - - - - - - - - - - - -
Total 194 3 68 - 5 157 16 1 117 - 96 1
b Weni Upto 3=00 3 2 - - - 1 1 2 - - 1 -
3.0‘ to l"‘m - - - - - - - - - - - -
‘9"0‘ t@ 5009 - - . - - - ™ - - - - -
5-01 to 7-20 2 - 1 - - 1 - - - - 3 -
7=-21 to 10«00 8 6 - - 2 3 3 5 - - 3 -
10-01 to 15«00 21 22 1 - 3 8 5 18 - - 9 1
15«01 to 20=-0C 1 1 1 - - - - 1 - - 1 -
Total 35 N 3 - 5 13 9 26 - - 17 1
5 Kelapur Upto 3-00

3«01 to b-OO - -
k=01 to 5-00 1 -
5«01 to 7-20 3 1
7=21 tc 1040C 22 12
10=01 to 1500 15 6

19

wh ol

1 OGN 1 1}
| 2N O I I B O B

15«01 to 20-0C 1
Total L2

Sttt ot
-
~3
-l
gw«a-n t 4

-l
NN
t 1030000

RN A |
I I I I B

{Continued) /
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Table 3.27 : (Continued)

-_ W e M ap W AR B W W W Gk S G W AR A A AW WR W wm as ar WP MR SR Ay A GRS BB W AR MR WP R A A AP GR ah AD Gk WP Ak W ER W R W @ e W W - as @ B MR S Aap A G A AR W W A A W W

Méle None-adults Femtle Xoneadults
Tahasil Size oI No. of

A AUD T . WP A R IR SOR Ay N A SN N T o S SR A b A A O A AR A i A SR R SRR S G AR SR G N S AN SR AR TR WD s FOP DD AP A A B A DA o -0 A e BN P N G AR AW Ry A TS . U SRR S A A A S WD S R

area granted families Agricul- Wege Perme- Other Agricul- Agricul- Agricul- Wage Other Agricul- agricule
in acres ture labour nent occupu~ ture and ture and ture 1ebour occups- ture snd ture and
farm tion wage other tion wage other
servant labour occupbe lebour occupl=
tion tion

M W Gy W s Ak T S - oas e S gy W W SR AR G W Wy AW W gy WP SR AR AB B AR W AR W A W A W M G W S A A Ak e

1 Yavetamal Upto 3-00

W e s W AR A W B A W R M MR e W W G IS W R W PR W e A @ A

2 - ‘ - - - - - - - - -
3‘0‘ to m ‘0- - fud - - - - - - - - -
W’ tC 5‘00 - - - - - - - - - - - -
7=-21 tc 10-00 22 - - - - 2 1 2 - - 2 -
15«01 tc 20-C0 - - - - - - - - - - - -
3‘01 ta ‘b‘w - - - -~ - - - - - - - -
w' to 5‘% -~ - - - - - - - - - - -
5.01 t@ 7‘20 6 - 2 - - - - - [. - - -
7-21 to 10-00 31 - 6 - - 1 - - 8 - - -
1 5‘01 tg 20‘-00 - - - - - - - - - - - -
To‘b&l h3 8 - - 1 bod - 13 - - -
3-01 tc 4=00 23 - 5 - - 1 - - 2 - - -
5-01 to 7=20 59 - 7 - - - 1 - 7 - - -
7"21 to 10«00 1 9 1 2 - - - - - 3 - - -
1 5001 tﬂ M - - - - - - - - - - - -
Totel i94 1 25 - - 2 2 - 19 - - -

- A s A A WO G G S S G U D P S SN A S S R YD G IR S AR QAP ST T oy e

4 Wani Upte 5.09 3 - —————— — e a0 - _

{
{

7‘?1 to 1000 8 - - - - | - - - - 2 -
Totel 35 ) 2 - - 1 - 1 - - 2 -
5 Kelepur Upto 3-00 - - - - - - - - - - - e
M1 to 5‘& 1 - - - - - -~ - - - - -
5‘0’ tﬂ 7.2{} 3 - - - - - - - - - - -
7=21 to 10-00 22 1 - - - 2 - 5 - - 1 -
10=-01 to 15«00 15 1 - - - - 1 ' - - - -
Tot&l ‘02 4 - - - 2 ) | 9 - - 1 -

.-‘--““-."‘“‘--‘-‘-”'-“"Q-
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Teble 3.26 3 (Continued)

- e - %o S e msee B S e S e O ®Ee O ® % e S %R P "o T H GO oo

¥ale Eon-tdults

-

Sise of

Ro. of

Tahasil . rea grented families -
in acres Agricule Wsge Permae Other Agrie:
ture labour nent occupé- ture 4
farn tion wege
servant labouj
ceesccmcemcccescemescoeancacaatoecceenanaal
1 Yavatamal Upto 3=00 55 -7 b - - 2
3-01 to 4~00 66 1 2 - - -
=01 to 5-00 12 - - - - -
5«01 to 7-20 1 - - - - -
Total 134 8 6 - - 2
2 Darwha Upto 3-00 21 - 2 - -
3+01 to 4=00 81 - - - [
401 to 5-00 18 - - - - 1
5-01 to 7=20 I s - - - - -
Total 124 - 8 - - 8
3 Pusad Upto 3-00 3 - 3 - - -
| ) 3-01 to 400 32 - 5 - - -
&=01 to 5-00 12 - 1 - - 1
‘5-01 to 7-20 [ 9 1 1 (- - 1
Total 81 1 10 ? - - 2
& wani Upto 3-00 &7 A 2 - - 2
3-01 to 4&~00 53 b ) - - -
401 to 5-00 2 - - - - -
5=01 to 7-20 1 ] - - - -
Total 103 8 2 - - 3
5 Xelapur Upto 3-00 36 1 - - - 2
3-01 to 4=00 136 17 1 - - 14
401 to 500 5 - - - - 2
5<01 to 7-20 10 2 - e -
Total 187 20 1 |- - 19
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Table 3.27 3 Oceupational distribution of earmers (Prineipel Act)

--‘0‘-.----------ﬁ-----------.k—‘----o.--i

. { Male Adulzs
Tahasil . Size of Ho. of
+ grea grented feamilies Agricul- Wege  perma~ Other Agricy
in acres ture labour pent occupde  ture {
fara tion wege |
servant l-bou1
1
1 Yavatemel Upto 3-00 2 - - 1 - I
301 to &00 'S 2 1 - 1 &
&=01 to 5-C0 - - - - - -
5=01 ¢to 7-20 17 7 - - 1 9
7-21 to 10=00 22 3 - - b 24
10«01 to 15-00 26 21 1 - 3 2
15-01 to 20-00 - - - - - -
Total " 3 2 1 9 Lo
2 parvha Upto 3-C0 - - - | - - -
301 to A=00 - - - - - -
=01 to 500 - - - - - -
5-01 to 7-20 é 2 [ - - 2
7=21 to 10-00 3 5 18 - 2 15
- 10=01 to 15-00 6 -1 -4 - - 2
15-01 to 20-00 - - - - - -
Toteal &3 8 25 - 2 19
3 Pusad Upte 300 1 2 - i - - -
3-01 to 4-00 23 6 3 | e - 16
01 to 5«00 90 12 27 P - 3 72
5=01 to 7-20 59 2 25 P - 2 48
7-21 to 10=-00 19 - 13 - - 20
- 10-01 to 15-00 2 2 - - - 1
15-01 to 20«00 - - - - - -
Total 194 254 68 | = 5 157
b Wonl UP‘Q 3'm 3 2 - % - - 1
3,-01 to m - - - b - - -
401 to 5«00 - - - i - - -
5«01 to 7«20 2 - 1 - - 1
7-21 to 10:00 | é - - 2 3
10-01 to 15-00 2% 22 1 ! - 3 8
15«01 to 20-00 1 1 1 3 - - -
Totel 35 b1} 3 | = 5 13
5 Keleapur Upte 3-00. - - - ! - - -
3=01 to 400 - - - | - -
401 to 500 1 - 2 | - - -
5-01 to 7-20 3 1 2 | < - 5
7-21 to 10400 22 12 b | e 2 17
10-01 to 15-00 1§ 6 Al - 5 "
'5.01 to 20-m 1 - - 4 - - -
Total 42 19 12 . - 7 23
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Tabdle 3.27 1 (Continued)

- B o e w®d e e DS G B PSS ® o OSSO o eSS e w

‘Mele Non-8dults

Tuhesil

3ise of

area granted families

in acres

No. of

Agricul~
ture

Vege

Porma~

labour pent

farm
servant

Other Agriey
ocCups« ture 1
tion wege |

llbou1

. N . . i
.---‘-------------‘---------‘-‘----“--‘--q

1 Yavetamal  Upto 3-00 2 - 1 - - -
3-01 to 4=00 & - - - - -
5=01 vo 7=20 17 1 - - - -
7-21 to 10-00 22 - - - - 2
10=C1 to 15-C0 26 - 1 - - -
15=01 t¢ 20-CO - - - - - -
Total 7 ! 2 - - 2

2 Derwha up“ 3.m - - - - - -
3&, t‘ m - - - - - -»
4=C1 to %5-00 - - - - - -
5=01 to 7-20 L] - 2 - - -
7-21 to 10-C0 31 - 6 - - !

- 10=01 to 1500 6 1 - - - -

15=01 to 20=-00 - - - - - -

Total %] 1 8 - - 1

3 Pusad Upto 3«00 1 - - - - -
» 3-01 to 4~00 23 - 5 - - !
401 to 5-00 90 - 11 - - 1

5-01 to 7-20 59 - 7 - - -

7-21 to 10-00 19 ) 2 - - -

) 10-0t to 1500 2 - - - - -
15=01 to 20«00 - - - - - -

Totel 194 1 25 - - 2

5, Vani Upto 3-00 3 - - - - -
3=01 Lo 4-CC - - - - - -
M‘ to 5.w - - - - - -
5-01 to 7-26 2 - 1 - - -
7=21 to 1000 8 - - - - ]
10-01 to 15-00 21 s ] - - -

- 15«01 to 20-00 1 - - - - -
Total a5 5 2 - - 1

5 ‘.hpﬂr Upto 3«00 - - - - - -
3-01 to 4-00 - - - - - -
4-01 to 500 1 - - - - -
5-01 to 7-20 3 - - - - -
Toc01"ce 15200 13 H i : Z

’ ' - - - -

"-01 to M ] - - - - -

Totsl 42 2 - - - 2
.---.-O-“------------‘-.----'---“---‘-‘-

\
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held and ecultivated dy the grantee families L concerned
ail those engaged as casual wage labour, permanent ferm
urnnil and other occupations ete. were not evailable
snd thus the number of workers in sgriculture will bde
as given below, - '

- s W WS WS ® W WG EER e 8BS e e e®

Reviged Act Principal Act

Total VWorking Total Vorking

esrn= Iin femie earn* in femie~
- . ers  ly agrie ers 1y “,'10. -
Male adults £73 727 .567 w28
Femsale )
adults 73h 679 416 266
Male non~ '
adults 11 84 61 ah
Fexale non- ' o .
adults < 108 81 5y 21

~
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The number of workers ia family sgriculture fs
composed of thoge reported es wbrnng in uricﬁlturo,
agrieulture and wage lsbour and agriculture and other
occuy'ntion. The above given data refers to the total
sewple in the distriet and elearly shows that the
majority of esrners vwere engsged in femily cultivation.
This 18 observible in respest of the tzhasils vith
slight varistions.



Chapter IV
Lend Development and Land Utiliszation

Under *Surplaus Land Distriduted! in Chapter I it was
stated that there vas everly likelihood, as seen from the
data on survey nos. presented therein, that large propor=
tion of grantees would get land out of the uncultivated
area surrendered as surplus, This was arrived at after
giving due eonsideration to lend use of the surrendered
areas before distrivution end the extent of surplus de»
clared in the survey nos. snd the uncultivated srea of these
survey mu' The obgervation vas true both in respect of the
- Revised Aot and the Prineipal Aet. It was further observed
that under both the distributions larger numbder of grantees
received lands from low forttuty s0ils as depieted by the
asverage land revenue psy acres Detailed distridution of
grantees in sach tahasil and by land rcnnni per acre has
 been given in the previous Chapter III snd £t vill be clear
from the total ssmple, f.e. all the tahasils taken togetner,
that 52 per cent and 70 per eent of the nmtonllmdorvtho
- Reviged Act snd the Principal Act respectively received
lsnds upto Rs.0.40 average land revenue per acre. 7The
sunmery distribution of grantees is given overlesf.

There are variations between tahasils and these are
noennruy. the result of the survey nos. from which surplus
was surrendered, The consideration to uncultivated area
vas importsnt on tﬁ, counts as stated in 1,3 in Chepter I
and of these our immediate interests vere in relation to
land dovelépucnt hul 1ts subsequent cultivation, The
Government was avare of thisg land ddvolopmt prodblem and

under the ?*Central Scc'tor' AssistanceScheme’ provision vas

115
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Revised Ack
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Lend reve~ Yavata™ Darvha Pusad Wani Kelgpur Total

RUe per nal tahas taha* taha~ tala*

:e?_l: - -t:huﬂ sil i} oil 1l

Upto 0,40 %3 8o 26 WY 136 329

0.81 = 1,50 50 22 4 kY4 - 116

Total 13b 124 81 103 187 629
- ) Principal Aet

L B B B B B B N B W IR R R B N R B BB B )

Lsnd reve Yavats™ Darvha Pusad VWani Xelspur - !ot;l

nue per mal taha~ taha~ taha* taha*

acre b, tabastil i) sil 1l il

Upto 0.M0 S X | 32 177 9 21 272
0,81 = 1,2% 5 2 3 11 3 24
Total 71 M3 19% 35 h2 388

FEEEEETEEE NS & 5 3 B N S B B I BN BE B A BN

made for advaneing loan for such development, fifty per
eent of such 1oen being granted after the duly constituted
authority has certified the ecompletion of the proposed
1and development. The loan assistance snd the grant under
the scheme will be looked inte subdbssquently along vith
the expenditure inmecurred by the grantees on land develop~
sent,
Yol Lend Development

Reasons for considering the lovest uncultivated ares
in relstion to surplus deslered have been explained in
Chapter I and from Tables 1.5 snd 1,6 in the same chapter
1t has been shown that the uncultivated srea as s proportion
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of surplus declared varied betveen 25 per cent to 85 per
cent in various tahasil under tho Reviged Act alstribution,
The veriation m uspcct 34 tho Puncznl Act vas never
less than 65 per cent as nportnd in !autml tahasil,
ccnutdorin: tho oxtont of nnculttntod area distriduted |
ta ¢nntceo the demand on their efforts and the necesssry

" finsnee to brirg thuo lands under cultivation vas quite
atagzerm. ‘

Tables b1 and 4.2 give land brought under cultive-
tion and the reasons for uncultivated sres by sise of arsa
granted to grantees under the Revised Act and the Principsl
Aet respeetively, Considering the land granted to the
saxple grihton in each tahasil 1t can be seen that grantees
in Dervha tahasil report barely 67 per cent and S2per cent
of the area graated having beem brought under eultivations
In the remaining four tahasils, Yavatamal, Pusad, Wani .
and Xelspur, the variations sre quite smell and the land
brought under enltivation in the respective tohasils was
82, 76, 82 and 83 per eent of land granted under the
Revised Act and 83, 83, 75 snd 80 per cent of land granted
under- the Principsal Acts As a consequence uncultivated
area-vas éroportioutcly wore in Darvha tuhun.vthan in
the other four tahasils, Distribdution of uncultivated
area by ieuon. for land remaining uncultivated is given
in the Tables M.l and k2, It vill be seen that under
both the Revised Act and the Prineipal Aet ‘Pot Kherad' and
tForest and trees! accounted for more than 60 per cent
of sres not brought under enltlntionwun the tahasils.

. The extent of Pot Eharad reported by respcndents and as
given in Tables 1.3 and 1,4 in Chapter I 1s in broad agree~
went and the fact of Fot Eharab being pu't'or the area
distributed to grantees cannot dbe disputed, Area under

s
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Table L.13 Land brought under cultivetion and reseons fordncultivated area {Revisad aAct)

T mabasll | Sizeof | Nowor Totel  Aren  irea Re.sons for uncultivated eres TT T T T rotal e
area grant- gran- wrea wnder  Gnou e rest Gras- Rosd  Calel- Other Grantes Mo _ o deve

acres vation ed sion FPot lat= and ing ete. nated uncul= resid~ reso~ lopment
acres scres Kharad ing treces lsnd uncul= land tivat= 4ing out urces b,
tivat- ed of vil-

Gt e e cececcemmacmceccenm .-~ . ..o

1. Ysvatamel Upto 3-00 55  165-00 141=05  23=35 L4=15 7=20 - 6=00 - - - - - 6~00  3492-00
3=01 - 4~00 66 225-37 189-08  36-29 2=3% 18~16 1-3+ 7-03 2=20 1-00 1=20  1~20 - - 5690~00
4=01 = 5-00 12 9315 37-29 1526 1-19 1-20 2=00 6~13 -  0-02 - - - L-12 350-00
501 = 7-20 1 5=04 3=20 1=24 1=00 - - O=2Y4 - - - - - - 75=00
Total 134  449-16 371=22  77-3% 9=30 27-16  3=34 2000  2-20 1~02 1=20 1-20 - 10=12 9607-00

2. Darvha Upto 3=00 21 63-00  43-20 19-20 - 7-20 - 9=00 300 = - - - - 339500
3=01 = 4=00 81 284=06 190-16  93~3C L4=20 3436 - Ly=29 0~10 = - 3=12 - 6-03 19065-00
L-01 ~ 5=00 18  78=22  53~15 2507 -~ 7-11 - 1231 5-0% -~ - - - - 4945=00
5-01 - 7=-20 Y 21-17  16-11 5-06 = 3-33 - 1-13 - - - - - - 75000
Total 124  447-05 303=22 143=23 4=20 53=20 -  67-33 8-15 - - 3=12 - 6-03 28655-00

3. Pusad Upto 3=00 33 8l=27  61=09  =20-18 2-10 5=28 - 6-20 -  1-00 - - 300  2-00 L4883~00
3-01 - 4=00 32 118=23 92=26  25-37 2=18 =32  1-00 1327 -  1-00 - - 2=00  1=00 1400~00
=01 - 5-00 12  55-20  38=28  16=32 3~06 L4-20 - 5=06 - - - - - 4=00 1130~00
5-01 = 7-20 y  21~07  19~33 1~ - 1-00 - - - 0=14 - - - - 45=00
Total 81 276=37 21216  64=21 7=34 16=00  1-00 25-13 - 2=l - - 5-00  7=00 7458=-00

L, Wani Upto 3=00 47  141=00 113-36  27=04 -  21~15 - 4=29 - 1-00 - - - - 14 30-00
3=01 ~ 4=00 53 18026 15115  29=11 4=20 16=01 - 8=10 0=20 =~ - - - - -1730=00
4=01 = 5-00 2 9-11 g-10 =01 - 1-01 - - - - - - - - 200=00
5=01 = 7=20 1 5=30 3=00 230 - 1=00 - 1-30 - - - - - - 245-00
Total 103 336=27 276-2@ 6006 L=20 39-17 -  14=29 0-20 1~00 - - - - 3605~00

5. Kelspur = Upto 3=00 36 10700  90~-2%  16=16 3=00 7-39 1-00 1-10 1-20 1~27 - - - - 1080=00
3=01 = 4=00 136 L4u0-18 356-38  83-20 - 36=30  15~04 28-20 - - - - 3=06 - 3327-90
4=01 = 5=00 s  23=33 20-1 =02 0=12 2-20 - - -  0-10 - - - - 60~00
§e01 = 7=20 10  S6=24  £3=01 3=23  1=00 100 = 0-18 -  0-24 - 0=-21 - - 100-00
Total 187 627=35 521=1k  106=21 4=~1z L4E-09  16~C4 30-08  1-20 2-21 - 0-21 3=06 - 4567=00
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Isble L.2: Land brought under cultivation and reasons for uncultivated area (Principsl Act)

- o Wm e -

Tahasgll

- we ws W W W -

l. Yavatamal

2s Dervha

3.Pusad

4, Wani

5. Xelapur

Size of
ares grante-

gran=

ed in acres tees

5-01 = 7=20
7=21 = 10=00
10-01 - 15=00
15=01 = 20~00
Totsl

Upte 3~00
3=01 = L=00
4=01 = 5«00
5=01 = 7=20
7=21 = 10=00

10~01 = 15-00

15-01 - 20=00

Totsal

Upto 3-00
3=01 - L=00
7=1 = 10=00

10-01 = 15=-00

15601 == 20~00

Totsl

Upto 3=00
3=0)1 = L=00
Le0l - 5-00
§=01 = 7=20
7=21 = 10~00

10~-01 = 15-00

15=-01 - 20-00

Totul

Upto 300
3=01 = L4=00
L=0l = 5«00
5=01 = 7=20
7=21 - 10-00

10-01 = 15=00

15-01 = 20=00

Total

urea

granted

tLcres

Area
under
culil~
vation
acres

- as e W e W W e

6=00
1335
106=~39
181-23
310-14

618-31

5-00
10-15
96-16

158~19
243=27

513=37

uneél*
tivai~-
ed

acres

AW A W e AR

1-00
3=20
10~23
23=04
66=27

104= 34

kyo~
sion

1-35
1-20
10=04

13-19

L N B N N R A |
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No.of 7Total

Jeason -~ for uncultivated area (ucres)

W O NS et D s OB A U S WD A A W S G WA W A BRSNS WD A SR o SN N U TS A A D SR O s VD A G T AN S5 WP G AR A gk W AN S A WS A W AN A VIR WP O N SIS

W m ap W A YW W W W e W as W sy W

Rock & Urdu= rovest
Pot lat- snd
dharsd Iing Lreé 8
1-00 - -
=02 0=20 -
17-17 3~07 -
g=22 - 30=24
30=29 3=-27 1-11
6=38 - 18-04
28-12 - L2=36
9=39 - 21=34
45~09 - £2=34
0-30 - 2=27
24=3Y - 16-0Y
27=12 - 14=35
29-00 - 6~00
- - 1~20
81-~3¢€ - L1-06
1'05 - -
3~20 - 2=00
620 - 634
40~10 - 7=35
3-:90 - -
Sy=13 = 16=29
0-30 - -
22=28 - 1-10
22=00 - 6~18
1=00 - -
Lé6~18 - 728

¢
1

Gruz-
ing

land

0=05
1~00

1-05

L]
k.

2=00
11=25

13~2%

3=06

]

3-06

t 11

1~00

Y
8

g

LR IO I U I B

Road
etc,

uncul=~
tivat-

ed

1-20

3723
5-03

L=02
=22
h=2l

-

2=20
1-00
H=13

733

L I B ]

1=-20

Calci-

nated
land

- YR s SR W W s N A

t 1 ¢4 2y

0-20
1-00

2=-00
3=20

$ £ 3008 0

t s 8 020

Other
uncul-

- e @& e W as W e

Grantee Ko
resid- reso~
ing out urces
of vil=-

lage
- 526
11-3%4 i
11=-34 5-26
- 1-00
- 32-30
- 2=00
5-00 -
5=-00 5«00
- 3«-00
6=34 7=00
6=34 10-00

- A e W W

Total ex~
penditure
on deve~

lopment
fse

- am e & -

VY
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"forest snd treest could not be drought under cultivation
on two countsi firstly quite a few rupond.ontl roport‘cd
that they could not secure permission to toll'\trouﬂ and
clear lands for cultivstions Under the Maharashtra Felle
ing of Trees Act, 1964 permission has to be sought for
felling trees of certain valuable c¢lasses such as teak,
fruit dearing trees ete, and unauthorised eutting of trees
invites the pensl provisions of the Act. Despite the
prohidition quite s numbder or trees were felled snd land
brought under eunlvntion. In sone cases the large roots
eould not de rexoved from the soil for some reason or
other and then the land remsined uncultivated., Large
stuzps of trees rollﬁw:;’ay-boqnallj responsible, for hid
remaining uncultivated shether such lands shonld be includ~
©d under ‘other uncultivable! is a mute point. To the
extent permission sought to fell the trees and thus dring
the area under the plough has been denied there should de
no objeetion to such land being included under ‘other un~
cultivable! land, If this 1s to be acceptadle then almost
all the srea reported as ‘Fot Kharad? and *forest and treest
and thus remaining uncultivated them some thought ¥ill have
to be given to the issue raised in Section 2,1 in Chapter
11,

The effects of such 'Pot Iharad?! snd tother unculile
vable' srea sre likely te de very adverse on the grantees
who were granted land upto & acres snd csn be geen from
Tables Mol snd 4.2, For instance if ve eonsider grantees
receiving land upto 3 acres it will be seen that the
sversge area available for eultiutloh per grentee after
exeluding tRock and Pot EKherabd', 'forest and treest and
'rosd ete. mncultivated® vill be 230, 2-08, 2Ok, 2-18 and
2-26 scres in Yevatasal, Darvhs, Pusad, Wani and Kelspur
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tahasils respectively. The sbove ealculation ntori to
grantess wnder the Revised Agte Under the Prinecipal Act
distridution upto 5 acres per grantee was mainly confined to £
Pusad tahndl oniy and the cher tahasils had only a
sprinkling of grantees getting upto 5 acres of land and
therefore the matter need not be looked into im dotul'
since -njoruy‘ of the grantees sre not mily to be effect=
ed as a result of such uncultivable area noted above, fThis
availability of cultivable ares under the Revised Act ‘
ralges the fissue as to \lh'ether a *fregment' 1a being grant~
ed to grantess. Section 2(13) of the Revised Act stipulates
that, 'fragment? has the meaning assigned to 1% in Section 2
of the Dombay Prevention of Fragmentation snd Connndnuon
of Holdings Act, 1947, and the 'fragment® under Section 2(‘;)
of the said &t has bdeen defined as belov,

IPraguent weans a plot of land of less extent then
the sppropriste standard area determined under the Actt,

The definition of the fragment is not elear and com~
plete in the above quoted section 2(M) of the Act and has
to be derived by taking recourse to the sxpression Sappro~
priste standerd sres! which has been explained in section
2(10) of the said Act as belov, _

tStandard area in respect of any class of land means
the area vhich the Govcmient from time to time determine
under gection ¥ as the minimum area necessary for profit-
able cultivation in sny particular locsl sres, and in-
eludes & stsndard area revised under the said sectiont,

The more important expresasion in the above given '
section 2(10) is the "minimum srea necesssry for profitadle
cultivation! and this expression alone has a direst bearing
fn deciding the !standard area! \hich will not be a frag®
ment. The expression ‘cultivation? has not been defined in
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the Bombay Prﬂontlon\ of Fragunentation and Consolidation
of Holdings Act, 1947,.and therefore 1t w111 have to be
anderstood in its phin natural meaning. In its plan;
stymological sense ‘cultivationt would wesn tilling land
and therefore the query arises whether the land that can
not be tilled for certain specifie reasons for which the
grantee is not responsidble and the existence of such
reasons snd the probable area thereof was known to the -
sLDT cm‘Loun be ineluded in the area ﬁlottcd to s
»zrntn. The tgtandard area' vhich &s not a fraguent was
decided at 3 ascres of dry‘mp land for the whole of
Yavatamal dhtr:_.et. snd 1f 'minimus area necessary for pro~
fitadle cultivation! &s to have any meaning them the plot
of land vhich $s not a fragment vill have to bc 3 acres

of net cultivabdle srea and not Just 3 acres of area. Under
the eircumstances it would be seen that quite a fev of the
i:mtcu upto 3 scres and eome upto & and § acres of land
might in effest had been granted a Iragment?y

-This 1s in a0 far as the dothﬁltion of the fragment*
under the Bombay FPrevention of Fragmentation andCongolida~
tion of Holdings Aet, 1947 stipulates shen the expression
'minimus srea necessary for profitadle cultivation! 1s
understood in its plain meantng. Miile teultivationt has

_not been defined in the aforesaid Act, the celling on
Holdings Act, 1961 in section 2(8) has defined *to culti~
vate! as below,

*T5 ecultivate™ with its gramatical variations and
cognate ixprolsion-, means. to u}l or hugband land for the
purpose of raising or improving sgricultural produce, whe-
ther by msnual labour or vith the use of cattle or by
machinery, or to earry on any sgricultural operation
thereon,
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. The expression 'to earry on any segrisultural opera~ -
tion thereon' gives a dlanket cover to any aetivity related’
to sgriculture and insluded under seaction 2(1) sud=clauses
(a) to (g) of the Cefling on Holdings Aet, 1961, This has
no reference to the fragment and thance seetion 2(13) of
the Ast clearly stated that fragwent will have the same
mesning as given in the Bombsay Prevention of Fragmentation
and Consolidation of Holdings Aet, 1947, Since the minimus
srea for profitsble cultivatioh therein has bdesn |upu1atoi _
at ) acres of 4ry land and without defining Yeultivation?
the blanket cover under ssetion 2({8) of Ceiling on Holdings
Aet, 1961, eannot be construed to mesn sny plot of 3 scres
or more of land, on viich any activity included under
.sgriculture by section 2(1), would not be a bﬁgnnt. The
necessary condition for a plot or a piece of land rot to
be a *fregmentt 1s not Just 3 acres of lsnd dut 3 acres
of cultivable lnhd.

Reading section 2(8) of the Ceiling onm Eoldings Act,

1961 along vith sections 2(%) snd 2(10) of the Bombay Pre=
vention of Frageentation and Comsolidstion of Holdings Aet,
1947 and then eonsidering the grantees getting upte 3 scres
- of land, under the Revised Mt.lof vhich snything between
2~0Y ncui to 2=30 scres are cultivedle that is less than
the minimum necessary (3 acres in Yavatamal distriet) ares
‘for profitable eultivstion would suggest that 1t fs en
effort to reconcile the irreconcilable,

» The sbove is a 1little aside from the aspects of land
developments The extent of erea brought under eultintioq
has been 1ooked into esrlier, The eash expenditure ineurr~
ed on land development has been given in the Tables kel and
L2 but this really should not be consldered with the area

~~-

bronght under cultivation since msjority of the grantees
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d1d not g0 in for any cash expenditure and eould bring the
lend under eultivation by their own labour end with the
help of other cultivators. Tables ko3 and 1 xtvi the
number of grantees incurring cash expenditure on various
items of land development ete. under the Revised Act snd
the Principal Act respectively, The nuh {teus were plough=
ing and clearing the lands of stones ete, and this together
ageounted for more than 65-70 per cent of total expenditure
on land development. Ploughing was s necessary uih:o
for ’uoviu the erops pnd in wost ssses 1t should not
really bde incloded under land development but ghould form
the part of the current cost of cultivation. If this ex~
penditure on ploughing 1s excluded then the expenditure on
1lsnd developuent eomes down very cnntantpﬁ;. Another /
item claiming substantial funds was other expenditure and
largely incladed cutting of trees and removal of large
stumps ind roots of trees. Even hare cutting of trees ste.
turns out to be a souree of funds for land development or
as income in terms of being used aas firewood in the zéunte.
household, so that part of expenditure on development eould
be met out of the granted land itself and even before the
erops being raised and produce harvested. o
Tables 4.5 and 4.6 give the developmental expenditure

by sources of finsnce for grantees under the noﬂhd Aet
and tl‘u Prinecipal Aet recpectively, As ¥111 be seen from
the tadbles sale of trees features as an important souree
eof funds for lsnd development, The major sources wers
owned funds and crop loans and in that order. Owned funds
_are little difficult to explain and have been commented
upon in Chapter .III under 'Agricultural Implements® and
tLivestock? -and there 3s nothing that cen be added to it.
The enly possidble source of owned funds secns to be out of
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Teble 4.] : Cash expenditure on land development {Lkevised Act) -
T T T T 7 s1zeof | No. of  Total  Brought . Uncultl- " T 77 Expemditare on development () T T T """
TARSIL L CEre et Emmtess tted  eulvive- tees.  Stemss  Plemghing mamiie mell o TTTTTRomiTT
acres :tin“ ucres :::;ring :;gtenish- expenditure expenditure
e e e e e e mecece e ... ———a e e eme e es ... e e e~ W e emecesacencee—.--
1 Yavatamal Upto 3=00 20 60-00 54=00 6=00 400-00 24,60-00 - 330-00 302-00 3492-00
3-01 to 4=00 39 131-23 10831  22-32 - 5210-00 200-00  280-00 - 569000
4=01 to 5=00 2 8-05 8-03 0-02 - 300-00 - - 50-00 350-00
5-01 to 720 1 50 3-20 1-24 . 75-00 - - - - 75-00
Total 62 204-32 17414 30-18  475-00  7970-00 200-00  610-00 35200 9607-00
2 Darwha  Upto 3-00 17 51-00  37-20  13-20  550-00  2560-00 5000 - 73500 389500
301 to 4=00 74 260-33 17633 84=00  2275-00  11770-00 24,0-00 - 4, 780-00 1906500
4=01 to 500 17 7408 5131 22-17  1350-00 2695-00 - - 900-00 4945-00
5«01 to 7«20 3 5«11 5=1% - - 750-00 - - - 750=00
Total 11 391-12 27115 119-37  4175-00  17775-00 29000 = - 641500 28655-00
3 Pused Upto 3-00 18° 5400 4100 1300 1323200 206500 50-00  400-00 104500 L883-00
3-01 to 4=00 1 39-32 28-00 11-32 410-00 66500 65-00 - 260~00 140000
4=01 to 5-00 6 2709 19=00 8«09 349-00 697-00 - - 84,00 1130-00
5«01 to 7-20 1 5=14 5«00 O=-14 - 45-00 - ;- - 4500
Total 36 126-15 93-00  33-15  2082-00 347200 115-00  400-00 1389-00 745800
4 wend Upto 300 8 24-00  21-20 . 2-20 415200  100-00  245-00  100-00 57000 1430-00
3-01 to 4=00 15 50-35 b6=33 k=02  260-00 490-00 460~00 - 520-00 1730~00
=01 to 5-00 1 11 3-10 101 200-00 - - - - 200-00
5-01 to 7-20 1 530 3-00 2-30 - 125-00 - 120~00 - 24,500
_ ~ Totsl 25 84-36  Th~23 10-13  875-00  715-00 705-00 22000 1090-00 3605-00
5 Kelapur Upto 3=00 11 33-00 3108 1=32 150-00 545-00 40-00 - 345=-00 1080-00
3-01 to 4=00 50 15922  147~11 1211 55-00  2657-00 285-00  $20-00 210-00 3327-00
4=01 to 5-00 2 21-00 900 12-00 - 60-00 - . - 60-00
5-01 to 720 1 5-23 513 0=-10 - 100-00 - - - 100-00
Total 64 219-05  192-32 26-13 20500 3362-00 325«00 12000 555-00 1456700
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Table 4.4 : Cash expenditure on land development (Principal Act) -
Sigze of No. of Total Brought Unculti- Bxpenditure on development (Bs.)
Tahasil Greé grented grentees éarea under vated ———————— - - ——— o - -
acres grénted cultiva- area Stones Ploughing Bunding Soll Other Total
acres tion acres otc. replenish- expenditure expenditure
acres ¢learing ment
1 Yavatamsl Upto 3-00 1 3-00 2-00 1=00 - 80-00 - - - 80-00
3«01 to =00 2 6=15 3-27 2-28 - 60-00 - - - 60-00
W‘ +o 5-00 - - - - - - - - - -
5«01 to 7-20 b 24-30 23-08 1-22 150-00 350-00 - - - 500-00
7-21 to 10=00 6 LT=24 46-20 104, - 1150-00 - - 100-00 1250-00
;?:g: to ;5-00 14 17108 126=04 45«3l 300-C0 132000 - 1000-00 1550-00 L170=00
to w - - - - - - - - - -
Total 27 25237  201=19 5118  450-00 296000 -  1000-00 1650-00 6060-00
2 Derwha Upto 3-00 - - - - - - - - - -
3-01 to k-oo - - - - - - - - - -
5=01 to 7=20 L 26~04, 200 24,04 - 730~00 - - 250-00 980-00
7-21 to 10-00 23 203-35  140-02 63-33  5350=00 415000 100-00 - 1700-00 1130000
10-01 60 15-00 5 56=13 25-00 31-13  1950-00 950-00 - - 1130-00 4030-00
to 0.00 - - - - - - - - - -
Total 32 286-12 167-02 119=10 730000 5830-00 100-00 - 3080-00 16310-00
3=01 to 4&~00 14 55-09 bh=36 10-13 560-00 1975-00 - - 210-00 2745-00
4=01 to 5-00 80 393-18 34314 50=04 3180-00 6755-00 50-00 - 2020-00 12005-00
;. 5«01 to 7=-20 50 282-15 230-02 52«13 2700-00 5145-00 - 300-00 1177=00 93 42-00
7=-21 to 10-00 16 152-00 112-00 40~00 2725«00 1730-00 350-00 - 2365-00 7170-00
1 0:81 to ;g:gg 2 2i=14 20-14 4=00 - 800-00 - - 100-00 900-00
1 5 1 to - - - - - - - L - - -
b wani Upto 3-00 1 3-00 2-00 1=00 - - - - 70-00 70-00
3-01  As) m - - » - - - - - - -
S—G% +0 7‘20 - - - - - - - - - : -
7-21 to 10=-00 6 55=34 hiy=32 11=02 150-00 - 1190-00 - 1150=00 2490-00
10=01 to 15-00 9 117-01 91-38 25«03 500-00 500~00 3975-00 1000-00 1300-00 7275-00
15«01 to 20-00 1 18-00 15-00 3=00 - - 10000 - - 100-00
Toval 17 193=35 153=30 40=-05 650-00 500=00 5265-00 1000-00 2520-00 9935-00
5 K‘l&pur Upto Bm - - - - - - - - - -
M‘ to 5-00 - - - - - - - - - -
5«01 to 7-20 3 22-20 21-20 1=-00 230-00 320-00 260-00 200=00 - 1010-00
7=21 to 10=00 16 150=12 139-26 10-26 1325=-00 660-00 184,0-00 - 180500 563000
10-01 to 15-00 4 51=16 46=13 5«03 150-~00 350-00 600-00 400-00 580-00 2080-00
15«01 to 20-00 1 15=14 14=14 1=00 5000 - 50=00 - 100~00 200-00
Total 25 239=-22 22133 17-29 1755=00 1330-00 2750-00 600-00 21,85-00 8920-00
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Table 4.6 :

Sources of finance for cash expenditure on land development (Principal Act)

W A NR B R W Nh am AR A T AR R G s A P AR ws e W SR e SR R AR a W TR W G W R R e e W = W -

Tahasil Size of Sources of finance for Land Development (%s.)
area granted - - - - - -
acres Owned funds Private Bank losan Seoclety Taccavi Sale of Sale of geats Produce Ornaments Total
borrewings crop loan trees and cattle sales
1 Yavatamal Upto 3-00 - - - 80-00 - - - - - 80-00
- 3-01 to 4-00 - - - 60-00 - - - - - 60-00
L-o1 te 5-00 - - - - - - - - - -
5-01 to 7-20 5G0-00 - - - - - - - - 500-00
7-21 to 10-00 1250-00 - - - - - - - - 1250-00
10-01 to 15-00 2370-00 - - - - 300-00 - 1500-00 - 4170-00
15~01 to 20-00 - - - - - - - - - -
Tetal 4120-00 - - 14,0-00 - 300-00C - 1506-00 - 6060-00
2 Darwha upm 3.00 - - - - - - - - - -
31-01 to -00 - - - - - - - - - -
5«01 to 7-20 - - - - - 980-00 - - - 980-00
7-21 to 10-00 5400-00 - - 3300-00 - 300-00 800-00 - 150000 11300-00
10-01 to 15-00 3430-00 - - - - 60000 - - 4030-00
15-01 to 2C-00 * - - - - - - - - - -
Total 8830-00 - - 330000 - 1280-00 14,00-00 - 1500-00 16310-00
3-01 to (=00 2215-00 - - 280-00 - 250-00 - - - 2745-00
L-01 to 5~00 4355-00 1700-00 - 4,000-00 - - - 1950-00 - 12005-00
5-01 to 7-20 514,2-00 - - 1500-00 - 2000-00 700-00 - - 9342-00
7-2% vo 10-00 34,2000 1850-00 - 200-00 200-00  1500-00 - - - 7170-00
10-01 te 15-00 600-00 - - 30000 - - - - - 900-00
15’01 w 20.00 - - - - - - - - - -
Total 15732-00 3550-00 - 6280-00 200-00  3750-00 700-00 1950-00 - 32162-00
L, Wani Upto 3«00 70-00 - - - - - - - - 70=-00
7-21 to 10-00 24L,50-00 - - - - - - - - 24L,90-00
10=-01 to 15-00 4825-00 500-00 1000-00 150-00 - 80000 - - - 7275=00
15-01 to 2000 100-00 - - - - - - - - 100-00
Total 7485-00 500-00 1000-00 150-00 - 800-00 - - - 9935-00
5 Kelapur Upto 3-00 - - - - - - - - - -
3.01 M l.,uoo - - - - - - - - - -
5-01 to 7-20 1010-00 - - - - - - - - 101000
7-21 to 10-00 330000 - - 630-00 - 1500-00 200-00 - - 5630~00
10-01 to 1500 680-00 - - - - 350-00 1050-00 - - 2080-00
15-01 to 20~-00 200-00 - - - - - - - - 20000
Totsal 5190-00 - - 830-00C - 1850-00 1250-0C - - 8920-00
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- sale Of roduce, wainly eotton, and wege earnings and this
would mean that the grantees vers undertaking espital ex~
penditure by forgoing eurrent eonsumption, Bowvever, nothe
ing in this respect can be ‘sald for went of ary éata on
consumption snd family expenditure, The posgibility of
weeting this developmental expenditure out of past sevings
either in the form of cash or precious metal ete. seems to
be very remots ia viewof the majority of the grnnhu being
landless personss Other sources of funds were quite »ua--
fmportant in teras of total expenditure involved snd
'Taccavi? had eontributed the least by way of funds for
land development,

As sald earlier the Government vwas avare of the need
for land development of the grantess and had u'eooruntly
provided tmdclundor 'Central Seetor Assistanece Schemet
for the purpose, The 5State Government, im Revenue and
Forest Department, Resolutionm Ho, ICH=3277/15774/L=7 dated
htn August 1977, had wade it elear that the procedure for
sanetioning losns under Central Seetor Scheme should be a3
1318 down in Tegal Manual for sanctioning etee. of tegal
loans snd the seme should be followed., Despite this
specifie procedure for digbursement of development Joan
the office of the Collector Yavatamal by its letter, No.
Ceiling/N5.2732/1977 dated 17th November 1977, to the
Secretary to Government of Msharashtra, Revenue snd Forest
Departuent, made a reference mskirg certain suggestions
for disbursement of such development loan and stopped
disbursement of loans for sgricultural purpose through
Revenue Agency., The relevent extract from the above
quoted letter 1s dvm below, ‘

tUnder Central Sector Scheme for grant of finsncial

assistance to assignees of surplus land for crops, the
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Central Co~operative Bank is the Primary finaneing sgenmcy
and the accounts of the allottees are being maintained

by the bank. To have oonplcti sceount of loans and pub=~
sidles granted to allottees, the financing agency needs to
be one and the ssme, For the purpose of recovery also it
£o¢s eaay for the recovery staff to spprosch the loanees
eoncerned and recover the swount in lump sum, The loanees
(allottess) do mot get any chance to put forth any excuse
sbout the repayment of loan, when recavery agency h' one
uid the samet, .

tIt 1s, therefors, requested that finsncing of loan
for development of land may be entrusted to the same
Distriet Central Co~operative Banks which are advancing
'crop sssistance and loan to the allottees of sﬁrplun land,
At pregent 'mo‘ practice of disbursement of loana for agri-
' euliuro purpose throuzh Revenue Agency has been stopped?,
The sbove quoted extract explains, though only

pertly, the poor shoving of taccavi losns as s source of
finance fqr land development., As to vhat mctrncfions were
given by the Govermment in the matter could not dbe known,
The poor shoving of taceavi loans in financing land
development was mainly on account of lack of knovledge eof
such a losn end subsequent 50 per cent subsidy ete. faci~
1ity by the grantees. There vers no efforts wade to inform
them of the facility available. ZThe lack of such efforts
@ uld be the result of want of asny eoncrete information
regarding the need snd the extent J-rn that needs develop=
went for bringing 41t under cultivation. The Government
bad advised that the Authorised Officer (in charge of dis
tribution of surplus lands) should immedistely after hande
ing over possession of -urplil land to allottees, prefare
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and submit & Teport to the Gallector through the Tahasilder,
on the folloving pointss

1) thether the lands distriduted dy him are ~sittut~
ed m the area eovered by sny -piehl programye}

41) If not whether any of the land distributed by
his needs development viz. levelling, bunding ete. snd if
o0 the approximate eost per hestare of the imprevement so
nesdeds

- 411) A statement shoving the names of each sllottee,
extent and particulars of land allotted to him,

Only the ingtruction wnder glauge (i1) above had
dfreet relevance to land developwent. Availability of such
dats would have given the size of the problem involved so
that adequate efforts could be put forth, However, no such
1nforsstion vas available at the Tehasil and the Distriet
headquarters nor vith any of the Surplus Land Distridution
Tridunsl in the distriet.

he2 Disposal of Surplus Land Granted
pnd Other Len e Y CGranteeg
or eir &I 0!

Previous Chepter 111 has given the distridution of
grentees by aversge per scre land revenue and the asize of
surplus area granted in the five tshasils both in respect
of the Revised Act snd the Principal Acte IS vas stated
therein that some of the grantees or their families held
some land previous to surplus distridution and taking into
eongideration this othar’hnd held by such granteess or
their fumilics total land in the possession of the grantees
wmder both the Acts also wag given therein, While all the
grantees wmder either of the Acts did mot eultivate the
land granted none of the grantees, who held land before
getting the nurpilnnl 1snd distributed leass out either the
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surplus land grantsd or any pareel of land out of the land
they already held, |

Tables 4.7 and 4,8 give the &ispossl of the surplus
lnd granted any other land held by the grantees both in
respect of the grentees under the Revised Act and the
Principal Acts Instead of giving a Qory dctulcd table
L 4 aversge land revenue per acre or size of the surplus
land granted it vas deemed £it to give a summary table
for each tahasil since the details given earlier would mot
be of any importance in this matters It vill be geen fron
Table 47 that out of the 629 grantees %51 grantees cul*
tivated the surplus land grented, the balance of 78
grantees under the Revised Act being distributed as 1%
leasing out land to others end 64 grantees leaving the
granted srea uncultivated or fallow, 5imilarly out of the
385 grantees under the Principal Aet (refer Tadle b.8)
only 320 eultivated 1‘nﬁ on their own and the balance of
65 grantees vas distriduted ss 35 leashg out land snd 30
keeping the lands fallov. The extent of area leased out
and left fallow under the Principal Aet vas quite substan~
tisl as compared to the suze sreas under the Revised Aet
end the reasons are obvious, ‘such difference arising wsinl
srbeing out of the aversge area distriduted to & grantee
tnder the respective Aets, the actual average area grant~
ed per grantes beihg 7-17 acres under the Principul Act
snd 3=15 acres under the Revised Acts The aversge area
leased out by a grentee snd the one left fallov works out
to be nesr about the same, o

Of the 19 families cultiveting :nrplﬁa land granted
(6u=13 acres) uhder the Revised Aet along with the other
_ lend held by them or their ferilfes 6 grentees had leased
in 3207 scres the grantees leasing in .lueh 1and deing
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Table 4.7 : Disposal of surplus lend grented end other land held by greéntee families (Revised Act)

T T The.of Surplus Gramted lend  Grented lend Oremted land Cuisiveging Cultiveting gromted end Total cultl.grented
Tuhasil grane land  leased out all felloy  cultivated %’““”‘ 1 other lend and other land
tm gr ant ed o = o > O P W G A O . Sy W WS m-gg ad Ll - " - b
acres gren- 8are& gren- 8re2 grén- 8are& gran- 8&res8 gran- grén- owned lessed Totel gran- ared
taes tees tees tees tees ted ared in area culti- tees
aret vated
Yavatamal 134 L49-i6 1 3-00 b 1439 129 43117 125 WK19-14 L 12-03 1100 16«00 39-03 129 L58-17
parwhe 144 biy7-05 1 3=05 24 87«14 99 356=26 98 353-20 1 3-06 - 7-00 10-06 99 363-26
Pused 8i 276-37 1 0«23 3 7-02 77 269«12 77 269-12 - - - - - 7 269=~-12
wanl 103 336-27 3 9-04 10 32«19 G0 295-04 856 281-09 b 13=35 11-20 3-04 28-19 90 309-28
Kelepur 187 627=35 8 25«19 23 73-25 156 528=31 140 493-22 10 35=09 . 89-10 6-23 13102 156 6214,-24
Total 629 ) 213€=00 14 Li-11 Za 215~19— 551 i861=10 532 1816«37 19 6&213 111=30 32«27 208-30 551 2025:27
Table 4.8 : Disposal of aurplus land greated and ovher land held by grentoe femilies (Principal Act) o
" No. of Surplus Grented lemd Grented land Grantea land Cultivating Cultiveting granted and Totel eulti.granted
Tshasil gran- land leased out all fallow cultivated grented land other land

and other land

t”g gmt“ - A S AP ot . D DY I S T Wy Qaly - - - -
acres gren- G&rea grén- 8rea grén~ 8reé ee-ecee--w-e gren- grean- owned leased Tot&l gren~ arsa

AR W Y- - -

tees toes tees gren- @&rea tees ted areé in sreé cultl- tees
e L e L ..
Yavatamel 71 618-31 9  78-29 6 5924 56 48018 43 349-08 12  131-10 102-07 41-10 27427 56 623-35
Derwha 43 386-03 2 18-39 15 133=28 26 233«16 26 233-16 = - - - - 26 2313-16
pussd 194  1068-26 17 100-24 2  12-06 175 955-3h 16k 911-10 11 4426 48-00 -  92-26 195  1003-36
weni 35  360-13 5  S4m1l4 2 14-02 28 291=37 21 244h=26 7  L47=11 61-27 639 115-37 28 360-23
Kelapur b2 43308 2 21-23 5 4810 35 363-15 34 354k-05 1 9-10 - 1213 21-23 35 375-28

Ay A A AP A U -0 - - - -

Total 385 236701 35 274-09 30  267-30 320 2325-02 288 2092-25 32 23217 211-3L 60a22 504=33 320 2597-18 )

”‘-‘---‘--Q-*’--‘-Q--"---‘*‘.*“‘--“‘*-”“"---Q‘-----‘--Q"“--"‘---»"
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21,1 and 2 in Yavatamal, Darvha, Wani and Felapur tahasils
resgpectively. None of these 6 grantees owned sny land,
Owned land cultivated by the remaining 1) grantees vas 111+30
acres thojruntcu‘ being Gistributed as 2,3 and § in
Yavatamal, Vani and nlﬁ.pur tahasils rnputinli.

‘ Siuilarly 7 grantees under the Principal Act culti-
vated 60=22 acres of leased in land the grantees bciiz aie~
tributed as 5,i and 1 in Yavatamal, Wani and Kelapur tahasils
respectively., None of these 7 grantees o\n:f sny land pre~
viously snd this leaves £,11 and 1 grantees in.Yavatamel,

- Pusad and ¥Wani tshasils respectively oming 211-34 acres
of land cultivated by thems The nimbar of grantees owning
or cultiveting land other than the surplus land granted

1s 32 in this Table L&y as a_zain.st 30 grantees given in
Statement 2,2 in Chepter II *DistriBution of Surplus Land's
The difference is on seaount of two grantees, cne in
Yavatamal tahaiil and the ather in Pund‘tahnn, vho vere
landless at the time the surplus land was distributed to

~ them snd had subsequently purchased land on th?a” own,

Since their purchase of land was after the allotment of
the Qurplua to them they vere not imncluded in Statement 2,2
of Chapter 1I as the guestion of these grantees oligibility
or othervise to receive the antubnt-d surplus on account
of their holding land es per the provisions of geetion 27
of the Prineipal Aet vas nonvexistent them snd these grants
of lund were to landless persons.

El1gibility of grantees owvning or holding land by
themgelves or by their faxzilies has been looked inte ia
relation to section 27 of the Ravised Act and the Primcipsl
Aet for the respective cranteu eoning under either of
these snd need not be looked into agsin exeept for thelr
total land utilization subesquently,
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443 Leasing out Surplug Land Orante

" Any leasing out of the surplus lsnd granted to &
grantee under peetion 27 of the Act vas p'rohihit‘od withe
out the previous sanetion ef the Collector under section
29(1) sub~clause (a) of both the Revised snd the Primeipal
Actss The only exception to such leasing out of land
vas provided in the Revised Act by Msharashtra 21 of
1975, 6.23(b)} the exception made being in favour of
serving memders of the armed forces ete. the relevant
proviso being as given delow, . .

VProvided that, no such sanction shall be nccunr.y
shere land {s to be leased dy a serving member of the
inod_ forces or vhere the land is to be mortzaged as
provided in subesection (k) of section 36 of the Code
for raising a 1oan for effeeting any fmprovement of such
landte

Tables 4.9 and 410 give the distridution of xuntoé-
by reasons for leasing out the land granted under the
Revised Act and the ?rlnclppl Aet respectively, The only
reason for leasing out such granted land that. eould meet
the proviso, if at all, would be those under 'Resident
outstationts Hovever sny of these grantees were not serve
ing members of the armed forees and mere residence eutside
the villsge where the land was allotted vas ua!nni the
explicit provisions of the seetion 29 of the Acts Members -
of the grantees families were resident in the v}lluo or
1n s near’hyvillege within 8 klnu. of the land and the
grantees vere sither sularied employees in some other place
or working as vage labour in a nesrdy town, 7The only
resson for receiving the surplus land granted was related
to the future times when t}n grantes would return to the
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Disabled No Resources Resldent Own business Total
Tahasil and Uneconomis outstation no labour
{ No. Area No. Area No. Area No. Area No. Area
1 Yevatamal - - 1 3-00 - - - - 1 3-00
2 Daruha - - 1 3-05 - - - - 1 3-05
3 Pusad - - - - 1 ] 0«23 - ’-‘-‘ 1 0=23
b Wani - - 1 304 2 6=00 - - 3 9=04
5 Kelapur 1 3-01 5 15-23 b 3=20 1 3-15 8 25-19
Total 1 3-01 8 2l~32 by 10-03 i 3-15 14 41-11
Table 4,10 ¢ .. .. - Reasons for leasing out surplus land granted (Principal Act)
T T T T T T T T Disebled | o Resources  Resident  Own tusiness  Total
Tahasil and Uneconomie outstation no labour
XNo. Area No. Area Yo, Area No. Area No. Area
1 TYavatamal 1 8-00 3 29=13 3 22-10 2 19-06 9 78=29
2 Darwha - - 2 18-39 - - - - 2 18-39
3 Pusad 2 7=30 5 25=20 6 L6=14 'S 21-00 17 100=24
& Wani - - 1 11-10 b &3-04 - - 5 54~1k
5 FKelapur - - i 9-10 1 12-13 - - 2 21-23
Total 3 15-30 12 Y12 14 124-01 6 40-06 35 274-09
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villege and got‘ some income by cultivating the lsnd himself,

. In the meanwhile the family while mot eultivating the land
by itself could atill get some income by way of share rent
or cash rent,

Next resson for leasing out of land granted vas 'no
resources and uneconomie’s Only in five cases, 2 under the
Revised Act and 3 under the Prineipal Act, lack of eny
fexily labour to undertske cultivation of granted land vas
true. In the remaining cases under both the zet of jranteu
the land vas under self cultivation in the first year 1976~77
in respect of the Revised Act and one or tvo relevant years
sfter the grant of land in respect of the Principal Act and
the grantees havirg lut‘fond losses had finslly decided to
leass out lsnd and seeure whatever income dy way of share
or eash rent rather than guffer losses.

Other ressons for leasing out land were not of much
importance cinci in none of these cesos the respondent
grantees ever intended to cultivate land being engaged in
other setivities though resident in the village. While the .
reazons gtated were true in relation to the grantee the
other members of the families, if they so vished, could
have ecultivated the land.

_ A1 the cases of leaging out of surplus land granted
vero. off the record and no tenancy could de ‘sstablished for
want of sny recorded proof end thus such leasing out vas
holly in contrevention of ssction 29 of the Act. Further,
some of these grantees had put this grant of land to mise o
uge bi 11fting the erop loang and ueﬁrinz subslidies pro~
vided for to the grantees tnder the Revised Act, This
again vap egulnst the very purpose of the gcrop losn snd
the current cost subsidies end the mstter vill be looked

in%o {n dus ecourse gudbsequently. )
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d% Surplus Granted Rewaining Fallow

As pointed out esrlier in seetion 42 surplus granted
wag not cultivated by the grantees on two countsj firstly
on aecount of such ;m'plu having been leased out by the
grantees, and -ceondly, the grantees for some reason or
other not having cultivated the land letting 1f reuains
fallow, The extent of such surplus land remaining fallow
vas arowund 10 per éont of total land granted wnder the
Revised Act snd 9 per gent under the Principal Act, The
area thus remaining fallov was quite important especially
vhen it was wore or leas a necessary condition that the
grantes takes to self cultivation sfter the grant of
surplus land. Tables ka1l snd 412 give the distridution
of nﬁntus leaving the granted lands fallow, by reasons
thereof§ for graantees under the ncvuod\ut and the
" Principal Act respestively, Except for two cases of late
alloiment, under the Revised Aet, all the cases need to
be looked into though only very breoadly. In these two
cases 'tho lands vere givea in thor irantcu' possession by
late June and early July 1977 and the kharif season having
slready begun thers ware no possibdility of tilling the
land g0 as to bring 1% under cultivation during the
eurrent year i,e, 1977°78. The. reasons for the granted
land revaining fallow vere quite legitimate for the given
Year and as to whether these lands will be or had been
caltiveted 1n the next yesr i,e, 1578-79 is doubtful. Both
these sllottees vere resident in Yavatamal city and were
inugcd in sslaried services and 1t seems quite unlikely
they will, in the nesr future, go back to the villages
vhere the lend ha been granted, Some wembers of their
families are resident in the villages proper or in a nesrby
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$ & £ land od
Iable &) .ﬁsgm orinrpln- grant mamns

S W AW S W W O W WD WSS EEW ISR D R E WS W

Tahasil
mahp Darwha Pusad Eani Eelapur Total

LB BRI R 2R AR K B BC IR IR AL BN BN BN K BE B BN NN B BB A IR B A BE )

No Resources
Roe 3 2 2 & la
ATea 1139 707 =18 O6-19 1309 A2-12
Uncultivadle
1Y - & - 3 6 i3
irea - 1314 - 920 20«05 A2-39
Uneconomie :
FKo. - 2 1 ’ 2 ‘
Area - 621  Oe2h $e20 6-11 2236
l‘r:u & Forest " a 1 5
Q - - -
Area e 1335 - 320 - 378
¥ild cattls
. maisance
Bo. - 8 - - - 8
Area - 29«10 - - - 2910
ed
g dmme Ly Ly
Ares - W00 3-00 - 3<05 10-05
h:o Alletment 2 1 2
Q - - -
Area . 30 15 - - - 215
Ro:::lm outstation N 2 - N 10 3
Area - 8-32 - 3«20 X35 307
Total b
o 'S 25 10 23 A
e W39 Han oz 3319 73ezs 2EeEp
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§ Re 3 land ted
Iable 4,12 .ﬁagnuhn ‘o'r :urplvu gran remaining

W W S G W AR W S S GRS W S W W AW W W W WY B W

Tehasil
mau- Darvha Fused Wenl  Kelapur Total

No Resources

Ho. 2 3 i i i 8

2538 2706 9-00 6-00 1101 79-05

Uncultivatle

Noe 1 2 - - - 3

Area 526 18«16 - - - 21,02
Unecononmie¢ -

Ko. 1 2 - - b I

Area 6=2l 172k - - 9e26 3334
Trees & Forest

Roe b 7 - - - 8

Area - 1106 5922 - - - 70-28
uild cattle muisance

Ko - b § - - - 1l

Area - 3100 - - - A1-00
Allotnent disputed .

Noe - - 1 - 2 3

Ares - - 3-06 - 15«18 182}
Late allotmant

‘lO. - - - - - -

Area - - - - - -
Resident cutsvation

Hoe i - - i b § 3 -~

A:u 10-10 - - 8-02 12-08 30-17
Total , ,

Bo. 6 15 2 2 5 30 ~

Area 59e2h 133-28 12-06 1Ak-02 4310 267-30

&
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village vithin the stipulated limits of 8 kms. by section

27(%) sub~clause (iv) of the Revised Act. The grantee at the

time of surplus allotment vas resident in the Yavatamal
and as per provisions of the Aot he could not be gllotted
the lanéd granted him despite his fauily Veing resident
vithin the area limits stipulated by the Acts In fact the
 1ssue of granting land to landless or other person needs

© to be looked into in relation to such grantees being -
residents or non-residents in the place of land nnctmnf.
Out of the gemple initially drawn some 20 cases of grantees
could not be contaeted on accomnt of their stay outside the
village of land allotwent, BNormally it would be expected
that these addresses would be available from the resords
but on the basis of merely the nsme of the grantee and

his present piuc of residence, such as say Yavatamal,

it vas impossidle to find them out, Actually soue 1) cases
out of the 20 mentioned sbove vere residant in Yevatemwal
eity and with all the efforts undertakea by the fieldmen
only two grantees eould de econtacted as adove. Even this
beasme possible only because the family members resident
ia the village of land allotment could give the address or
Place of work of the grantees concerned, there no such
information vas svailable the only way wes to leave these
grantees out of the sample, The thirteen grantees (non-
resident) referred to above were the ones for vhom schedules
vers mt‘m:nlud &nd not any of the thi;t:cn reported as
non-residents In the Tadles k.1l &nd 4412, In these
reporting cases members of the families were resident in
the village but vere unible to ¢1vq any correet informa~
tion sbout the grantees stay oulstation,.

‘ Allotment uiputed need not be looked inte as all
these cases Vere bdefore the proper authorities and nothing

)€
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more can be said adout these, Land remaining fallow on
sccount of forest and trees had been eomcnt“‘ upon earlier
in section 4.1 of this chapter and as stated therein the
necessary permission to fell trees could not de secured,

' Kine grantees, 8§ under the Revised Act and 1 under
the Prineipal Act, ioport.d wild cattle dutroyin. the erédp
a8 the reason for granted land remaining fallow, In all
these eazes the lands were far off from the village and on
the periphery of the forest snd the ¢untu_- reported tov
have cultivated ‘tho land in the first yesr only to find
vild cattle gcctroym the erop, Besides the lands were
at the foot of the hM1ls and shallov o that much eould not
be expected of these s0ils, The grantees were tnsbdle to
continue cultivation for obvious losses that would have to
be incurred noi- wuld any cul_untor take these lands on
leage as vas reported by all the irnpondenh- rno‘ eondi=
tions of grantees reporting meeonouie cultivation as the
reason for land remsining fallow wag not sny different,
Three of them vent back to work as permanent farm servants
after giving up eultivation, 7The srea npoétu as -
cultivable vas generslly in the hilly terrain and imdulate
_4ng and with poor soilss The land development necessary
was not undertaken or sny effort made to bring the land
under eultivations Non-availsbility of resources vas in
most cases for suway from the facts. Some of these had
11¢ted the erop 1oans though never cultivating the lsnd
and had become defaulters. In respect of grantees report~
ing ns resources as main reason for nonecultivation the
loanee grantees not only secured the crop loan but managed
to get the current cost sudsidy ‘on the basis of the loan.
As said tn tfu previous section 4,3 the payment of -uch‘
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subsidy ves very much against the purpose and will dbe look=
ed into in due course nbuquont]_.y. .

4.5 Land Use end Cropping Pattern

Land development and area brought under cultivation
has been looked into section 4.1 of this chspter. The area
considered therein ﬁcrtdmd to all the grantees irres~
pective of euiuv.utingl such granted land by themselves
or leasing 1t out ete, Our interest being in the surplus
xrnntod being cultivated dy the grantees, all the grantees:
vere separated into those leasing out granted land, leaving
1% fallov, cultivating only granted land and cultivating
granted 1lsnd snd other owned land ete. The details in
this respeet have been given in Tables 47 snd b8, of this
chapter, for grantees under the Revised Act and the
Principal Act rcipeetiyoly. Out of the four groupings of
grantees noted esrlier two namely those lessing out
. granted land end others leaving the hﬁd fallov have been
discussed previously, The remaining two groups of grantees
alone aultivsted granted lands on their own sccount end
their land use and eropping pattera slone will be looked
1ato. |

(a) Grantees Cultivating only
ur us rante

Total grantees vho cultivated granted land on their
own acoount vere ¥32 and 288 wnder the Revised Act end the
Principal Act, The area they possessed, brought under
cultivation ete. in the sgricultursl yesr 1977-78 1s
given belov for all the five tahasils of the éistrict and
for grentees vnder the Revised Aot snd the Prineipal Act

seperately.
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Revised Act

--..‘..‘---....-..."......‘--.

Tahasil No.of  Total Culti~ Fallow
ran* ares vated area
ees acres ares acres

1. Yavatamal 125 b19=1k 35706 62-08

2. Darvhy 98 3%53=20 263-38 g9=22

3. Pusad 7? 269=12 212-2) 56=29

4, Wani 86 281-09 256=32 . 24~17

5. Xelapur LY h93-22 L59=-23 33-39

Total 532 1816=37 1550=-02 266=35%

Prineipsl Act
Tahasi) . Noeof Total Culti~ Punov.
gran* area vated area
tees acres sTea acres

1. Yavatamal 3 345~08 305-12 V336

2, Darvha B 26 233-16 172-02 61-1%

3. Pusad 164 911~10 762%23 0827

he Wani 21 24426 195=29 . hg=37

Se Kelapur 3% 35%~0% 31605  38-00

Total 288 2092=2% - 1751=31 340-34

W W W P W W W W NG S S S e e eSS
. . ’

The extent of ares brought under cultivation and
setually eropped vas Rear about the same for the total
unpic, both for the Revised Act and the Prineipal Act,
the sectual proportions deing £5 per eent and 83 per cent
of the total ares in possession of the grantees under the
Revised Act and the Principal Act rupoctﬁo)q. There vere
variations between tahasils ranging from ss lov as 74 per
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eent and 92 per cent of allotted area being cropped in
Parvha snd Kelapur tahasils respectively under the Revised-
Acte Under the Prinefpal Aet variation was near about of
the same order ranging from 73 per ecent in Darvha tahastl
to B9 per cent in Kslapur tahasil, No specifie reasons -
for such variations ean de stated upoehl.ly “hen 1t vas
seen earlier in Chapter I that quite a large proportion of
surplus surrendered in sll the tahasils were from éo-pnra-
tively poorer soils as depicted‘by average land revenue
per acre thyough the per scre land revenue sannot be con=
sidered as an index of fertility over a longer tiwe, How
ever, in this respect snother aspect of surrendered lsnds
and brought out in Chapter I needs to be taken note of L.e.
the large proportion of surrendered area not only ves froa
comparstively poorer solls but within that a substantially
hrgo.proportlon of such surrendered srea vas uncultivated
for a suffieiently long time snd wider the eircumstances the
-area brought under cultivstion is not a mean achievement
of the znntou- This addition to the cropped area in
cfrect neang mc addition to the produstion.

_ Tables ke13 to 417 and k.18 to 4,22 give the cropp-
ing pattern of grantees under the Revised Act and the
Prineipal Act respectively, MNorsally the eropping ean
be said to be broadly the appraisal of the cultivators
resources and eonsidering the grantees njoritf ot'vbo-‘ vere
landless persons snd sgrieultural labourers the resource:
lsase as such just did not exist. While erop loan facie
1ity vas made available by registering them as wenders of
the villsge cooperatives, their major resource vas their
own lsbours, Under the cireumstances the eropping cen be
expected to be as 15 observadle before these lands vere
distributed and dbrought under sultivation, Another matter
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Table 4.13 : Cropping pattern of grantees cultivating only surplus land granted in Yavatamal Tahasil (Revised Act)

‘0----‘--’-‘--"---0---Q--------n—-----ﬁﬁ--noﬂ‘--'------'-n---noﬁ--‘&----—

Land Revenue Upto 3-00 acres 3-01 to 4-00 acres

per acre in  e-- - - - - - -

Rs. No.of Culti- Fallow Cotton Jowar Hy. 011 Other LULouble No.of Culti- Fallow Cotton Jowar Hy. 04l Other Double
gran- vated Jowar seerds crops cropped gran- vated Jowar seeds crops cropped
tess area tees area

--n---n--"-un-------‘-‘----‘u‘-‘-'-n“-ﬂh-‘-n‘----‘-----—-o------uooqnuu-‘

Upto 0.20 3 L,=20 L=20 - 3-00 120 = - - 8 19-01  7=02 1=00 6=30 8B=28 0-20 2-03 =
0.21 - 0.30 12 34-00 2-00 220 24~20 T7-00 =~ - - 6 =37 5=36 1-00 7-00 6-37 - - -
0.31 = 0.40 L 10-35 1-05 6-00 2-35 2-00 - - - 3 9-16 1-04 2-00 336 1-00 2-00 0-20 -
0.41 = 0.50 7 18-20 220 1-30 9-30 6-00 1-00 - - 7 18-10 423 520 3-20 7-10 1-20 0-20 -
0.51 « 0.60 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
0.61 = 0.70 & 10-20 120  $-20 4-20 320 - - - 8 19-06 6-11 = 10=33 8-j3 = - -
0.71 = 0.80 - - - - - - - - - 6 18-19 3-09 9=30 100 7-00 - 2-20 1-31
0.81 = 0.50 7 2100 - 15-00 2-20 1-20 - 2-00 - 9 24-22 4= 15-3L 1-00 7-28 - - -
0.91 « 1,00 6 16-30 1-10 3-00 0-30 13-00 - - - 12 43-05 0-10 20=34 3-20 15-13 2-03 1-15 -
1.01 = 1.25 6 16-20 1-20 11-20 2220 2-20 - - - 6 20-29 2=20 15-00 1-00 4-10 - 0-% -
1.26 = 1.50 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

—----“---ﬁ-----'--‘---‘--‘--“‘*‘--“---.

Total LY 132-25 W=-15 [3-10 50=-15 37-00 1=00 2«00 - 65 187-25 35-09 | 7C-38 38-19 66-§9 6-03 7-17 131

M-’-’-----‘------------ﬁ-----_---‘Q----’ﬂ-‘--b------“--‘---‘.”

Land Revenue 4L=01 to 5«00 acres . 5«01 to 7~20 acres

per acre in - - - - - - -y i

Rs. : No.of Culti- Fallow Cotton Jowar Hy. 0il Other Double No.of Culti- Fallow &a:ton Jowar Hy. 011 Ctner Dcuble
gran- vated Jowar seeds crops cropped gran- vaced _ Jowar sceds crops cropped
tees area tecs area

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - £ 2 - e J - hamd - - - - -~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - a W W A A Y an + - E 2 - - - Ed E ] - - - - - - - - - - - - -~ -

Upto 0020 - - Lad - - - - - - 1 3-20 1o21. . 3—20 - - - - -

0021 - O 3 30 2 6"20 2"00 - 6"20 - - - -~ - - - ' - - - - - -

0.41 = 0.50 1 4=07 0-20 2-00 2-07 - - - - - - - - - - - - -

0051 - 0060 1 2"00 3"00 - - 1-00 - 1000 - - - - - - - - - -

0'61 - 0070 3 11"0‘1 2"00 l‘-‘(l'o 5"03 2“"0‘ - - - - - - | - - - - - -

0.?‘ - 0.80 -~ - -~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

0.31 - 0*9& - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

1.26 - 1.50 2 5+20 3-20 500 - - - 0-20 Cem - - - - - - - - -

.--‘-----‘-ah--‘---—‘---4.----‘----..

Total 10 33-16 11=00 U4-02 13-30 4-04 - 1-20 o 1-00 3-20 1«24 = 3=-20 - - - - -

- o - e - - - - - - - - - - - - - - e " - b - - e W - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - e
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Table 4.14 : Cropping paitern of grantees cultivating only surplus land granted in Darwhs Tahasil (Revised Act)

--Q‘u-n-ﬂ“ﬂum-on‘-‘-nu--opuﬁooﬂwnn-u--u-nmﬂﬂo--nQ-a!—w-uu--n------n-n--ﬁﬂ-

Land Revenue Upto 3-00 acres 301 to 4-00 acres

Rs. No.of Culti- Fallow Oontton Jowar Hy. 0il Gther Double No.of Culti- Fallow CGCotton Jowar HY. il Cther Double
gran~ vated Jowar seeds crops cropped gran- vated Jowar seeds crops cropped
tecs area tees area

Upto 0.20 8  16=20 7-20  6-00 3-00 6-20 0-20 0-20 - 7 14,-20 10-02 600 = 2«00 5-00 1-20 =
0a21 - 0,30 1 3=00 - - 1-00 2-00 - - 15 3505 =25 17-35 &-10 8-00 -  1-00 =
0.31 = 0.40 - - - - - - - - - 12 2729 W=16 WU-19 9-00 1=30 - 2-20 -
0.1 - 0.50 6  17-20  ©0-20 17-20 - - - - - 5 12-10  5-32  3-00 3-00 3-00 3-10 - =
0.51 - 0.60 1-20 1-20 - 1-20 - - - - I 11-.38 3-19 5«39  4=39 - - 1-00 -

-

0.61 = G.70 - - - - - - - - - - - - _ _ - . . _
2-00  2-00 - - 2-00 - - -
15«30 2.15 2-00 1-30 10-00 2-00 =~ -
7-v7 311 - - 717 - - ~00
1419 - 1100 0-39 2-20 = - -
2223 6=11  13-11  2-20 6-32 - - -

.-‘ﬂﬂﬁ’----‘---'0‘.'—‘---"---—-’-"----"--’--“--'-‘-----Q------O“-‘-”'-

Total 17 41=20 9=20 23=20 520 11-20 0-20 0-20 - 64 163-31  62-11  73-2L, 30-18 43-1¢ 10-10 6-00 =00

0.71 = 0.80 - - - - - - - - -
0.81 = 0.90 - - - - - - - - -
G.91 = 1.00 - - - - - - - - -
1.00 = 1.25 1 3=00 - - - 3-00 = - -

o & W W .

M.---"-’----“-‘-’--’-"‘“-----’----’-"Q‘--bﬂ"—--‘”“--’W’H

L.and Revenue 4L=01 to 5«00 acres A 5=01 to 7=20 acres

T aere 1“ - - -~ o U O o A R S D s o S D S AN D T U W A - D U A S - A -
g:. No.of Culti- PFallow Cotton Jowar Hy. 0il Cther Double Ko.of Culti- Fallow Cotton Jowar Hy. 04l Other Double

gran- vated Jowar seceds crops cropped gran- vated Jowar seeds crops cropped
tees area tees area

.H-----‘-Q”ﬁﬁﬂ-'--.)”‘b-"_--“-“‘---‘-‘-,-‘-‘--’--‘----‘-Q---‘.H

Upto 0.20 8  24-07  10-03 10-20 5-37 2-00 1-10 4-20 = - - - - - - - - -
7.2 1=t 3-26 =  L=00 - - - - - - - - - - - -
2-09 - - - - 3 1211 3-30  4-00 5=00 300 =  0-11 -
4,-C0 O-04 L~00 - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

0¢21 - 0.30
3'31 - O.LO
0.1 = 050

-h = %]
=
&
A
1
g

0.51 - 0.60 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

0-61 - 0070 2 6-20 2"'20 1‘00 - 5‘20 - - - - - - - - - - - -

0.71 - 0.80 - - - - - - - - - - - - ‘ - - - - - -
0.81 « 0.90 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
0.91 = 1.0 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
1.01 - 1.25 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
1.25 - 1.50 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

B GesnNs GRER UGB AR SE SR WR W WR W W g Y s GR MR TR W W AR W W WS N W
W N WE R B ER e AR n AR MR S L AN AR ms MR P AR TR Am A WD Gk YR SR TR B W W A G TR AR A W e W e W @ W W e

Total W 46-16 14-01 21-00 8=06 11-20 1=10 4=20 - 3 12 3230~ 4200  3-00 3200 = om11

---‘-‘---”----‘-“-‘-------"--QQ-----“---““'-ﬁ--“--‘-’-----‘*‘aﬂﬁ-“
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Table 4.15 : Cropping patiern of grantees cultivating only surplus land granted in Pusad lahasil (Revised Act)

Land Revenue Upto 3-00 acres 3-01 tc 4-CC acres

per acre ————— ————ewe——- ——————— ,remeeme e en—————— ———————-—-— - eeccecccccccemccccmccccnmn~ rmrarcmen e e ———— e ————————

in Rs. No.of Culti- Fallow Coitun Jowar Hy. vil Other Doubla No.of "ulti- Fallow Cotton Jowar Ily. Lix Uther Double
gran- vated Jowar seeds corops cropped gran- vated Jowar seedx crops cropped
tees area ' tees  area

Upto 0.20 1 3-00 - 2-00 - - 1-00 - - 1 3-01 - - 3+G1 - - - -
0.29 - 0.30 - - - - - - - - -
0.31 = C.40 N 8-20  3=20 - L4L=20  3-20 - 1-20 -
G.41 -« 0.50 7 12-30 0-3C 5=00 3=20 4-10 - - -

3
6
5 14-28  3-27  3-20  4-0C 7-08 = - -
0.51 - 0.60 - - - - - - - - - 6  20-38  2-00  7-20  6=i8 7-00 = - -
&
6
1
1

0.61 = 0.70 6 10-36 4-20  2-20 120 6-36 = - 0= 10 13=1€  1-26  5e26  3=30 L4=00 = - -

0.71 - 0.80 10 22220 7-20 © 3=§0 6-20 12-30 - - - 16-00  6-00 - L-00 11-20 0-20 - -
0.81 = 0.90 - - - - - - - - - 4,-00 - decc 9 e=co . = - - -

1.01 = 1.25 1 O=dls - - - C=2h - - - - - - - - - - - -

1026 - 1050 - - hnd - - - - - - - - - - - -~ - - -
Total 30 60-10 17-1C  12-3C 16-0C 30-00 1-00 120 0-"5 31 91-06 23-39 18~§3 2729 39:29 - 5_20' -Lzza =TT

Land Hevenus 4=01 te 5«00 acres =T == ;-61’t; 7-50‘&;r;s- - - e .. .-

per acre in - - - —— -
Rs. No.of (ulti~ Fallow Cotton Jowar Hy. il Other Double No.of Culti- Fallow Coiton Jovar Hy. €il Other Doable

gran- vated Jowar seeds corops cropped gran- vated Jowar sesds crops crepped
tees area tees ares -

M.‘“‘--’---’--‘-‘--Q--ﬂﬂ*‘---ﬂ-----”-ﬂ-“lJ‘"“--’_-”-Q‘-‘“‘-uw—

Upto €.20 3 10-28  2-00 = 4=00 120 1-08  4-00 - - - - - - - - - -
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0.91 = 1.00 -- - - - - - - . - - - - - - - . - -
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Table 4.16 : Cropping pattern of grantees cultivating onﬁ, surplus land granted

f

Land Revenue
per acre in
R'. »

Upto 0.20

0.21 = 0.30
0.31 = 0.40
0.4% = 0.50
0.51 « 0.60
0.61 - 0.70
0.71 = 0.80
0.81 = 0.90
0.91 = 1.00
1.0 - 1.25
1.26 - 1.50

Total

Land Revenue
per acre inm

- 3

Upto 0.20

0.21 = 0.30
0.31 =« 0.40
0.4t = 0.50
0.51 = 0.60
0.61 -« 0.70
0.77 - 0.80
0.81 - 0.90
0.91 = 1.00
1.01 =« 1.25
1.26 - 1.50

Total

Upto 3-00 acres 5

H

- o e =y

Fallow Cotton Jowar Hy.
Jowapy

No.of Culti-
grane- vated
tees area

11-10 18-26

13 31-38 7-02 -
2 5-20 0-20 3-20 2-00
4 1110 0-30 7-15 3-30 =
& 11-.35 0-05 7=34 4-00 =

0-12
0-05

17-33 15-33
b=35 4=00
1-20 1-20

12 35-28

3 8-35
1 3-00

- - W e W e e ST GG oGS S e s W

39 108-06  8-34 54k-07 49-29 1-10

- e W W oG E oW @ E W wDEeew

k=01 to 5-00 acres

1-20

011

r-.---------.

0-22

0-05 -

205 039

h & = @ o o @ & =

b ®» > » ® o v o=

Other Double
Seeds orops crepped gf
4

a-o4

- - - -

b

- g9 = -

No.of Culti-
gran~ vated
tees area

- o - o e - E e Eee oGS e e e e e 4

Fallow Cotton Jowar Hy.
Jowar

1 3-10 1-01  1-00 - 1-20

1 500 - 300 2-00 =

2 8=10 101 400 2-00 1=20

01l

) = ®» o o o » o=

-  0-20

0-20

P = > o - o> o w -

Other Double
sesds crops cropped gr
te

No



able 4,228 Cropping pettern of grantees cultivating only snrplu‘é

L B B B N I I S R L TN R R R R A

Land reve~ i 5=01 to 7=20 acres

nue per

acre in Rss Ko,of Culti~ Fallow Cotton Jowsr Hybrid 011
gran= vated Jover ssoly

tees area

- - B BB B e Ea® %S GG B W W T e ® e RS

Upto 0.20 - - - - - - -
0,21 = 0,30 2 100 100 600 7-20 = - ©0~20
031040 1 7%20 =  3C0 k=20 = -
0sb1 = 0.50 - - - - e - -
0.51 = 0,60 = - - - - - -
Cebl = G,70 = - - - - - .
071 = CeB0 =« = - - - - -
‘0s81 = C,90 = - - - - - -
0.91 = 1.00 = - - - - - -
1.01 =125 <+ = - - - - -
1.26= 150 = = - - - - -
Total 3 21420 100 900 1200 =  0-20

o @ o @ ® ® o o o ® e h e e et S BB Y WG S SR

@ W B A e @ B ® W B G Wae S W WG G oG w® W

Lend reve~ : 10-01 to 15=00 acres

nae per

acre in Rs. Fo.of Culti~ Pallow Cotton Jowar Hypdbrid 01l
. gran~ vated Jover seeds

tees area

- W s m W e e G e D S S G W WS ES W e ® hEaES W

Upto 0,20 5§ 58416 7= 21700 27-16 7-00 1-00
0,21 = 0,30 1 =33 - 7-00 700 ~ -
0u3l = G40 = - - e - - -
0uM1 = 0.50 = - - e - - -
051 - G.60 = - - - - - -
0.61=0.70 3 3330 k=12 1660 8+30 &-30 o=30
0,71 = 0,80 = - - - - - -
0.8l » 090 = - - - - - -
0u91 = 1,00 = - - - - - -
101 =129 2 19728 1=21 700 928 2-20 -
1.26 = 1.50 T - - - -
T i s v po S R T
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that needs to be remembered relates to.the endowment of the
natural resources in the areas Generally its un ares of
planes vith black cotton and allied soils. The area falls
vithin the assured rainfall zone of the state and by and
large kherif is the only cultivating season, Irrigation
‘18 almost non~existent #0 that a vider variety of erops
such as sugareane and other cash crops eosuld not be grown,
Hor 13 the region endoved with sny major river so that
irrigation facilities eould overtime be developed on 8
significant scales 'As a result of the endowment of the
natural resources the eropping in the wvhole region and the
district has remsined more or less statice The area bdetween
food and non=food crops over past so many years has tluc.-
tusted between 50 snd 5% per cent under food erops and
'té'“ per eent under non=food crops of the gross cropped
area of the district, Ihis clearly spells out the limita=
tions of any major changes in cropping pattern in the dis~
triet. Further, vithin the mon=food erops cotton has al
vays eommandsd anything between 85 to 90‘ per eent of total
area u;xder non=£00d eropss It 1s not necessary to go
through the details of the tables noted shove nﬁd a suzmary
look would suffice ond tsbasilvise eropping of the sample
grantees is given ovarleaf,

Both the sets of grantees' cropping broadly spell
out the sswe pattern of eropping. Further, while the
varistions in food and non*food erops are observable in
between the tahasils it might still de accepted that it
vith gome variations broadly spells the cropping observ=
able for the district. The variations could be on tvo
eountsj firstly, the poorer lands that vere distributed to
the grantees &nd secondly, the evailability of necessary
ﬁmehl resources to meet higher cost of cultivation,
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Revised Act \/
e emeccececaneeaaliratnacre)
Craps ::;ata: B Darwha Pu:d. Vani, Kelspur
=
Cotton 13030  1220%  40-18 119-17 15139
Jovar 102=2% 4904  8k=02 120=21 13720
Fy.jovar 10723  69-19 7309 11-02 121-39
011 seeds 7-03  12-00 2-28 2-3% 21-39
Other erops 1037 11=11  12e06  4=01  26=06
Total |
eropped 356=37 263-38 ' 21223 257-% L59=23
Cropped
wore than
onee 1-31 - - 1~0l -

Net eropped 357=06 263=38 212-23 2%4=32 459=23

.‘--‘---...-...‘-...’-...“.’-.

Prineipal Aet ‘ N
: (Area in acres)
Crops . Yavetss Darvha Pussd  Vani  Kelapur
cccocced® e eccsscccesremessae
Cotton 96=02 ~ 28-20 Buw=24 76~3%  131-16
Jovar 163°37 9300 5W7-29 8918  1W=36
By, jovar 7-08 5=-00 38-20 18~27 22=34
011 seeds  29°37  30-22  67-10  32% 320
Other erops = 8-08  15=00 2420  13=31  1h=22
:::;:cd - 305-12 17202 762-23 20215 - 317-28° '
' i':?ﬂ"eﬁm ,
once - - - 6=26 1-23

Net cropped  305%12 172-02 762-23 19529  316~0%

BB WG T GG e e S wE G T EG® N E s eee &



159

It was observed earlier that erop loans issued to grantees
wers in part utilised for srquiring sgricultural implements,
livestock snd alss> for land dwilopcnt. These eapital ex~
penges tiking precedsnce over eurriiat cultivation s not
that 1llogical though the funds made available are used

fg_r purpose other than the professed purposes The iume=
diste neod\ before eropping was for these expenses and to

that axtent have been utilised for sgricultural purposes
only. -

(b) Grantees Cultiveting Owned ete,
gngd Surplug Jend Grented

As given Iin Tables %7 and L8 there were 19 and 32
irmtns under the Revised Act and the Principal Act res-
peetively, who owned or had leased in lands besides the
surplus land grantad to them, Total land in their possession
cultivated and fallov ares ¥as as given belov,

Revised Act
Tahasil Ho.of Total Cultivat~ Fallow
gran* area ed area © ares
tees agres agres acres

- G m W G w DWW DG ® S e B TS e eSS

le Yavatamal h 39-03 29-03 . 10~00
2, Darvha 1 10~06 700 306
3, Wani B Dg=19 28-19 -
b, Kelapur 10 131=02  121-1% 27
Total 19 w30 185+37  22=33
Principal Act
 Tahasil  Nowef  Total  Cultivat=  Fallow
- gran* ares ~eod ares area
’ ‘ tees acres acres acres
1o Yavatazal 13 2727 244=23 30~0
2, Pusad - n 92-26 81-06 11-20
3, Vani 7 115~37 110~27 5-10
b Kelapur 1 21~23 21-13 0-10
Total 32 50433 457+29 Y7=0h

[P T I I R N R R I R )
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There were no grantees under the Revised Act oving or
enitinting leased in land besideg the granted surplus in
Pusad tahasil. Similarly there vere no such lend owning
etas grantees in respect of the Prineipal Aet in Darvha
tshasil, The extent of srea brought under eultivation and
‘eroppcd was nesrly 89590 per cent of total area in posses*
sion of the grantees, the only exception being in Darvha
tnhugx where a lone grantes under the Reviged Act had’
brought barely 70 per cent of area under cultivation. '
Tables 423 and 424 give the cropping pattern of these
grantees mnder the Revised Act and the Principnl Aet Tes* .
pectively, The size of holding in respect of these grantees
is on the bdasis 6: total lsnd, owned ete, and surplus
granted, in theiy possession. As earlier looking through
the tahasilvise eropping pattern vwill suffice ond the seme
is given belovw, '

Reviged Act | N

. {Area in seres)
@op - TYavats~  Dervha Vet Kelapar
. R
Cotton 1020 - | 11-00 ¥2-33
Jovar =00 6~20 13-33 - 5116
Hy.Jowsr " 2=00 - 200 16=14
011 seeds - - - 0=30
Other crops  2°23  0=20 1-26 10-02
:::;:ed 29=03 7-00 28=19 121-15%
more! then |
once - - - - .
Net ecropped 29-03 7=00. 28=19 121-1% .

progprapeear- IR I B B I BE E BE B B I IR I B R



161

e e ¢ e e e Tevaehaa T rien afad o) 1o oot o ooher dend ot ve
T T T T T Tsimeof T T No.of | Total lamd  Cultiveted scres Fellow ecre  Cropping pettern of total cultiveted
Tahasil holding grantess ———— — — .

acres Owned Surplus 9vmed Surplus Cwned Surplus Cotton Jowar Hy. 0il Other Double
‘ etec. granted oetc. grented ete., granted Jowar seeds crops cropped

1 Yavatamal  4=01 to 5-00 - - - - - - - - - - - - -
5-01 to 7-20 1 3-00  3-00  3-00 200 - 1-00 - 300 - - 2-00 -
7-21 to 10~00 2 11-00  6=03  11-00  3-23 - 2-20 5-20 720 100 0-23 -
19—91 to 15-00 - - - - - - - - - - - - -
15=01 to 20-00 1 13-00  3-00  8-00 120 5«00  1=20 5-00 3420  1-00 - - -
More than 20 acres - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Total L 27-00 12-03  22-00 703  5-00 5-00  10-20 1400 2-00  ~ 2-23 .

2 Darvha  4=01 to 5-00 " "z o - S - R - ——=mnenoee
5-01 to 7=20 - - - - - - - - - - - - -
7=21 to 10-00 - - - - - - - - - - - - -
10-01 to 15-00 1 7-00 3-06 7-00 - - 3-06 - 6-20 - - 0-20 -
15«01 to 20-00 - - - - - - - - - - - - -
More than 20 ecres - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Total 1 7-00  3-06 7-00 - - 3-06 - 6-20 - - 0-20 -

3 weni k=01 to 5-00 1 100  3-20  1-00  3-20 - - 120 300 = - - -
5«01 to 7-20 1 3-04, 3=00  3-04 300 - - 200 400 - 0-04 -
7-21 to 10-00 2 10-20  7-15  10-20  7-15 - - 7-20 633  2-00 - 1-22 -
10-01 to 1500 - - - - - - - - - - - - -
15=01 to 20-00 - - - - - - - - - - - - -
More than 20 acres - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Total b 1m2h  13=35  14=2%  13-35 - - 11-00  13-33 2-00 -~ 1-26 -

Reteperhorve 50 ST s ST
5-01 to 7-20 3 10-23  9-25 6-30  9-19 3-33 006 3-17 7-30  3-00 0-30 1-12 -
7=-21 to 10=00 - - - - - - - - - - - - -
10-01 to 15-00 4 32«03 15-29 3039 13=37 1=04,  1=32 16=00  16=29  6=32 - 515 -
15=01 to 20~00 1 1421 3«16  14=15 3«16 0-06 - 10-16 7-00 - - 0-15 -
More then 20 seres 2 38-26 619  38-00 4~19  0-26 200  13-00 19437 6=22 = 300 -
Total 10 95-33  35-09  90-0k 31=11  5-29 338 4233 51416 16=14 0-30 10-02
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T e ¢ Tahacils of Tevetamal district | (Priseiperaet) O od @nd other lend ommed etc
T T T T T Tsigeof 7 T Ho.of | Total lamd  Cultivated acres  Fallow acre  Cropping pettern of total caltivates « -
Tehasil '-ﬁzﬁin‘ grantess Owned 3Surplus Owned Snrpla;- G;od Surplus Cotton Jower Hy. 011‘ . Oth.;;”‘sst;;i;‘
etc. granted etc. granted etc. grented Jowar seeds crops cropped

1 Yavatamal 4=01 to 5-00 - - - - - - - - - - - - -
5«01 o 7=-20 - - - - - - - - - - - - -
7-21 to 10=00 2 5=23 12«29 5«23 11=1} - =15 8=25 7=-12 - - 1«00 -
10=-01 to 15-00 4 7=10 22«10 7=10  17=04 - 5«06 15«04, 6-10 1=00 - 2=00 -
15-01 to 20-00 3 25-00 27«09 19«00 25-05 6~00 2=014 14=00 20-16 3-16 - 6~-13 -
More than 20 acres 6 105=24 69«02 95«26 63«21 9-38 5-21 6231 67-01 821, - 20-31 -
Total 13 143=17 131=10 127-19 117-04 15«38 14-06 100-20 100-39 1300 - 30-04 -

2 Pused 4=01 %o 5-00 - - - - - <2 - - - - N
5=01 to 7=20 d 13«00 13.20 13«00 11.20 - 2-00 3-20 1400 1-20 3-00 2«20 -
7=-21 to 10-00 5 23=-00 22«13 20«00 19-33 3-00 2-20 10-00 26-33 2=-00 100 - -
10=01 to 15«00 2 12«00 8=33 10«00 6=33 200 2«00 5=00 6=15 3-18 - 2-00 -
15«01 to 20-00 - - - - - - - - - - - - -
More than 20 acres - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Total 1 b8=00 Li=26 4300 33-06 5-00  6~20 18-20  47-08 638 40O  4=20 -

3 wemi TR0 B0 500 1213 2e08 213 2-00 - 0-05 213 2.00 - . T -
5=01 to 7=20 - - - - - - - - - - - - -
7=21 to 10-00 - - - - - - - - - - - - -
10«01 to 15«00 2 19-25 6-00 19«25 4~35 - 1=05 7-20 5«15 B-15 0«20 2-30 -
15=01 to 20-00 3 19«19 30«30 19«19 26~30 - 4=Q0 31=14 10-19 1«00 ¢-20 2«36 -
diore then 20 acres 1 27=09 8=16 27-09 8-16 - - 22-16 7-00 5«00 - 1=09 -
Total 7 68-26 47-11 68«26 4201 - 5«10 63-23 2i=3h4 14=15 1«00 6-35 -

; K;lapur Ah-51w tews-ﬂo - - - B - ) - B - - ‘- - ) - - - —‘- -
5=01 to 7-20 - - - - - - - - - - - - -
7-21 to 10-00 - - - - - - - - - - - - -
10=01 to 15«00 - - - - - - - - - - - - -
15201 to 20-00 - - _— - - - - - - - - - -
More than 20 acres 1 12«13 9«10 12«13 9«00 - 0-10 6~00 2-20 12-13 - 0-20 0-10
Total 1 12«13 9«10 12-13 S«00 - 0-10 6-00 2-20 12-13 - 0-20 0=10

W s AR A g G W W WE o W W



163 -

Principal Act
cme s - " (Ares in acres)
Crop  Yevats  Pusad. . Weni Kelapur
Cacmcane it ceccacanaea
Cotton 10020 18=20  63-23 - 6=00
Jovar ~ 100-39 47-08 234 2=20
Hy. jovar 1300 6=38 1415 12-13
041 geeds - k=00 1-00 -
Other erops 30=0k =20 639 - =20
Totsl cropped  24\23 81~06 110-27 21-13
See then |
once - - - -
Net cropped  k~23 8106 110-27  21-13

The cropping pattern, both in respect of the grantees
uder the Revised Act and the Principal Act, 18 more or lcn.
tho same as in case of grantees sultivating only the surplus
granted snd this is despite the larger land resources at
their command, The eonstraints ss observeble on ‘account

of the natural resource endowment of the region are opera

tive even in comparatively larger holdirgs also.



Chepter ¥

Cogt of Cultivation, Production
pnd_Crop Asslstance

The extent of area brought under croppthg snd un~
eultivated area of the area granted to zuhtul has been
looked into in the previous Chapter IV, Availability of
sgricultursl fuplements snd éraught eatile for undertake
ing preliminary tillsage stce was given previously. Other
inputs etc. were not 80 far looked into end it is nov
proposed to take a 1ook into some of these and then look
- into the cost of eultivation, The survey of allottees
under both the Reviged end the Principal Acts was conduet=~
ed 1in a short period and the colleetion of dats on costs
vas iinited to- out of pocket expenses on cultivation snd
to that extent the cost dsta 1s nat capable of giving a de-
tdhd picture dut can only broadly spell out the cultiva=
tion expenses and the resultipg production snd curplul/
generated, Thisg surplus should not be taken to mean in=
come or profit from cultivation., Certain aspects of cost
of cultivation was not possidle to colleet in' the short
period at our disposal during the survey and the results
should be taken to be broadly indicativs of the esurse
the surplus land diitribntion Processe '

Se1 Supply of Inputs |

At the time of suri;lu distribution the Government
had fssued instructions to the concerned officisls to see
that the 'nev grantees' vers enrolled ss members of the
Mpeuun ‘Crodit 8ocistics 30 that there will be no
difficultiens in finanecing these grantees to scquire
necessary inputs snd undertake cultivation, Almost all

16%
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the grantees therefore vere enrolled as members of the co~
opsratives 1in all the tahasils and the necessary erop
finance was provided by the Yavatsmal District Central Co-
operstive Bank Ltd, in both the yeirs 1976=77 and 1977-78
the details for the district deing as given below,

R S PR (e

1 1

Cabastl 976'77\ 977-78
No,0f Amount Amount lNo.of Awmount Amount
gran* sgcne*  Qis” gran™ gsane~ dis~

tees tioned bdursed tees tioned bdursed

Yavatamal 2 13 16 . 90 s. 77 197~ 15‘ ‘09 6. 51

" Darvha 1349  9.10 Tk 1357  9.20  6.42
Pusad k26 2:.87 1,72 05 3.68 1,59
Vand 1011 %.91 2,37 1181 7.67 2,96

nhpur 3217 22,00 60 37 3 106 26.28 i & 29

_Total . 8216 56.78 2L.69  BO63 62,32 25.77

- e ™ W G WG W B WG ®E e Nt S GGG G %

The above given figures refcr to new grantees under
the Ro_visod Act only and not to the grantees under the
Principsl sct previous to st Januery 1979. The distinc~
tion between the new grantees under the Revised Aet and
the other zrentees has been explained in Section 1.1 of
Chepter 1. The dieburud apount ves: 37 wnd 40 per cent
of the losna ssnctioned 13 the two years 1976-77 and
1977-78 recpectively, On the score of the available
finance snd the setusl disbnrsueat'by the Bank there vas
no shortsge of runda of whatever nature and the demsnd
for funds a8 depieted by the 'Eormal Credit Statement!
vas fer beyond the utual need of the granteess The crop
loan disburgement to grantees iundar the Revised Act und
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the Prineipal Act and for the two years 1976~77 and 1977-78

vas as given delow,

Reviped Act
1976=77 ) 1977-78
Tabasil Lo L 7
t Ho.of Awmount Ko,o0f ° Amount

grantees <§£|burnd grantees disbursed
e 2 ‘

L]
- S % e e e D " W ® G e m S GG G ®E S TS WS

Yavatamal 121 »3581 [} 25531
Dervha 1 42604 89 4oLl
Pusad . 66 271772 53 26033
Wani - 90 32646 80 ' 20423 -
Kelapur 183 7S 37 72095
" Total S7h 194548 WO 184526

‘------.---..‘-.C.‘v---‘—'--"-.

Princinal Act

- e E W W W BB WG Ww WS e D NG S e

T 1976~77 1977~78
Tahasil
¥o.of Amount Bo.of Amownt
grantees disbursed grantees dAlsbursed
: RBe : Rae -
Yavatamal 13 8 18 10718
Darvha ' 2 898 3 2561
Pussd 102 37041 .87 32272
¥ani 1 £101 7 58952
" Eelspur 20 1460 15 1435
Total 156 65584 130 65059
B - 670 : 9

730
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The proportion of grantees, under the Reviged ht,
11fting the crop:losn wvas 91 per eent sand 70 per eent of
total grantees (629 in the semple) in the two respective
Fesrs 19;]6-77 end 1977-78, The drop 1n the nuzber of
grantees .dr‘ni\d.xg loans 18 to be observed in all the
tahasilss Despite the drop in grantees 1ifting loan in
197778 the sversge swount disbursed per grantee has in-
ereased from Rse338 in 197677 to Ra, 419 in 1977-78. The
‘msin reseon for euch inercase vas lifting of fertilizers
by grantees. Hovever thig increase 1% averzge cro,' loan
per grantee is m‘t reported in al) the tahazils. Yavatamal
end Vani report e decline in aversge lown lifted from
B5.360 to Rse}15 and Rse362 to Rs.255 in the respective
twa tshasils. The other three tghasils report an incresse
1n the sversge erop loan 1ifted during the two years
1976=77 and 1977-78, the increase being from Rs.373 to
Rs, k5% in Darvha, Rs.421 to Rs.491 in Pusad and Re.262
.tc R8,526 in Kelapur tahasil. As said esrlier these in-
eresses could be In part on account of increased ferti~
1iger -un. Compsrative figures for the two years of
"rertiuser pse would have been of better use in this res~
pect to estadlish the mature and reasons for tae increase.
However ve may consider the fertiliger input reported by
the grantees, cultivating only surplus land granted, to
see the differences in fertiliser input between the
tahagils. The avcrui fertiliger input per grantee is
:’im below,

The fcrtiiiur input refers to the year 1977-78. The
aversge is based on the agsumption that barring stray
eages the avelilsbility of fertilissra will be going with
11fting of the crop loan by the grantee snd hence the
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Tahastl Ro.of grantees Fertiliser Average per
lifting loan input grantee
Yavatamal 81 6524y 80
Darvha . 89 . 14,883 167
Pusad 53 686 125
Weni | g0 1984 25
Kelapur 137 1367% 100

- W W e e ® e T B G WS S %G ® T E WS ST e ®®

eversge based on the loanee grantees. The averages are

sufficiently elear to need any further cosments., The

differences feportod in the averages are rather indiecative

and onl; euggest that Increased fertiliger input way have

contributed to increase in average loan lifted by a grantee.
The proportion of grantees 1ifting erop losn was much

lover under the Principal Act as compared to grantees

under the Revised Act, the actuals being 4O per cent and

‘33 per cent of total grentees (385) wnder the Principsl Act.

The sverage loan per grantee increased from Rs.h2l in

197677 to Rsee500 fn 197778 the increase being reported in

tho’ four ?lhlllll Yavatamal, Darvhs, ¥Wani and Kelspure

The average 1oan in the other remaining tshasil Pusad has

‘mdned at the previous years lneil as Rs. 363 in 1976=77

and Rse371 4in 1977=78. The increases in average loan in

the sbove given four tahasils were from Rs.Li9 to Rs.595

in Yavatamal, Rs.V49 to Re.E5% in Darvha, Rs.579 to 836

and Res573 to Rs.957 in Xelspur tahasils. The llnc'u\cu

in aversge erop loan in these tahasils cannot be explain~

ed by incresse in fertiliser use since fertiliser input

- was gquite lov to necéunt for the increase in the amount

of losn, The oniy possible dxplmtlon that esn be suggested
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is draving loan against the larger ares to be eropped as
shown in the 'Normal Credit Statesent! and the actual area
‘eropped being much less, This gives the losnee s chance
to 11t larger cash loan, However this 1s only a possi~
bility that can _bo‘luggntod. It vas not possidle to
check on this matter as the records of the societies could
not be looked into and in wost cases were pot availadle
not because the records vere not kept dut in all the cases
on sceount of non-availadility of the credit society
secretary vho vorked in that enpaciti‘ for three or four

societios.

5.2 Cost of Cultivation
Ea Fﬁaucl: on

Availability of finance for cultivating the granted
lands has been looked into in the last section. As in the
case of eroppﬁx psttern eunltivation cost snd produetion
vill be looked into in two separste parts ss grantees
cultivating only surplus granted and those cultivating

surplus granted along vith other owned or leased in land
etes Tables% ) to 5.5 and 5.6 to 5.10 give the out of
pocket expenses on cultivation of grantees sultivating
only surplus granted under the Revised Act and the Prineipal
Ast respectively, The item other eost included cost of
faruysrd unn:éc, seed ete, and only in a few eases other
charges tovards vage labour, In fact, in majority of the
cases no wvege labour was reported thoukh niring in vage
lsbour especially during cotton picking season is 8
normal praetice. Sines erop costing was not of any u—
portance for the purpose the costs are for all the crops
teken by the grantees, ‘

It vas pointed out in Chapter III sections 3.4 and 3.5
,.rt\wuu to sgricultursl implements snd livestock that



Out of pocket expenses on cultivation of grantees cultivating only area granted in Yavatamal tahasil (Revised Act) ' |

Table 5.1 :
-.---"“---"----"--’--ﬁ------‘-----"‘-‘------‘----‘ﬁ---‘-‘-“---..-

Land Revenue Uptec 3-00 acres 3-01 tc 4L=00 zecres
per acre in

- WA T W S s of LA X 2 2 T B 2 = 22 2 )

ks, No.of Culti. Fellew Tillage Ferti- (iher TotaI Value of No.of Culti: Fallow Tillage Ferti- Other Total Value of
gran- vated cost lizer cost ¢ost  produc. gran- vated cost liger cost cost  progduc.
tees area cost tees  area cost
Upto 0.20 3 L4=20 &4=20 160-00 88=-00 37 285-00 548-00 8 19«01 7-02 558-00 - 231-0C 819-00 34L77-00
0.21 - 0.30 12 34-00 2-00 790~00 264,-00 387-00 1,/ 6111-00 6 =37 5-36 4L40-00 318-00 173-0C 931-00 2472-00
0.31 - 0.40 10-35 1=05 205-00 177-00 261-0C 643-00 2689-00 3 9-16 1-0. 205-00 - 162-00  367-00 2283-00
O.41 « 0.50 18-20 2«20 505-00 176-00 770-00 1451-00 7033-0C 7 186-10  4~-23 550-00 647-00 699-00 1896-00 6310-00
0.51 - 0.60 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
0.61 - 0.70 L 10-20 1-20 70C-CC 843~00 132-0G 1675-00 3231-00 8 19-06  6-11 635-00 204-00 230-0C 1069-00 3198-00
0.71 - 0.80 - - - - - - - - é 18-19  3-09 775-00 L77-00 1168-00 24L20-00 L4873-00
C.81 - 0.90 q 21=-00 - 925-0C 50=00 569=-00 15L4-00 3304-00 9 24,22 L=1h 1225-00 885-00 702-00 2812-00 4112-00
0.91 « 1.00 6 16-30 1=10 925-00 84L1-00 247-00 2013-00 3761-00 12 L3=05 0-10 1735-00 29-00 1533-00 3359-00 1105$-00
1.01 = 1.25 6 16-20 1-20 750-00 100-00 L434-00 1284-00 4488-00 6 20-29 2-20 975-00 3WU-00 872-00 2161-00 6442-00
1.26 - 1.50 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
" Trotal | 49 132425 1415 LI60-00 253900 2637-00 10335-00 31165-0C 65  167-25 35-09 712B-00 2934-00 5770-00 15812-00 4422600
Land Revenue  4-0% o 5200 meres T T T TT T T TT U001 v 7520 weres T 77T
B T A ool Culti- Fallow Tillese Fervio  Ouher  Tomsi Value of Nowof Gulvio Failom Tillage Ferti- Other Total  Value of
' gran- vated cost liger ccst cost produc. gran- vated cost liger cost .coat proedue.
tees area cost ' Lees  area cost
Upto G.20 - - - - - - - - 1 3-20 1-2L 100-00 - 57 157=-00 1015-00
0.21 « G.30 2 6-20 2-00 110-00 - 44-00  154-0GC  797-00 - - - - - - - -
0.37 = 0.40 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
0.41 « 0.50 1 4=07 0=20 150-00 267-00 49200 466-00 1269-00 - - - - - - - -
0.5 = G.50 1 2=00 3=00 100-00 254=CC 66-0C 520-00 450-00 - - - - - - - -
0.61 - 0.70 3 11-07 2-00 200-00 177-00 286-00 663-00 2470-00 - - - - - - - -
0.7% = 6.480 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
0.81 « G.9C - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
0.9%1 - 1.0C 1 4~02 - 24,0-00 - 186-00 426-00 1630-00 - - - - - - - -
1.01 - 1.25 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
1.26 - 1.50 2 520 3.20 275=00 25300 124, -00 65200 2334-00 - - - - - - - -
T Trotal | 10 33916 11-00 1075-00 1051-00 755-00 2881-00 8950-00 1 3-20 1-24 10000 - 57 15700  1015-00

W W W e WE GB A G WY AR MR WD P AR W AR W N s BT SR AR A as W W e Ws AP AR W W W W G P W G AR AR AR W

W SN G G W N P OGP W NR Gp W MR B G WS W SR Gh W W WS W WP SR Ay W W e



Table 5.2 :

- GR W G W AR am e W% W MR -

Land Revenue

per acre in

He.

Upto 0.20
0.21 = 0.30
0.31 - 0.40
O.4? = 0.50
0.51 = 0.60
0.61 - 0.70
G.71 = 0.80
0.81 = 0.90
0.91 - 1.00
1,01 - 1.25
1.26 - 1.50

Land Revenue

Ear acre in
S.

Upte 0.20

0.21 = 0.30
0.31 = (.40
C.41 -~ C.50
0.5%1 - 0.60
.61 - 0.70
0.7 - 0.80
0.81‘- 0.90
0.91 = 1.00
1.01 = 1,25
1.26 - 1.50

Out of pocket expenses on cultivation of grantees cultivating only area granied in Darwha Tshasil (Revised Act)

Upto 3-00 zcres

T S . o UBD T BDP D e S U A AP B T N O o A By D A S A I
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3-01 to 4-00 acres

T o S s W WA T A W Y.

L A S W W 5

- -

No.of Culti- Fallow Tillage Ferti- Other Total Value of &o.of Culti- Fallow Tillage Fcrt1~ Other Total Value of
gran- vated cont lizer cost cost produc. gran- vated cosat lizer coat cost produec.

tees areé coat tees area coet ’

é 16420 7-20 1160-00 1239-00 413-00 2812-00 24,9400 7 1420 10«02 740-00 797=0C 459-0C 1596-00  3170-00

1 3=00 - 60-UC 398-G0 52-C0 510-00 885-C0 15 35«05 <25 1913-00 1595-00 E4L0-C0 L 348-00 5922-00

e} 1720 0-20 600-00 1018-00 520-00 2136-00 LLO3=-CO 5 12-10  5-32 625-00 531-00 288-00 1394-00 14,19-00

1-20 1-20 - 177-00 38-00 215-00 226-C0 11=38 319 65000 53100 533~0C 1714-00 776-00

- - - - - - - - 1 2=U0 2«00 - 354-00 28-00 382-00 630-00

- - - - - - - - 5 15-30 2-15 850-00 895-00 371-00 2116-00 3655-00

- - - - - - - - 3 7=17  3=11 35C-00 708-00 191-00 1249-00 1935-00

1 300 = 150-00  177-00 64-00 391-00 206-C0 | W19 - 665-00 8L,1-C0 428-00 193400 7383-00

- - - - - - - - 8 22+23 0=11 1255-00 1504, -00 588-00 3347-00 1297 3-00

17 4120 9-20 1970-00 3009-00 1067-00 6066-00  B214-00 64  163-31 60=11 Bik3=00 GULO-00 & 3HB-00 2763100 4792600

k=01 t0 5.00 scres 5.0 to 7.20 acres

No.of Culti- Failow Tillage Ferti- Other Total  Value of No.of Culti- Fallow Tillage Ferti-  Other  Total  Value of

graun- vated cost lizer cost cost produc. gran- vated cost lizer cost cosd produc.
ieasn arvé cost teea area cost

8 2407 1003 1205-00 1107=00 516=00 282800 S50L7~00 = - - - - - - -
2 7=20 =14 4L00=00 266-00 185-00 851-00 93100 = - - - - - - -

1 =09 - 20000 177-00 7900 4L,56-00 825-00 3 12=-11 3-30 250=00 620-00 24L2-00 1112-00 1216-00
1 4-00  C=04 300-0U 227-0C 130-00 65100 1130-00 = - - - - - - -
2 6.20 2-20 325-00 443-00 11100 879-00 G45-(U = - - - - - - -

4616 1401 2430-00 2214-00 1021-00 5665-00 8678-00 3 12-11  3-30 250-00 620-00 242-G0 1112-00 1216-00

Tectal

-.—-n-"---‘-‘----"’--’-‘----’-‘-‘”-‘ﬂ---"-*---“---u----*&--ﬂ----.”
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Table 5.3 : Cul of pocket sxpenses on cultivastion of grantees cultivating only area granted in Pusad Tahasil (Revised Act)

e - - - - .. - -p - - - - . -~ - - S Sm AR W W A - L ] - . - A e o - e am - - L ] o8 ap o - - - o - .- - "~

Land Revenue o | Upto 3=-U0 acres 3-01 to L4-00 acrees
per a&0ore in s s e o - . - - o D 4 S s SR U AT AU O G I D S s S P o o T 5 1 W U U o o 0 O
Rs. No.of Culti- Fallow Tillage Ferti~ (ther Total Value ¢f KNo,of Culti- Faliow Tillsge Ferti~ Other Trtal Valuve cf
g &n- vated cost lizer 17 3 cost produe. gran- vated cost lizer cost cost produc.
;ees area ¢osd teesn area cost
Upto 0.20 1 200 - 179-CC - L7=-00 22600 745-00 1 3=-01 - 60-00 §5-00 30-00 135-00 4,25-00
G.21 -« 0.30 - - - - - - - - 1 2«00 1=20 60-00 89-00 [(2-00 191-.00 55-00
0.21 - 0.40 & #.20 3.20 550-00 70900 191=-00 1.5C-00 2313=00 6 WUW-00 G=03 580-00 177=-00 166=00 923-00 1520-00
C...1 - 0.50 7 12230 0«30 465-00 575«00 295-00 1.35-00 310200 5 U228 3-27 599-00 532-00 209-00 13,000 232000
51 - .60 - - - - - - - - 6 20«38 2-0C 4L70-00 443-00 369-00 128200 2116=00
0.61 -« 0.70 6 10=36 4-20 4L15-00 838-00 243-00 1,76-00 2905-00 4 13-18 1-29 270-00 355-00 276=00 901=00 2675=00
.79 - 0.80 1 2220 7-20 995-00 885-00 ,L18-00 2298-00 311,00 6 16=-00 6~00 515-00 620-00 305-00 144000 2680-00
C.2% - 0.90 - - - - - - - - 1 4-C0 - - - 90-00 9000 125500
0.$1 « 1.00 1 ==00 1-00 30-00 - £5-00 75-00 11L-00 1 3-01 - 75=-00 89-00 65~00 229-00 14,7-00
1.01 - .25 1 el - Iy 300 - 34=-00 477-00 1060-00 = - - - - - - -
1 ' 26 - 1 - 50 - - L 3 - - - - - - - -~ - - . - -

Q‘-_‘--‘d-o--;--Q-Qnmnvﬁﬁwﬁ-onb-ﬁﬁ--Q"-,---ﬂ-----ﬁ-q--"--ﬂ-0-¢-. - -

Total 30 60=10 17«10 3077-00 2987=-00 1273=00 7337 %3353-00 31 9106 23-39 2629-00 2350-00 1552-00 £521-00 5 53»00

AP W AR e G W R e e A s P S e W W AR W A B S < A A W TR e W AR W Ay W W B @ W AR GR AR A e S G W AR AR B SR W AR e AR T W W @ W W M WP G G YR SR W S @ W W EREs

W WR Gk W @ S S T M G W ab 4 W W AR W A W O W A A Ak W YR W A W W S W W A g SR O AR A AR A WP W E W M S G W W AR R W AR W A s W G @ @ W W e AR A TR AR W e 8

Land Revanue L=C1 to 5«00 scres 501 Lo T=20 acrea

AP W B i W W WA Ry S U W T T SRy T S YA

er acre in - -
R Ko.of Cultie Fallow Tillaga Fervi~ (ther Total Value of Ko.of Culti- Fallow iillago Ferti- Other ‘Istal Value of

Re gran- vated cost liser cost cost produc. gran- vated cost lizer cost cost proedue.
teea  area cost tees  area cost
Upto U.<0 3 10-28 2-00 50-C0 268-00 14,6-00 46L-00 2156-00 - - - - - - - -
0.21 = 0.30 L 1320 L=26 207-00 531-00 207-00 945-00 2046~00 - - - - - - - -
0.31 « 0.40 1 3-00 2«00 50-00 - 18=-00 68-00  105=-00 I 19=33  1=1 310=-00 532-0C 234=00 1076-00 266000
0.1 = 0.50 f 8 106 5-20 550-00 178-00 136-00 864-00 2729-00 - - - - - - - -
0.5% = 0.60 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
0.61 - 0.70 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
0.7% - 0.80 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
0.81 =« 0.90 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
0.91 - 1,00 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
1.01 - 1,25 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
1.26 - 1.50 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

‘-----‘--‘-ﬂ'-"o“”--'-b‘-““‘--‘-‘---'-‘-------“ﬂ’-ﬂ‘ - A M A as W W

T Trotal 12 L1-1, 1406 857-00 977-00 507-0C 2341-00 TU36=00 & 19-33  1-14 310-00 532-00 234-0G 1076-00  2660-00

-z.-‘------‘--‘-‘ﬂ--’-“‘-‘---‘---u--------‘-’_‘-‘-----‘--‘-_-‘—@



Table 5.4 : Out of pocket expenses on cultivation of grantees cultivating only area granted in Wani Tahasil (Revised Act)
Land Reve- Upto 3-00 acres | 3-01 to 4-00 acres

nue per
acre in Rs,

G EBAD W A WN R A GR u» R e W S AP AR G Wk W W W e W W A AN

No.of Culti-
gran- vated
tees area

Fallow Tillage rertl- Other

cost

350400
100-00

liser
cost

41000

cost

1305400 2065+00 ©065ie00
327-00 427-00 1711-00

-

615-00 835-00 &254-~00
251-00 361-00 2898-00

1396-00 2462-00 11836-00
284-00 426-00 1716-00
374-00 374-00 1295-00

Total
coSst

-

produc-
tion

gran- vatsed
tees area

2ie3

9-00
15-10

A - A i D G0 P Gl R VIR TN A WS GED G D W G TS G G P S B T SR A AT T WP W O SR PP G VG e A T A W S GO I S A T

Value of No.of Culti-

1 8+00

cost

300-00
150-00
170-00
256-00

Fallow Tillage Ferti-

liser

182-00
46-00
296-00
28.00

Cther
cos8t

L34-00
227-00
229-00
1016-00
634-00
502-00
1030-00
10100

Total
coBt

672-00
1582-90

“--‘-”--‘““Q“-'-‘""'-"’--’--“_‘---““"_‘-"---“ﬂ‘--'---

M M A an TR AR AR GP AR W W W W s dm @ s W

13 31438
2 5«20
I8 11-10
b 11-35

12 35-28
3 8-35
1 3-00

3 108-06

W W W e e AR W e .

7-00 -
0-13 -
9-39  0-02
6 20-10 0-20
7 24-00 0-20
2 533 0-20
Ll 137-16 11-32

Yalue of
produc-
tion

W W W WE MR WS ER MR MR W AP WR A GE W SR A SR WR WD A R e e e M amen

3613-00
2916-00
6197-00

865-00
1945-00
565400
2563-00
2880-00
4310-00

- e W am e

- e e W W -

.--n--ﬂn-“-O--"-u--ﬂ-n-‘-------‘.-----—--—--n-ﬂnﬂn---Oﬂ-‘---‘---"c.

5«00 acres

Land Reve-
nue per
acre in Hs,

Upto 0.20

0.21 - 0.30
0.31 - 0.40
0.41 - 0.50
0.51 - 0.60
0.61 - 0.70
0.71 - 0.80
0.81 - 0
0.91 -
1.0L - 1.45

.‘Q---Q-Q“-‘O‘—---‘--‘--u---0--------n--QOGVA-‘-Q‘n-"--‘Q&a

No.of Culti-

gran- vated
tecs area

1 3-10
1 5-00
2 8-1C

Fallow Tillage

cost

Ferti=
ligzer
cost

Qther
coat

produc~
tion

Valuc of No of Culti-

gran- vated
tees aresa

- WD R e WS AR B Wr WD W AE WM W G @B W W Gk AW W MR AR MR Wr e @R WE W s M W Wb SR W AR SR AR W an W W e e

Fallow Tillage Farti-

cost

1izer
cost

- e - *n

Other
cost

AP R B W R W WE AR am S W o

- W W W e W

D A Y D . A W I WS W S A W

Value of

produc-

tion
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Table 5,5 : Out of pocket expenses on cultivation of grantees cultivating only area granted in Kelapur Tahasil (Hevised Act)
Land Uptc 3~0C acres 3-Cl to k=00 acres
Eevenue - 0 O O T A U 2 o T e - = o e e e 2 O o o S e S 00
per acre No,of Culti- Fallow Tillage Ferti- O(ther Total Value of Ro.of Cultx- Fallaw Tillage ierti- Other Totel Velue of
in ks gran- vated cost lizer cost cost produc- gran- vated coet lizer cost cost preduc-

¢ tees area cost tion tees ares cost tion
Upto 0.20 15-30 2-10 535-00 603-00 928-00 2066-00 3330-00 59 169-36 17-13 2974-00 3197-00 2974-00 9145-00 32306-00

6
0,21-0.30 L 8-15 2-25 469-00 532-00 227-00 1228-00 3746-00 3 10-15 0-04 160-00 178-00 217-00 555-00 1612-09
0.31-0.40 6 17-10 0-30 300-00 732-00 A68<00 1500-00 2305-00 16 Le-21 1-27 1255-00 1778-00 991-00 4024-00 13339-00
0.41-0.50 = - - - - - - -- 17 57~28 0-29 1520-00 1953-00 1608-00 5081-00 19106-00
0.51-0.60 & 11-.21 0«19 365-00 608-00 397-00 1370-00 3970-00 b 12.14 0-26 240-00 627-00 484-00 1351-00 4207--00
9

0.61-0.70 25-08 1-32  470-00 1110-00 751-00 2331-00 11876-00 Y 13-35 - 220-00 591-00 604-00 1415-00 4249-00
0.71-0.80 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
0.81-0.%90 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
0.91-1.00 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
1.01-1.25 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
1.2041.50 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Total | 29 78-0h | 7-35 2139-00 3585-00 2771-00 8495-00 25227-00 103  312-29  20-19 6363-00 8324-00 6878-00 2J571-00 74879-00
o MOteomre  sOtlmems
per acre No.of Culti- Fallow Tillage Ferti- Other Total Value of No.of Culti- Fallow Tillage Ferti- Other Total value of
in K8, = gran- vated cost liser cost cost produc- gran- vated cost lizer cost cost produc-

- tees area cost tion tees area cost tion
Upto 0.20 -~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
0.21-0.30 1 x3-00 2-00 267-00 - 233-00 500-00 1140-00 1 h=33 0-20 50-00 178-00 105-00 333-00 101$-00
0.31+0.40 - - - - - - - - 1 5-10 0-14 88-00 179-00 118-00 385-00 1515-00
0.41-0.50 =R2 8-31 0-30 357-00 - 311-00 668-00 3022-00 6 32-23 1-18 313-00 889-00 1461-00 2663-0C 11977-00
0.51-0.60 2 9-00 0-12 70-00 519-00 550-00 1139-00 5764-00 - - - - | - - - -
0.61-0.70 - - - - - - - - 1 5-13  0-10 204-00 -  656-00 860-00  2544-00
0.71-0.80 ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
0.81-0.90 -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
0.91-1.00 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
1.01-1.25 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
1.26-1.50 -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Total 5  20-31  3-02 694-00 519-00 1094-00 2307-00 9926-00 9  A7-39  2-22 Esi.Bo'hiaE-Bo'zqu.Eo':.’é:&.Bo' 17055-00

P
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Table 5,61 Out of Pocket expenses on cultivation of grantees cultivating only srea granted in Yavateamal Tahasil (Prineipal act)

T ————

“ﬂ_-’-‘l'---------‘--‘------‘-ﬁ-'-—-. -“---‘-Q--QQ---ﬁ“-‘----“--‘--------.

Land reve= Uoto 3=00 acres 3=01 to L=00 acres

nue per A S V0 W W W VU W A Ay U A WO U A D ORI W O W U W T W O S e TS A G e e WA M T D A W e R A aae A A W T AR S A WA T G W B O U g S O B TS s O N W T A T 0 e W e N VN o P S I T D S W G W A A A AR W W A WD M R A A e S S D S
acre No.of Culti- Fallow Tiliage Feritil, Other Totsl Value No.,0f <Culti= Fallow Tillesge Ferti, Otner Totsl Value
gran= vated cost cost cost cost of gren~ vst<d cost cost cost cost af
teeg area prod. tees ares prod.

Upto Ov20 - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
9.21 - 0,30 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
0.31 = G,b0 = - - - - - - - 1 3=35 0-05 150-00 - 165-00  315-00 1585-00
0.41 = 0,50 = - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
0.51 = 0,60 = - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
0.61 = 0,70 2 5=00 1~00 140=-00 - 5200 192-00 251-00 2 3=27  2=28  130-00 - 31=00  161~00 $95-00

0.71 - 0.80 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

0,81 - 0,90 = - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - =
0.91 = 1.00 = - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
1.0 = 1,25 = - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
I S T e e T T T e T

Total 2 5=00 1-00 140~00 - 52-00 192-00 251-00 3 7=22 2-33 280-00 - 196-00 L476=00 2280~00

w‘--‘---“ﬂ-‘--‘.‘--"~-~~--"'.‘---’0'-"n----“-‘--‘-m‘-

W em e W W W W M e G W ae We W e AR ER R W TR W W A R e WR MR W A W e M w m M AN MR A W M ms e mm EE cw W me - W e G W A W W s W me M W WE AE W mE S W W AR aw P
¥
Land reve- 4=01 to 5-00 acres 5=01 to 7=20 acres

scre No.of Culti~ Fallow Tillage Ferti. Other Total Value No.,of Culti~ Fallow Tillsge Ferti., Oxher Totul Velue
gran= vated cost cost cost cost of gran= vated cost cost cost cost of
tees area prod. tees area prod.

Upto 0.20 - - - - - - - - 3 16-15  1-22 25000 = 31300 563-00 393800
0.21 = 0,30 - - - - - - - - 5 27-15 1-00  365-00 - 574=00 93900 L367-00
0.31 = 040 = - - - - - - - 1 7-00  0-20 - 16500 278-00  uUL3=00  3373=00
0.41 = 0,50 = - - - - - - - 2 13-26 = 55=00 =  625-00 680=00  5791-00
0.51 = 0,60 = - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

0.61 = 0,70 - - - - - - - - 2  1lu=07 0=15 350-00 297=-00 970=00 1617-00 41f22-00

0.71 = 0.80 = - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
0.£1 = 0.90 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
0.91 - 1.00 = - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
1.01 = 1.2§% - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
e e e e e e e e e o

Total - - - - - - - - 13 78=23 3=17 1020-00 L462-00 2760=-00 L2L2=00 22291=00

”---“0H--‘*Q‘-Q---_‘-'---ﬂﬂﬂ-"-&.‘-“.Q--“----“-‘--‘ﬂ””ﬂﬁ*‘_“--‘ﬂﬂﬂ-------

Cént do (%] \.w%f
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Table 5,63 (Continued)

Tamd reves T T T T T ol to 1000 meres T T T T T T T T T T T T T T i6e01 ta 15700 acres
T Towof Oniti- Fellow Tillege Fertls Other  Totel  Value  Mowof Calti- Fallow Tillsge Ferti. Other  fotel  Vslue
gran- vated cost cost coat cost of gran~ veated cost cost cost cost of
e .. tees erex . L. pred,  teves &rea _ o _prod.
Upto 0.20 7 50-28  6=23 235-00 - £91-00 1126-00 663300 1 12-30  0~03 180-00 - 219-00 399-00 2066~00
0.21 -~ 0,30 = - - - - - - - L Ll=37 £=18 £50=00 - 911-00 1761-00 &:4,9-00
0e31 = 0,40 & 25-15  11=37 - - 698-00 698-00 6038=00 1 1000  3-00 210~00 180-00  85-00 475-00 2690-00
Ol = 0,50 & 29=30 1=20 150~00 - 512=00 662-00 5171~C0 1 8-37 3=20 200=00 300-00 177-00 677-00 22365-00
0.51 = 0,60 = - - - - - - - 2 20~00 1-25 -  321-00 5u5-00 £66-00 7621-00
0.61 = 0,70 = - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
0,71 =- 0,80 = - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
0.81 - 0,90 =~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
0,91 = 1,00 = = - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
1,01 - 1,25 - - - - - - - - 1 11-30 - - - 320-00 320~00 1725-00
1.26 = 1,50 = - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Total 15 105=33 20~00 385=00 - 2101=00 2uR6~00 17842=00 10  108~14  16=26 1440~-00 BO1~00  2257-00 LL49E-00 24%9516-00

ﬂ--n—-‘nﬂo‘—--nmum-u-nu-u-nﬁuu--‘q--na*-uoun-gomu"»-nnauw-‘--‘-uunn-_-uug-.
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Table 9.7t Out of pocket expenses on cultivation of grantees cultivating only area granted in Darvwhs Tahasil (Principsl act)

Land reve=~ 5=01 to 7-20 scres 7=21 to 1000 zcres
nu‘ per WD G T IR N AN A YR W TR A WD e D YN SIS D W WS A i W A g D W S T R A i A DS e S TR B O A S T R AN D M W R O I G A T W e L e e e A G e i e N s W G W W A T Y W AR R A W W W AN W AR A W G WD e B R S B SS e T SN AP OB W e S W A -
acre No,of Culti= PFzllow Tillage rertis Otber Totel Value No.of <ulii= PFallow Tillsge Ferti. Other Totel Value
gran~ vated cost cost cost cost of gren= vated eost cost cost cost of
tees srea prode. tees erea prod.

Upto 0,20 -- - - - - - - - 2 17-00  3=00 550=00 - 450-00 1000-00  8135=-00
0.21 = 0,30 = - - - - - - - 10 66=00  25-01 1435=-00 = 1455=00 2850=-00 12695-00
0.31 = 0,40 = - - - - - - - 33=02  £=16 375~00 . = 310~00 68500 4313-00
0.kl = 0.50 2 9=C0  2=38 20000 =  102=00 302~00 1803=00 1500 11-00  175=-00 - 758=00 933=00  3823=00
0.51 ~ 0.60 = - - - - - - ~ 7=00  2=10 - - 3H42=00  342-0C0  662=00

oW

0.61 = 0.70 - - - - - - - .- - - - - - - - -
0.71 = 0.80 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
0.81 =~ 0.90 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
0.91 = 1.00 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
1.01 - 1,25 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
l.26 = .50 = - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
| T B 1 R T ] e U | bl i

W S W @ G o W MR M e R W G R W W W ms W AR G G SR ws WS S MR @ P M e an A AR e A e W

Lsnd reve- 10-01 to 1500 acres

acre No,of Culti~ Fallow Tillege Ferti. Other Totusl Value
gran= vated cost cost cost cogt of
tees irea prod.

M W A AR B @ W W s ws TR W W W W W AR AR A TR ap S W A WP GR A WE SR TR WS M A A W R W WS A

Upto 0.20 1 g=00  3-10 250~00 - 128=00 378-00 1400-00
0.21 = 0,30 2 1700  5-19 300-00 -~ 303-CO0 603~00 2820~00
0.31 = 0,40 = - - - - - - -
0.41 - 0,50 = - - - - - - -
0.51 = 0,60 = - - - - - - -
0.61 = 0,70 = - - - - - - -
0.71 = 0.80 - - - - - - - -
0.81 - 0,90 = - - - - - -- -
0,91 - 1,00 = - - - - - - -

1.01 - 1,25 = - - - - - - -
1.26 - 1.50 - - - - - - - -
Total 3 25=00 8=29 550=-00C - 4¥31=-C0 G81-00 4220-00



178

Table 5.8 : Out of pocket expenses on cultivation of gremtees cultivating only area granted in Pused Tshssil (Principsl Act)

Land nevenue 3-01 to k=00 acres =01 to 5«00 acres
DT aeSF® Mool Culti- Fallow Tillage Ferti- geher Total ~ Value of  Nos of Cultd- fallow Tillage Ferti- Other Total  Valus of
gran~- vated cost liser <cost cost produc. gran- vated cost lizser cost cost produc.
tees ares cost tees .---..iott-----.---------
Upto 0.20 3 9-36 =14 6000 - 251-00 31100 3770-00 25 110=20 1230 1240-00 178«00 1129-00 2847=00 17045-00
0.21«0,30 5 17=20 220 320-00 - 54,1-00 861-00 4740=00 42 183=21 23-10 282000 275-00 2777-00 587200 29637=-00
0.31-0.40 3 9-20 2=20 2%0-00 - 13800 428-00 1456-00 11 43-39 9«24 820-00 - 61100 1431=-00 7390-00
0.41=0,50 1 4=00 - 150«00 = =~ 60-00 210<00 808-00 - - - - - - - -
0.51-0,60 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
0.61-0,70 1 2=-13 1-00 100-00 - 30-00 130-00 - - - - - - - - -
0,71-0,80 1 =00 - 150-00 -  118-00 268-00 138000 1 3=20 1-20 200-00 - 75«00 275«00 755«00
0.81=0.90 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
0.91-1.00 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
1.01=1.25 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
1.26=1.50 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Tewl 1k 4709  7-14 1070-00 = 113800 2208-00 12154-00 79 3A1=20 47-04 5080-00 153-00 4892-00 11425-00 51827-00
et s et e ner e e ee e cene ee e e . et E ae mm .. e e mEeEn" m. emmEe . e ® ...t ... e. .- e ===
Land Hevenue 5«01 to 7=20 acres 7-21 to 10=00 acres
Por aore e e is T Fellow Tillege Ferti- Ovher Total ~ Value of  No. of Culti- Fallow Tillage Ferti-  Other Total “Value of
gran- vated ligzer —cost cost produc. grén- vated cost liger cost cost produc.
toos area cost tees | cost )
uUpto 0.20 20 89-18 21=25 1450=00 266=-00 1514=00 3230-00 19218-00 - - - - - - - -
0.21=0,30 30 137-09 35-03 1388-00 e  4156=00 5544~00 26752-00 1 10-00 - 120-00 398-00 221-00 739=-00 2115-00
0.31=0.40 2 9«20 2«20 - - 22000 220«00 990=00 12 82«00 33«00 700-00 799-00 1381-00 2880-00 16458-00
Oul1=0,50 - - - - - - - - 3 27-07 - L64=00 - 383-00 847-00 7780-00
0.51«0,60 - - - - - - - - 1 8-00 1=00 200-00 89-00 162«00 451-00 1639-00
0.61=0.70 1 4=20 1«01  150-00 - 63-00 21300 640-00 - - - - - - - -
0.71-0.80 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
0.81-0.90 1 6-00 - 200=00 - 12200 322-00 1166=00 - - - - - - - -
0.91-1.00 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
1.01=1.25 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
1626=1.50 - - - - o= - - - - = - - - - - -

— - -— - ——
Total ,. 5h 24,627 60«09 3188-00 266-00 6075-00 9529-00 48766~00 17 127-07 34=00 1484~00 1286~00 214700 4L917=-00 27992-00

-.‘-'ﬂﬂ‘-“"-‘--""--“”'”----“‘-'Q“’--"”'”“’Q““*Q-‘-‘--‘-‘--ﬂ-‘--’-“.
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Table 5.9 : Cut of pocket expenses on cultivation of grantees cultivating only area granted in wani Tahasil (Principal Act)

W W s W WP G AR W AR WP M e S WE A W TR e G T AR wes W SR e e - es Ap W S G TP G W A S SR W G AR O WE W e W

Land Revenue 5«01 to 7-20 acres 7-21 to 10-00 acrea
per acre in eecccocccccccmncccnrcnc v e - " e - e e e o 0 S
Rs. No.of Culni- Failow Tiilage Ferti- Other . Total Value of Ho of bulti- Fallow Tillage Fertl- Other Total Value of
gran- vated cost lizer cost cost produc. gran- vated cost liger cost cost  produe.
tees area cost Lees  area cost
Upto 0.20 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
0.21 - 0.30 - - - - - - - - 1 7-20 1-00 300-00 = 114400 W4L-00  3716-00
0.31 - 0.40 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
0.41 - 0.50 - - - - - - - - 1 9-20 0-20 - - 305-00 305-00 284100
0.51 - 0.60 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
0.61 - G.70 - - - - - . - - - - - - - - - - -
0.71 - 0.80 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
0.81 - 0U.90 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
0.91 - 1.00 - - - - - - - - 1 4=00 4-02 200-00 95-00 101-00 396-00 1145-00
1.01 - 1,25 - 5=00 1-00 - - L8-CO \ 4LE-CO 536 - - - - - - - -
1.26 - 1.50 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
T Trotal 1 5200 1-00 = = 48-00 48-00  538-00 3  21-00 5-22 500-00 95-00 1550-00 214,5-00  7702-00

- We ER W Ae SR A AR AP e SR G AR W e e IR AR Gk @R W WY S AR WP OGP G W AR SR W A A IR WD WP W EE WP W A G W T @ W W W W G R G W R G W T W G W W

ia;d-agv;n;e- o 10-01 to 15«00 agres 15-01 to 20-00 acres
Be 0T I oTof Culti- Fallow Tillage Fervio  Other Total ~Valus of Me.of Gulel- Fallew Tillage Fertio Other — Total Value of
grant- vated cost lizer cost - cost produc- gran- vated cost lizer cost cost produc.
ees area cost tees  area cost
Upto 0.20 2 20-03 400 - - 366-00 366-00  2948-00 - - - - - - - | -
0.2% « 0.30 1 11-10 - - - 64400 644L-00 2350-00 - - - - - - - -
0.31 - 0.40 3 27-30 7-17 - 382-C0 708-00 1090-00 5983-00 - - - - - - - -
0.4L1 - 0.50 L 38-06 11=14 - 18000 1174-00 1354-00 10089-00 1 15«00 3«00 - - 266-00 266-00 2166-00
051 = C.60 5 L6-20 12-24 100=00 - 14,3100 153100  8957-00 - - - - - - - -
0.61 - 0.70 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
0.71 - 0.80 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
0.81 - 0.90 1 11-00 4=~00 = 273-00 890-00 1163-00 5380-00 - - - - - - - -
0.91 - 1.00 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
1.01 - 1,25 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
1.26 - 1.50 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
T Crotal | 16 154-29 39-15 100-00 835-00 5213-00 6%48-00 35707-00 1  15-00 3-00 - = 266-00 266-00  2166-00
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Table 5,10 : Out of pocket expenses on cultivation of grantees cultivating only area granted in Kelapur Tahasil (Pringiggl Act)
Land Kove- T T T T T T T T TS we 720 mcres T T T T T T T T a0 v 10200 scres
aore’in 0s. Ho.of Gulti-  Fallow Tillage Ferti-  Other  Total ~ Valus of No.of Culti- Fallow Tillage Ferti- Other Total Value of
gran- vatved cost liger cost cost produc-  gran- vated cost lizer cost cost produc-
tees area cost tion tees area cost tion
Upto 0.20 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
0.21-0.30 2 14.00 1.00 150-0C - 398-00 548-00 3877-00 3 17-20 8-10 - - 554-00 554-00 4105-00
0.31-0.40 1 7-20 - - - - 567-00 567-00 2608-00 6 A9-16 7-12  A75-00 - 1156-00 1631-00 11553-00
0.41-0.50 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
0.51-0.60 - - - - - - - - b 34-02 3-30 - - 1569-00 1569-00 11232-00
0.61-0.70 - - - - - - - - 6 52-28 3-00 - - 266-00 2589-00 2855-00 21572-00
0.71-0.80 - - - - - - - - - - - e - - - -
0.81-0.90 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
0.91-1.00 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
1.01-1.25 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
1.26-1.50 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Total . 3 2120 1-00 150-00 - 965-00 1115-00 6485-00 _ 19 153-2% 22-12 A75-00  266-00 5858-00 6609-00 k8462-00
Land Reve- 10-01 to 15-00 acres T 77777 15001 to 20-00 acres i
acre in ks. No.of Culti. Fallow Tillage Ferti- Other  Total  Valus of No.of Culti- Fallow Tillage Ferti- Other Total TValue of
5::2- zgzzd cost ig::r cost cost gﬁ::ue- gzﬁg- ::z:d cost :g::r cost cost gzgguc-
Upto 0,20 5 58-16 7-35 70-00 179-00 1167-00 1416-00 4398-00 - - - - - - - -
0.21-0.30 1 14-33 - - - 217-00 217-00 3662-00 - - - - - - - -
0.31-G.40 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
0.41-G.50 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
0.51-6.60 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
0.61-0.70 3 33-30 A-12 - - 2076-00 2076-00 9471-00 1 14-14 1-00 - - 692-00 €92-00 5595-00
0.71-0.80 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
0.81-0.90 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
0.91-1.00 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
1.01-1.25 2 19-28 1-21 - 4L0-00 637-00 637-00 4027-00 - - - - - - - -
1.26-1.50 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Total 11 126-27 13-28 70-00 121900 4097-00 4386-00 T21558-00 1 L-ly | 1-00 . - - 692-00  692-00 5595-00
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despite vhatever agricultural implements and dramght cattle
the grantees possessed they vere largely dependent on

the other cultivators to meet the requisite preliminsry
and other tillege, Fertiliser supplies vere available
th?omh the gociety on the crop losn sccount. The tables -
are two way tables considering per scre land revenus and
also the gize of srea irmted- " It will be convenieht to .
look into both these separately and as earlier rather than
¢°1n8 through all the detalls we will clud the per scre
land revenue into three groups snd examine the inputs.
¥hile looking through the size of area cunted wve vill not
econgider the average lend revenue per acre dut look |
through the gversge cost per scre in respect of tillage
and fertiliser input only, The sverage per acre input
cost of tillage and fertilisers by size of area granted
and for grantees under the Revised Act and the FPrincipal
Aot 1s given delov.

Reviged Act:
(Cost in Rs.)

L S B I R e ittt R A N BB B

Yavsts™ Dersha Pusad VWani Kelapur

mal
wer® 3% % B % 8
3-01~4=00 3 ;g % 29 1; gg
oo B o2 B BB ¥
sa 3 omoomoo8 o on

-‘..----u------.-.‘--.--.'------
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Principal Act
e e o a (Caltulio). :
'!n:ata’ Darvha Pusad Vani Xelapur
ma. ‘
Upto 3-00 1; 28 - - - -
2 - - ‘ - - -
3-01~ &~00 1} 36 - 23. - -
2 - - - - -
¥=0l= 5-00 1) = - 13 - -
2) - - 1 - -
§=01= 7+20 1) 1 22 13 - -
2) - 1 - -
7=21=10=00 1) 3 18 12 24 3
2) - 10 g 2
10-01~15~00 1) 13 22 - 1 b
2) 7 - - 5 2
15-01+20=00 1) = - - - -
2)’ - - - -. . -

- & o @O " O B O e 0B R % O S % O DR e S e

(1 = T1llege cost in rupees, 2 = Fertiliser cost in rupees)

Considering both gets of grantees it is very clesr
that the averasge per acre input of fertilisers vas veri
lov for grantees wunder the !frtncipal Acts The mein N
reasons for such low fertiliser input vere two, firstly
a lsrge nunber of these grantees were defaulters and =
quite a fev were not members of the cooperative societies,
Iz s0 far ss the cost of tillage is concerned sll the
grantees under the Revised Aet had not paid in eazh or
kind but at times through humsn labour, Though such
instances were very less $.e. five only, these did exist
and the effective cost to the grantee could be slightly
nore than the contracted amowunt, JIn the five reported
cages the tillege was to be undertsken for a contracted

emount of Re.450 for 820 acres. The tillage included
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preliminary ploughing, harroving, eowing etc. and sny other
bullock fnput if neededs The family members of these five
grantees had to put in adequate labour input on the eon=
tracting cultivators land at the rate of Rse3 per days

The grextees d14 meet the obligation by putting in the
requisite number lsbour days. The goi;xg vage rate’ ﬁr (.
male worker ranged from Rs,3,50 to 4,75 during the sesson "
and since the iabour of the grentees v;. to bo" AvdlAblc
when nesded the grantees must have paid sufficiently .
larger swount dopcndﬁu upon the period wvhen labour was
called for, There is no regularity in the cost of tilluo ’\/
and fertiliser input either, Cotton and hy,jovar were the
oply tvo crops that wainly received any fertilisers. local
Jowar snd other crops vers reported to have received
fertiliser input very sparingly asnd as such vwes not of any
fmportance, The variations in per acre cost of rirtxliaerl
Was on sccount of differing . proportion of areas under
cotton and hybrid jovar \dthin‘ the vaﬂ.% size groups of
land granted but also between the tahasils snd vithin the
tabasil betveen size groupse To what oxtl:mt the s01l as
indicated by averegs land revenue per ascre affected it
would be worth looking into and the same is given overleaf
in three groups as on earlier oeccasions,

- The cost in rupees in the sbove given data refers to.
per acre cost, FPoorer s0ils as deplated by per scre land
revenue have generally lower fertiliser input per ascre,

To ‘vhat extent soil type contributed to such varistions
is dirficult to say. As in ease of aversge fertiliger
cost presented earlier in this case aleo the differences
in area under eotton and hybrid jovar are important,
Since cotton snd jowar vere the only two erops receiving
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Revised Act “,
(Cost in Ras)

S E B RGO e OO OGO GO OGN DS w S

Tehasfl  Upto Rs.0.k0 Rs. 0,410, 80 R840, 811,50
' Tillage Perti. Tillage Ferti, Tillege Fertt.

™" SR e e e CE e ST R0 S DE e e ®

Yavatamal 2% 8 35 30 46 17
Dervha 50 51§ 59 52 62
Pusad 26 31 3N 35 56 9
Vant 20 10 13 3 12
Kelapur 2 i 36 - -
Principal Ack
) ) A(Ooat in Rs.)

Tehasil Upto Rse0.40 K8« 0o%1~0. 80 Re.0,81-1.25 -
Tillage Fertli, Tillsge Ferti. Tillage Ferti.

L B N R R B B W Y B SR R N AR RN R R B AR B BB BN

Tavatsmal 11 2 11 10 - -
Darvha 21 - 12 - - -
Pusad 13 3 26 - 3. -
Wapd 5 6 1 1 10 m
Kelapur ) 1 - 2 - 2

- e e W G G S GBS aE N e e e e e s e

fertiliser irput the differences in srea under each s0il
type snd the size of the ares granted within that soil

type 1s bound to srrcci the aveﬂ;n per acre fertiliger .
eost. As ssid earlier fertiliger cost in respect of
grantees under the Principal Act vas quite low as compared ' -
to grsntees under the Revised Ast snd the poorer or better _
soils do no-t gseen to have made iugh difference, 1t ecan
‘algo be seen that fertiliser input in Darvha tehasil
whether looked at by size of sres granted or by type of

#01l1 1g generally on the higher gide as compared to the
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same in the other tabasils. Only cost in respect of tillsge -
snd fertilisers vas considered upqot(ly becsuse these tvo
sccounted fop anythirg around 67 per cent to 2 per eent
ot" @M:al cost p.or' acre in the ronr'tuhnuh"!gntml, o
Barwha, Pnu@ and Xelapurs The only exception to the above

- wss ¥ani tahasil where both per acre eost of tillage and
fertilicersg was reported the iowest and this together vas
barely 32 per cent of total eost per acres

Tables %.1 to 5.5 end 5.6 to 5,10 along with the bresks

up of cost give totsl cost and the value of total produe~
tion. Total eost and value of production vill-be looked
into the same manner as given above and the per acre aversge
cost and value of production at harvest prices for most crops
snd at sale prices !‘.n(respoet of cotto; ete, comerelal
erops 1s given delow, | |

Revised Act
(Cost and value in Rs.)

n:atv Darvha Pusad Wani Kelspur
ma

B G W e M TG E G G W W ® RS ® BG G o w W :

(Acres)

Upte 300 1) 78 LTSN P 6 109

. 2) 235 198 222 - 284 323

3014900 1) & B3 72 59 66
2) 235 29 I, 235 239

¥=01-5-00 1) 8 122 57 5§
2) 267 193 170 266  A78

S=01=7-20 1) &5 90 e 2 88
2) 290 91 1w 59 355

- W W B G A S B E W WE S S WS S e e S
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Principal Aet
(Cost and production in Rs.)

haadi B BRI NI I I IR I R IR I I I A I

!a;utr Darvhia Pugad Y%anl Kelapur
na

el B IR Y R A B B I I S W Y SR R Y A

(Acres)
Tpto 300 1) 38 - - - -
2) % - - - -
3=01-%=00 1) 63 - W - -
2) 302 - 257 - -
=0l1=5-00 " 1) = - i - -
2 - - 161 - -
5~01-7-20 1) Sk 3 3 w0 52
2) a8 200 198 308 302
7e2110-00 1) 23 b2 39 102 W3
2) 9  2a5 220 367 316
10-01°15-00 1) W2 39 = w35
2) 230 189 - 231~ 170
- 15%01~=20-00 1) = - - 18 48
2) -~ = - - M 390

‘-_._.--‘.-.-."--"‘.--.--"-
)

(1 = Total cost in Rssy 2 = Value of production in Re.)

4

Generally the wost poor shoving in all respect is
reported in Darvha and Pusad tshasils. Particularly,
‘this 1s observable in Darvha tahasil the per acre cost of
cultivation 18 inveriadbly higher snd the resulting pro~
duction lover as compared to other tahasils, The major
cause of such an outcome was comparative failure of
Rybrid jowsr in Darvha tshasil, But this alone could not
bave contributed to the result and thers have to be other
factors responsidle for the outcome. One auéh faetor that:
naturslly occurs in viev is the s0il fertility of the
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granted surplus and total cost and production per acre is
given below according to sversge per acre lan'd revenue in

three groups es earlier,

Reviged Act ,
- o - “ (a“p..')
tah‘dl Upto Ra.0.40 R8.0. 410, 80 Rs.0.81-1.50

Cost Prod, Cast Prod. Cost Prod,

B S w T 5D G N % WO T W R T OGS e e WP e S

Yavatamal 47 188 99 =282 - 9% 24
Darvha 126 183 132 243 m3 LY LY
Pusad 71 155 87 173 90 268
¥eni. 60 .24 61 278 58 23
Kelapur - 66 178 96 378 - -
Principal Aet
- (Rupees)

Tehasil Upto Rs.0.%0 R8.0,41-0, 80 Rs. 0, 81~1.25
' Cost Prod, Cost Prods. Cost Prod.

- S WM B G W WS W W ® WG S S W NS e e

Yavataumal 3 197 51 281 27 147
Darwha 39 208 50 203 - -

Pusad 35 18 Waw e 19%
Wani 5y 280 = 32 220 g0 353
Eelapur ' 31 187 53 355 3 a0k

PUOppE T T BN L B R B R W IR BB R R R BB I

Costs remsining in the scme range in the four tahasils
Yavatemsl, Darvha, Pussd and Kelapur, in the group upto
R3.0,40 per acre land revenue the total production varies.
wvithin a eomparativoly small range, In the next group
the costs vary vithin a small range but the production
varies quite a lot, Looked at by individual tshasils
Wani and Kelspur have a better sghoving than the other



Table 5.11 :

district {Hevised Act)

- am A AR R W wWh A A WP W W W W WS A AR W SR B W W TS am A BB S B SR W SR GBI M MR AP e e W w ah S e e

Gultivated area

Tahasil Sise of holding No. of
acres gran-

tees

1 Yavatamal 4-01 to 5-00 -
5-01 to 7-<0 1

7-21 to 10-00 2

10-01 o 15-00 -

15-01 to 20-00 1

more than 20 acres -

Total b

2 Darwha 4L=01 to 5«00 -
501 to  7=20 -

721 to 10-00 -

1001 to 15-00 1

15-01 to 20-00 -

more than 20 acres -

Total 1

3 wani 4L-01 to 5-00 1
5«01 to 7-20 1

7-21 to 10-00 2

10-01 to 15-00 -

15-01 to 20-00 -

more than 20 acres -

Total &

4 Kelapur 4=01 to 5«00 -
5«01 to 7-20 3

7-21 to 10-00 -

10-01 to 15-00 [

15«01 to 20=0 1

more than 20 acres 2

Total ) 10

Fallow ares

. Owned
. ate.

e

3-00
! 11-00

-39
%15
38-00

lotal Land
Owned  Surplus
etlc. granted
3=00 3=-00
11-00 6-03
13-00 3-00
27-00 12«03
7-0u 3-06
7-00 3-06
1=-00 320
3-04 3-00
10-20 7=15
1=21, 13=35
10=23 Qa5
32«03 15=29
1-21 3-16
38=26 6-19
9533 35-09

90-0L

Surplus
granted

2=00
3-23

1-20

7-03

3-20

7-15

13=35

9-19

13-37
3-16
L=19

31-11

cnsaaeen - Production
Tillage Fertiliszers s'od, man- Total
ure ete. cost
other c¢ost
- - 39-00 39«00 934-00
- - 14,2-00 14,200 4093-00
- - 122-00 122-00 2065-00
- - 303-00 303=-00 7092-00
- - 5500 55-00% 61900
- - 55-00 55-00° 619=00
- L,6-00 4L4,-00 90-00  1123-00
- - 81-00 81-00 1202-00
- 266-00 L2700 693=00 5651-00
- 312-00 552-00 B64L=00" 7976-00
- 314,-00 4,26-00 7L0-00  3807=-00
- 75800 97800 173600 12055-00
- 178-00 261,=00 L42-00 5273-00
- - 620-00 606~00 1226-00 10021-00
187000 2274=00 L WUL~00" 32056-00

6§ned
ete.

3-33

Surplus
granted

1-00
2=20

1-20

5=00

-

0-06

1-32

2=00
3-38

L
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Out of pocket cost of cultivation of grantees cultivating surplus granted and other land owned ete. in Tahasils of Yavatamal

W W M M e W B un W G WP AR R WP WB AR G AR AR ul M A e e

Out of Pocket @ost of Cultivation(is) Value of

" A e G W AR G W B W W TR N W A AR AR W S Wh SR IS MR AR AR AR GF W G WA



Table 5.12 t Out of pocket cost of cultivation of

A}

in Tehesils of Yavatemal district

Size of holding
acres

A A G M N W A A W B W W e g W

1 Yavatamal

2 Pusad

3 wani

& Kelapur

“-‘-n--‘----“"-‘-"‘-“Q‘,"“lﬂ"ﬁﬁﬂﬂh’--ﬂ-‘

&~01 to 5«00

5«01 to 7-20

7-21 to 10=00
1001 to 15-00
1501 to 20-00
More than 20 acres
Total

01 to 5-00

5«01 to 7=-20

7=21 to 1000
10-01 to 15-00
15«01 to 20-00
More then 20 ecres
Total

4~01 to 5-00

5=-01 to 7=20

7=21 to 10«00
10-01 to 15«00
15«01 to 20-00
More them 20 acres
Total
¥~01 to 5=00
5=01 to 7-20

7=-21 to 10-00
10-01 to 15-00
15«01 to 20-00
More than 20 acres
Total

No.of

teos

Total land

D . S A5 00 A S SV BN W

T T -

grentees cultivating surplus granted and other land owned etc.
(Princlggl Act)

M A AR A e W A W ae G T gy o ws W SR WS e W

Cultivated area

rnllov area Out of pockct cost of cultivation (Rs.)

Owned Surplus Owned Surplus Ounod

etec.

12-29
22«10
27-09

69-02
131=-10

13«20
22«13
8-33

kh~26
2=05

30-30
8-16
b7-11

910
9=-10

granted ete.

523
7-10
1900
9526
12719

1300
20-00
10-00

43-00
2«13

19=25
19-19
2709
68-26

12-13
12-13

granted

“-‘---_Q-“"ﬂ‘-‘““ﬁ‘“’

11=14
1704
25-05

63=21
117=04,

1120
19=33
6-33

3706
2-00

=35

26=30

4201

9-00
900

ete.

115
5«06
2=04
5-21
14~06

2-00
2-20
2-00

—

0-10
0-10

360-00

200-00

560-00

225«00
150-00

Surplnl Till‘g. Fcrtiliser
granted

88-00
37200

2347-C0
2807-00

-

266-00

266~-00
88-00

41500
710-00

s38-00
1651-00

D 1 Sy T Sty WD S

Seed,manure Total

etc. other

cost

476-00
1030-00
174400
8563=-00

1181300

231-00

96700

212-00

1410-00
17200

662-00
2638-00
1210-00
4682-00

cost

476-00
147800
2116-00

11110=~00

15180.00"

456=00
1117=-00
478-00

205100

260-00

1077-00
3348-00
1648-00
6333-00

190

“-“--Q---‘“‘----"-‘“’-'--‘-ﬂ’.

Value of
production

- ws W o w W w W

4006~00
18704~00
14028-00

90994-00
127732-00

6571-00
19053-00
10492-00

36116-00
2573-00

9497-00
24559=00
1874-00
38503-00
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implements to undertake the necessary tillage on their own
or through exchange with other cultivatorse Very sparing
use of fertilisers e i{nput to erops is another feature
of these grantees irrespoctive of being under ither of
the Aats. The aversge cost per scre by land revenue per
sore 13 not possible to work out as in ths case of the
grantees cultivating only aurpiu granted, The grantees
in the minfmum cultivated two plots and at times five and -
seven different plots with differing land revenus per acre
snd wnder the eﬁeuatmén 1t {s iwpossidle to pool the
total holding of the grantees under sny single land revenue
per acre group., Again the average total ecost and value of
proguction per aecre ig not worth much in thuo caseg be~
cause of the extremely small miumber of such grantees in
each size holding. The number in most tahesils 1s 80 small
~ that the eversges ecould not be considered representative.
This 1s in regard to varietions in per scre costs and
value of production eand the rnqtorn that quite likely had
some effect on the total eo’l't and the value of pﬁduction
per acre. Our ultimste interests are centered around the
eversge surplus generated \and sceruing to the grantee
family, In this respect the extent of land granted will
be the more important factor end in viev of this Tables
- $,13 and S.1% give the aversge cost, value of production
and surplus over cost by size of holding under the Revised
Act end the Principal Act respectively, The average cost
of cultivation, value of production snd the esurplus over
cost per xinntu iw various size holdings and the tehasils
s the combined result of factors enumerated snd not o
explicitly stated. However 1% would be patently wrong to
eonsider this aversge surplus as average profit and thence

income, This surplus might come nearer the *farm business



Tahasil-> | Yavatmal Darwha Pusad wani Kelapur
Size of Cost Value ef Surplus Eo;t Vaino of Surplus Cost Value of OSurplus Eost Yalue of Surplus Eost Value of Surplus
holding ' produc- produc~ produc- produc- produc-
acres tion tion tion tion tion

ks, ks, Rs, Rs, Rs, Rs. Rs, Rs, Rs. fis, Rs. Rs, Rs, Rs. Rs,
Upto 3-00 211-00 636-00 425-00 357-00 483-00 126-00 245500 445-00  200-00 178-00 789-p0 611-00 293-00 870-00 577-00

3-01 to 4-00 24k-00 680-00 436-00 341-00 749-00 408-00 211-00 Ak26-00 215-00 183-00 722-D0 539-00 200-00 727-00 527-00
4-01 to 5-00 288-00 895-00 <©07-00 407-00 634-00 227-00 195-00 586-00 391-00 288-00 1099-00 811-00 461-00 1985-00 1524-00

5-01 to 7-20 157-00 1015-00 858-00 371-00 405-00 34-00 269-00 665-00 396-00 61-00 176-00 115-00 471-00 1895-00 142400

Table 5,14 : Average per grantee cost of cultivation, value of production and surplus over cost (Prineipal Act )
Tahasil :; ‘ Yavatmal Darwha Pusad wani ‘ Koiapn; ST
Size of Cost Value of Surplus Cost Value ot Surplus Cost Value of Surplus Cost Value of Surplus Cost Value of Surplus
holding ’ produce- produc- produc- produc- produc-
acres ' tion tion xtion tion tion

Rs, Rs. Rs. Rs, Rs. Rs. Rs, Bs, Rs, Rs, Rs. Rs, Rs. Rs, Rs,
3-01 to 4-00 159-00 760-00  601-00 - - - 158-00 868-00  710-00 - - - - - -
4-01 to 5-00 - - - - - - 132-00 694-00  562-00 - - - - - -

5.01 to 7-20 326-00 1715-00 1389-00 151-00 901-00  750-00 176-00 903-00 727-00 48-00 5£3-00 490-00 372-00 2162-00 1790-00
7-21 to 10-00 166-00 1189-00 1023-00 279-00 1411-00 1132-00 289-00 1647-00 1358-00 715-00 2567700 1852-00 348-00 2551-00 2203-00
10-01 to 15-00 450-00 2492-00 2042-00 327-00 1407-00 1080-00 - - - 38400 2232-00 1848-00 399-00 1503-00 1104-00

1501 to 20-00 = = - - - - - - - - 266-00 21@6—00 1900-00 692-00 5595-00 4903-00

. R |

v
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{necome? fop the grentee femily but even that will have to
be eonsidered vith great eireumspections The essentisl
ressons for this sre that while the costs covered in decid~
ing the surplus over cost are limited to out of pocket
expenses sctually peid by the granteese While much hired
labour night not have been employed by the holders upto

5 acres of grented land the sane eannot be said of the
rest of the holdings extending deyond 5 sores and upto 20
aeres, Just because no data on hired labour is available
1t %111 be vronz to srrive at the conclusion that no such
hired labour vas swployed, Faving aside the hired labour
another watter that ecannot be lost gight of 1s the ex-
change lsbour ewployed in cultivation, In fact no datas
on employment is evallsble and for vant of eny recent
study no estimstes are possidble. Farm business income
vill have to be arrived at after deducting the costs which \_~
would include (1) value of hired humen labour, (i1) value
‘of hired bullock labour, (111) velue of owned bullock
lavour, (iv) value of -seed (both farm produced and pur=
chased), (v) value of manures (owned and purenased),

(vi) deprecistion on implements etc.y(vil) land revenue,
cess and taxes etc., (viig) interest paid on erop loan
end (1x) miscellsneous cther expenses, Out of the 1list
of cost items given abdbove VQ,but,h;;l.y a few such as value
of seeds, manures, fertilisers, tillage cxpeﬁsg: eto.

dbut quite s few sre left out snd assume these a wey is
_not propers Despite these limitation the surplus generat-
ed per grentee holding does serve one purpose snd thet is
indicative of the only conclusion that given the proper
managewent and the necessary inputs these lands could
deliver a farm business income and vhether this would be
commensurate vith alternate employment 4n vhich the
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grantee and the other urnirl in the family were previously
engaged {s daifficult to say. Forestalling such a possi= |
bility the Government under the Central Assistance scheme
Proposed the cost subsidy snd that will de looked into in -
the next geetion, N

Before looking into eost sudbsidy it will be in order
to consider the per grantee costy produstion and surplus
over cost of grantees cultiveting granted lsnd along with
owned ate. otherxland. Since the number of such grantees
fs videly aistridbuted by size group of holdings and in
no size group their number is sufficient to be represents~
tive 1t 1 proposed to zivo the averages for the total
sample of such grantees 'nthor than by tahasils as in the
esrlier case, Such a pr;::;:fuould be slightly better xx
rather than discarding these altogciher and the averasges
are as uni below, '

(Rupees)

Holding . Revised Act Prineipal Act
ares
(acres) Cost - Prod, BSurplus.Cost Prode Surplus

V-0l 5500 90 1123 1033 260 2573 2313
§-01= 7-20 172 1188 1016 114 1643 1529
7%21-10-00 209 2436 2227 ' 227 3294 3067
10=01=15-00 %58 2715 2257 505 69  S9Lb
15-01-20-00 282 3669 3387 911 6431 5520

2oco0 ™" 613 5010 W97 168 12385 10701

pepperar e S I B EE BB I B B I A I L B R B B

The above averages suffer from the same deficlencies
as stated earlier gnd thus the surplus generated is not the
income of the family, Considering the surplus reported by
families vith holdings beyond 10 acres it is necessary to
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reconsider whether a landless person from a land holding
family should really need be allotted the surplus land
‘and whether such sllotment, in fact, is in fulfilment

of the purpose of the Acte That most of these allotments
under the relevant sections of the Acts are likely to de
in order %t seems that such allotments are more in keep*
ing vith the letter of the lav uipor than 1ts spirit,

Yol Oroe Assigtance or Current
' ost Subsidy :

The finsneial assistance contemplated under the
'Central Sector Scheme! was limited to 'nev grantees' as
defined earlier in Chapter I, and not to other grantees
who received land grants under the Principsl Act as .
d;flncd in the same chapters The assistance contemplate
ed to grantees under the Revised At 'll’ st the rate of
Rs.250 perhgbkn.loo per acre per season for two geasons..
The Government of Msharashtrs, Revenue snd Forest Dopart~
ment, Resolution No.. ICH*3276/51225/L=7 dated 1lst Hovember
1976 issued inctructioni to coneerned orticui ;-égnrdinx
preeocfuro to be adopted and the extent of subsidy pay=
sble to .neh 'gnnteo, the fnstructions being as below,

*The allottees of gurplus land to vhom erop loan
has setually been granted by primary credit society
should be held eligible to get the erop assistance, The
Gollector should obtain from the Distriot Deputy Registrar
of Cooperative Boelieties villsgevige 1ists of allottees to.
whom crop loan has been senctioned by primary credit
soelety giving nemes, adiresses, extent of land actuslly
allotted and the smount of crop losn actuslly grented

in each case.'
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The asaistance vas to be chanelled tbrough the Disg=
triet Central Cooperative Bank and the village level prie
BArY eredit society, The ﬁayucnt of the sudbgidy was
thus to be equal to the actual losn amount or Re.100 per
scre vhichever was less. Wiat 18 not clesr is the
assistence related to area granted or ares eropped out
of the granted area. Normally this would mean that the
Yerop assistance! is essentially meant for the area cropp=
ed out of the area allotted to a grsntee, Hovever 1t wad
noticed in some eases that the sudsidy paid was generally
related to swount of loen lifted by the grentee and rare”
iy related to the area cropped, The subsidy granted
seoms to have been arrived st on the basia of the area
under crops given in the 'lofnnl Credit Statement® and
' the sctusl amount oi loan lirfod thus the loan amount and
hence the subeidy having no relation with actusl srea
cropped by the grantees. It is certain that the sssistance
contemplated did not mesn an outright grant of Rs.100 per.
-aere to the loanee grantee frregpeetive of the area cropp~
‘cd out of the allotted land. Again, vhiether the assistance
was to be at & flat rate of Rs.100 per acre irrespective
of the loan amount per acre is not clears For instance
a grantee takes & loan of Rs.300 for cultivation of 3
acres of land but agtually cultivated only 2 acres of
1snd8 out of these fundg, would he be entitled to assistance
of Rge300 or ¢ gomething less, As will de seen sub~
sequently that while the sverage subsidy 1s less than the
amount of loan lifted in wost cases, it vas substantially
more than Rs.300 per acre of cropped and cultivated ares. '
Another matter related to psyment of subsidy 1s as to
vhether mere iirtlng of the Joan grented endowvs the
privilege of gotting the subsidy though cultivation by
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the 1oanee grantee 1s not undertaken either by keeping the
land fallow or by leasing it out. While such esses way
be very fev these do occur and it is definitely not the
intention of the erop assistance proposed to endovw an
.iheonu on the grantee for doing mothing, though in the ,‘
final wnalysis such assistance will be endowment of income
on. the grantee by sanctioning cost subsidy st the stie
pulsted rates.
" As sald 1m 5.1 of this chapter the dank through the

societies haa disbursed rundav to 'nev ¢rn§ton' to the
' tune of Rs.21469 laes and Rs.29.77 lacs in the two yesrs
1976=77 and 197778 respectively. The sudsidy received
for adjustment to loanees' accounts for tho‘ two ysars

1s given belovw,

- e e e e e m P G % %% G0 e G B ® DT S® W EE WS

1976=77 ' 1977-78
Tahasil

- Ho.o0f Subdbagidy No.of Subgidy

grantees iy grantees B, v

" Yavataval 133 398623 . 1645 W749NF

" Darvha 121 W15323 1390 452896
Pusad 381 1295%3 373 11362%
wani 795 200859 948 243302
Kelapur . 1852 502089 2335 652595
Total 5576 16467 6689 1937362

Pt L L I B A B B I B B L R A L L

The smount disbursed given in section 5,1 and the
grantees to whom it vas disbursed need not be taken note
‘or. It vas lupaa_oibh to get the area sllotted, cropp=
ed snd the amount djsbhursed to the above given grantees
" who had received subsidy, However a very broad look to

this cen be given on the dasis of the total number of
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grantees and the area grented to. them ending March 1978,
Total grantees, the erca granted to them and the average

area granted to i-eh grantee 13 as given belov,

Tahasil Noe of Ares Aversge area
oo .grmt«. granted per grantee
Yavatamal ‘2001 702528 - . =20
Darvia  1W8 Su56=35 3-31
Pugad 520 189433 3=26

. Vant 1077 3715-36 319
Kelspur 2782 , 9612-21 3-19
Total 7828 2770533 321

D T I R R I NI ar e Ay AP E SO WP

The sverage area pei grantee works out at 321 acres
for the totsl with winor varistions in the respective
tahagils. Om the baasis of this sversge area 1t 1s x;ouiblo :
to utiut; the asssistance by vay of subgidy to grantees
4n the year 1977-78 and the game is as below, ,

_ ‘ (Rupees)

Tehesil : Subsidy ’ Subsidy
granted estimated '

Yovatamal . L7W5LS : 585750
Dervha . 4586 524725
Pusad 113624 124415
wan1 | 243302 329430 -
Kelapur 652595 811412 :
Total ’ 1937362 2375732

---.-..--------.-.-----.---—-

/
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The actual subsidy paid is less then the estimated
amount of subsidy payable if the uhole of the area grant-
4 Vere to be under cultivation. It vill be DOre appro~
priate to take a look at the subsidy payment received by
the sample grantees who cultivated only the land sllotted
snd then srrive st some eonclusion,

bl R B R R R A E T R I I S S W

Tahasil Total ares Area Sudbsidy

granted cropped = granted
Yavatamal L419=14 357=06 22473
Darvha 353-20 263-38 29123
Pusad - 269=12 212-23 17511
¥eni 281-09 259=22 15978
Kelspur h93e22 45823 36010
Total 1816=37  1551-32 121095

- e w ® A % PO b e® e WD S TS P S e @

Considering that the rate of inbudy per acre cropp~
ed a3 Rs.100 the amount of subsidy paid 1s mot in excess
of the prescridbed rate except in Darvha tahasil, rriu
only suggests that payment of sudsidy in at least a fev
cases secxs to have gone sgainst the proposed weasure.
\hile the instructiona ss seen earlier were not clear
the possitility of such a mistake in arriving at the
a.unidy eannot be denied,

‘ The matters regarding uub-idiu deing pald to
grantees Vho left their lands touoy or leased out their
_ 1snds for cash or share rent vas rajsed in Chapter IV
while discussing the reasons for leaving such lands’
fallow or for leasing out thege lands., VWhile such cases
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vere fevw taken tégother these warrant some attention and
‘the detailg gre given below, '

Leaged out‘ Land

Tahasil 1976-77 1977-78
Ho,0f loan Subdsi= . No.of Loan Sudbal~
gran~ &, @y ran~ Kk, 4y

‘_.-._tco- . | N ees

Yavatamal 1 200 210 1 70" 70

¥ani 3 132 720 3 770 930

Kelapur 7 1645  16L4S é 2518 1237

Total 11 3179 2575 10 3358 2217

" Fallow Land
 Tahastl 197677 1977-78
No.of Loan Subsie HNo.of loan - Subsi~
gran= b, &y gran= &, dy.
tees - % tees i,

- ® e GO e G eT B W eSO e S e e D

Yavatamsl & 1787 13§ & 1223 1120

Darvha 21 - 9909 7077 3 o9 658
Pusad 2 s50 ' 325 1 210 210
Wani é 1050 1050 8 840 8\9
Kelapur 17 382 3660 7 2051 1125
Total S0 16978 1347 20 5318 3953

------.‘----’--‘----.--.--"-

As stated in Table k4.7 of Chapter IV 14 znnfou had
leased out their land and out of this'll in the first
yoar 1976=77 snd ;o in 1977-78 managed to get the crop
loan snd the -ub.idy. Besides thi_l inbuidy, whieh in
effect for thess grantees vap nothinfz ‘put income, three

grantees received the eash or share rent and may de they
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were better of than those who cultivated the surplus lend -
granted,

Siuilarly 6% grentess reported keeping the granted
‘1and fallow snd 50 of these in the first yesr 1976=77
and 20 {n the second yeer 1977-78 managed to get the crop
loan and thus were eligible to reecaive subsidies in the
_11ght of the Roulation quoted earlier, and, in fact,
@14 receive the subsidies. In both these cases there
vas no entitlement to receive the subsidies except on
purely technicsl grounds of 1lifting the erop loan a
neecessary condition for being eligible to receive spudbsidy.
In proper perspective this definitely 1s a wrong inter=
pretation of the purpose of such subsidy and the procedure
~suggested, There esn be no doubt that subsidy vas not
"to be a dircct, ineone endowment o‘n the grantee but an
assistance in the initial years rendered by the Govern~
ment in meeting the cost of cultivation und-cfnuelt cul~
tivating the surplus gunted‘vu the necessary eondluogg.
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The Estimate of Farm Business Income

P“Yiou Chapter ¥ has indicated thQ eurplui over
eost and it was stated that this surplus could not "b. '
treated as net tpeouo 6: profit or even farm business in~ .~
coue. The cost included therein referred to only material
inputs and tillage expsnses paid and did not take {nto
consideratfon faetly and hired labour input, bullock
labour input aside from the one.for which cash payment
Vas reported end interest on crop loan, diprechtfon eta,
Ko data on fara labour input is availabdle and it will
have to be estimsted to arrive at a reasonsble estimate
of farm business income, Any data on fars labour input
in Yavatsmal distriet could mot be n'oeui'od snd hence ve
have to utilise labour input data from an adjoining -
district Akola pertsaining to 'Farm Vanagement?! gtudy for
the year 1956=57, Use of such 0ld data after some 24
years 1s no doubt very odd and the results heave to de
looked at with great circumspection, However, this mey
not look so odd as that if ve eonsider two izportant
reasons leading to cholee of the lsbour input data from
Akola districts. Firstly, Poth the districts, Yavatamal
and Axols, essentially belong to eotton=jowvar zone of
the State and have more or less the same cropgtnz pattern
over last 80 many years 5o that major differences in
1abour input per acre are not expected, Area nhdc_r
" food, non=f0od crops in the two districts had fluctuated
within a very small margin and can be seen as given

belov,

202
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{Per cent of grosa cropped scres)

LI R P g Su- i g

ceemn . Akola Yavatampl

Food crops §3.61 t0.50,70  S¥7h to 50,97
Fon=food erops 46431 to 49.29. 4520 to 49,02
Cotton 43,81 to 4084 13435 to 140,93

Ll L I I I . T I I W R P S

The above refers to a period 1956-57 to 1974~75.
The differences in areas sre not of any consequence for
broad scceptance of the labour input data frow Akela
distriets Another matter refers to the matursl resource
endowzent of these districts. It vas stated eecrlier

that the matural resources of the four &istricts of T!J3

Vidarbha (Amareveti, Akols, Ysvatamal and Buldhana) sre’
such that any changes ef wajor fmportance had not taken
place in the egricultural eonditions, For vant of any
major river sgystem development of 1rr1inted sgriculture
has not progressed and in the eircumstances the egri«
cultural produet mix has varied only slightly, 1if at
all, ‘80 that aress under various crops have fluctuated
within a emall margin, Introduetion of hybrid seed may
have bad gome effect but the mew tachnology, which to a
large oxtent is weter dependent, has not brought sdout
sny significent variations in the cropping pattern and.
thence the product mix, During the period some changes
employment in sgrieulture might have occurred but these
'u is .ipgeted vill be of a winimal order so that per
acre labour input data should de very brosdly ecceptsble

even sfter 2 years.

in

" Employment data from other possidle sources eannot

be mesningfully used as these sources whno giving
employment in egriculture, non-uricnlturnl work ete.
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éo not give the distribution by the area of land holdings
1f any. A were wention of working on own faram snd the
humber of days employed on ovn farm will pot be suffi=. -
cient for the purpose. The choice for these reasons
8120 hes to be in favour of Farm Menagement data where
such details are availsble. '

6.1 Estimate of Farm Business Income

As given in !cl;lol he7 and ko8 in Chapter 1V, 551
and 320 grantees under the Revised Act and the Principsl
Aet cultivated land, Despite this it is proposed not to
€9 1n for the estimate of farm business ineome of all
these dut only thoge grantees vho cultivated sreas upto
5 acres and those cultivating betveen 501 to 10 acres.
- This procedure will eover 542 grantees under the Revised
Act and 258 grantees under the Prlncxpnl Act, The average
holding of the 71 grantees, 9 under the Nevised Act and
62 under the Prinefpal Act will almost the same at 15-12
scres and 8¢ such thege grantees cannot be considered as
mainly dependent on v.(c labour either in farm OF nON*
form employment, As Was seon in Chapior II most of the
surplus was distributed to lendless persons under section
27(%) sub~elause (iv) of the Revised Act and gection A27(’5)
sud=clsuses (f). (v1) snd (vii), The gections of the
Ceiling on Holdings Act, 1961, mentioned above with
some veriations in the definition of a flandless persont
under sections 2(17) of both the Revised Act and the
Principsl Act, refer to same set of pergons wvho ere -
mainly dependent on wage labour as their major source
of eerningse '

mc. choice of the two acresge groups, upto 5 acres
und 5=01 to 10 scres, vas decided on the basis of the
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number of wage earners dut of the total earners in the
famlly and also vith reference to Table Ko,A=3+15B~2 A snd
By dlstrivution of female feuily labour in different
holding groups and Table Fo.A3*15B~1A and B, distribution
of male family labour in different eize group of hddinn
88 given in 'Fars Msnagement! study in Akola and

Amaravaty dlstrict in 1956=57. The relevant data is
riproduced below, "

Mele Femtly Labour (Akola) .

LA N A I T R I E S R I I R )

Size of Hours of ewploysent per worker
holding = 2
acres Tara Ex~ Attend= Hire DNon* Total
ehange ing : farm .
cattle work

Q_-.-.-----‘----.-Q-.u-.O---..

Ot 199.3 20,6 2417 6649 1014 1227.9
5=01 to : ' .
10 S01.7 67.7 5985 632.3 68,3 1868.5

10~01 & ’

P N I NN I Sy O A R N IR A

Female Fewily Labour (Akola)

- W W eE W B W W B W R SRR TR ® S E T ®® W e W

Size of . Hours of Bmployment per worker
holding _
scres rar- Ex~ Attend~ Hire HNon= Total
change 1ing farm
ecattle work

P RS . B B N I I B I B BRI B A A R R 4

Oto§ 178.7 2.2 95 530,55 8,00 728.9

FON® L3 358 248 BELS 78.0 1557.%

%2;'«.5« S0 2480.1 11h.7  58h  1658.6 37,3 M3k9.1

..-'-.--—-Q---OQQ0-0QQ--'QQOQC

It is 'qulti clear from the data that cultivators
upto 10 scres of holding vere substantially dependent on
earnings from wage labour, As explained earlier in
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Tespeet of choice of data on ewployment from Akola dis~
triet, 1t 14 assuzed that the conditions of cultivators
ia holding ubup- upto 10 acres may not be any different
snd in viev of this the per acre labour input data will
not be wide of the mark for estimate of Iabo;ar input 4n
!ava;nml district.

In viev of the above similarity of conditions 1t was
deened reasonable to use per acre ladour input data for
estimation purposes in Yavatamal district. Farm Manage*®
ment study referred to above gives the distribdution of
male and female ladbour hours of work in Table Al=6~1A end
Table Al=6=2A and the same 1s reproduoced belov for the two
relevant size groups. ‘

; Distridbution of mele lebour hours of farm work

- . e e e e e B % e RS G e e e

gﬂx of Percentage hours put im by
ng -
acres Family Farm Casual Exchenge Total hours
servant labour per acre
0t § 5lels - 6.1 2.5 ie7
=01 to
;o 58.0 3.9 32,1 . 6.0 135

FPEE EE E B W B I B BN SR SR BB B K B B I BRI B I AR

Distribution of remafle labour hours of farm work

Size of ' Percentage hours put in dy

holding

acres Fanily Casual Exehange Total hours
labour Per acre

-.-.-O-",-'<-‘----.-ﬂ.-ﬁQ.ﬁ-.

0to$ 22,8 77.0 02 168

§-01 to S : - :

{0 28,k 7l 0.2 118

-"--.----‘--."-“—-‘-.--‘--

The above labour input data Jas used to decide the
lebour input of femily labour and hired labour on the
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cultivated area in the two nin groups, Converasion of
labour hours ints labour days was on the basis of &
hour working day and the IAbour days put in by family -
snd waze labour are (ivm belov, '

Revised Aes.
Male - Female
1‘:’:'3 Owned Bired Owned  Hired
Ote5 . 18350 1585 7046 23928
: g-ol to
) 1683 790 615 1551
&ineigal pck
(Acres) Owned Hired Owned Hired
0to$ 5070 W80 1947 6611
5=01 to '
10 11346 5328 Llbh 20458

- e W W W W W B G B ® S SW TS e S Wwew ® o w8

The going wege rate for hired egricultural lavour
ranged betveen Re.3,50 to 5.00 per day for .ule lsbourer
and from Rss2.,50 to 3,50 for female labourer according '
to season of employment, It was therefore decided to
nee?pt the nid-poxnt- of the ranges as the vage payment
per day and sccordingly hired labour was evaluated at
Reehe25 per day for male labour and Rs.3.00 per day for
female labour.

As seen in Chapter II majority of the cultivetors
(grantees) had to pay for the necessary tillage and in
their case the ieout of bullock labour etgs does not need
to be included, Hovever, as will be seen froam Chapter 11l
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Tables 3.16 and 3.17 in respect of implements and Tables
3.20 end 3,21 some of the grantees had implements and
draught eattle for tillage and depreciation on these
needs to be accounted towards cost and the same ia in~
cluded at 20 per cent of value in respect of draught
cattle and at 8 per cent of value for implements, Main~
_tmneo cost of draught sattle and implements was not
availsble and nor vas the income from renting these to
other grantees ete, was reported though they did earn
such income from undertsking tillage for others. It is
assused that such income received and farm grown fodder
vill be sufficient to mweet the maintensnce cost ef
bullocks end implements and this item 19 dropped tro- the
éo;t calculation to arrive at the farm dusiness incowe
in Tables 6.1 and 6.2 relating to grantees under the
Revised Act and the Principal Act respectively,

_ The results are quite elear to ges. V¥ithout sud=
sidy there 1s a loss resulting from cultivation in respect
of grantees, upto 5 acres, under the Revised Act, vhile
gnntﬁtu in the came acreage group under tho' Principal
Act have managed vith & small surplus, The ru‘ultn of
the size holding group § to io acres are quite compar~
able and the small difference of Rs.1M48 per family ‘
may be on aceount of difference in gverage cropped
area which vag 5°16 acres and 6~08 acres under the
Revised Act and the Prineipal Act respectively, Vith

. @ ‘subsidy of Ese355 per grantee, grantees under the
Reviged Act are somevhat better off then the grantees
under the Principal Aet, ’

Concldcrini the results of the grantees in 0-%
scre group it vill be wrth\thuo_ to look into the '
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Zable 6,1 ; Total cost and farm business income of :
fnnt.eu vit.h upto 10 mseres of land holding

Revise
R IR
Ruaber of grautees 515 27
Total area (acres) 1720-34  166-33
Cultivated area (acres) 146739 14614
Fallow (acres) 252.3% 19-19
Cost of tillage 45772 1315
Fertilizers A1562 2978
Seeds manure ete. 39414 LY
Bulleck Depreciation 7265 645
Implement Depreciatien 336 10
Intersst on erop lean 11736 1134

Estimated wage labour gost (Malse) 67380 3358
Estimated wage labour gcost (Female) 71784 4653

Total cost 359611 18142
Yalue of produce 358422 37809
Fara business incone «1189 19667
Subsidy received 113062 9597
Total farm business incone and

subsidy received 111873 2926
Per family fara inconse -2 728
Per farily subsidy received 220 358
Per fomily farm income and

subsidy received 218 1083
Per acre farm business incoms -0.81 134
Per acre subsidy received _ 77 66

Per acre farm business ineome and
subsidy received 76-19 200

L A i I
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Iable 6,2 5 Total cost and farm business income of

rantees upto }o agres of land holding
!:ﬂngiga} Act

Il A R A T R E E T YN IS

__-.Itolu .-‘-Uzt:i-i-io.--
Rumber of grantees 99 159
Total area (acres) A64=00 1195.26
Cultivated area (acres) 405-2h 98626
Fallow (acres) 58.16 209-00
Cost of tillage 6570 10312
Fertilisers 5N 2275
Seeds manures ete. 6470 26605
Bulloek deprecission 3170 69504
Implement depreciasien 255 475
Interest on erop loan 1143 1086

Estimated wage labour cost (Male) 18615 22644
Estimated wage labour work (Female) 19633 31374

Total cost 56387 101778
Yalue of produce 72085 241139
Fara business income 15698 139364
Per fanily farm inceane 159 876

Per acre farm income 39 117

.ﬂ..----'-.----.----.----..'
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sverage return to family labours For the purpose ve san"
not treat male, female and non-adult lsbour separately and
these need to be converted to standard labour mnits as
below,

Male Labour = 1.90

Female Lebour =  0.75

Non=adult = 0,50

As in case of earners in sgriculture the labour
days also need to be converted to standard ladour units
and the a.tui. are given belov of income after asubdsidy,
total employment {n standerd labour days ete.

S GG BN PG W NG T ® GG e e W

Revised Principal
Aet Act

® W% B NRESD GO %S GGG TS D WS B WS W

Farm bunincu' income

wvith gubsidy . &, 111873 15698

Fanily dabour

days male 18350 5070

‘Pandly labour ‘

days %emlo 7046 1947

Total standerd . '

ladour days 23635 6530
ning per .

tendird labons tnit . w73 2.40

P I B K B B G B B AR B B B B R L B B B

In case of grantess under the Revised Act &
standard lsbour unit i.e, a male labourer gets Re.b.73
per dey and as can be seen from the Tadle 6.1 this 1s
polely on account of subeidy. If the surplus distribu-~
tion yields such results the grantees vill be very much
tempted to give up cultivation. If things are ever to
improve better assistance by sgriculture department
slong vith concerted extension efforts vill be neededs
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with the stoppage 0f subsidy the matters may worsen end
the grantees would becowe defsulters and that could be _~
- saffieient reagon for lands beinz leased out or remain=

ing fallov, |

1

6.2 Summary snd Conelusions

_ Distrivution of surplus,  surplug declared under the
Maharashtra Agricultural Lends (Ceiling on Holdings)
Act, 1961, started sometime i 1961~62 but bad not pro=
gressed much for quite coﬁetlme. The waximum allocadle
area under this Act was placed at mot more than one~
sixth of the eeiling ares prescribed in various ?'local
sreas! and this waximum sllocsble ares varied from 11
acres to 23 ucrin in the tlocel sr¢as’s The maximum
allocable area refers to the dry crop lend and wuld be
less according to irrigation facilitles ete. This srea
generally speaking way be considered as sufficient to
weet the normal needs of the family towerds consumption,
investuent in lsnd and mervieing of loans related to
dgricu].tural enterprise. The economies of lsnd certainly
would differ from erea to srea vithin the State and the
districts also snd the ereation of tloeal aress' to
decide the ceiling sres vas quifo in keeping vitﬁ thiao
differences., Towards the end of the ‘aistrivation of
surplus under provisions of the Principal Act there seeuns
to have been a change 33 thet the distribution of
surplus heappens to be much nesrer the provisions under
the Revised Aete The Principal Act vas smended by
Mgharashtra 21 of 1975 and reduced the celling ares to
5% acres of dry land A_llv'over the State and slso pre~
seribed a lover mazisum slloceble area to a grantee at

not more than 3 hectares or 7,50 acres, less than thig
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area being allotted not being prohibited. If the maximum
allocable area under the Prineipal Act vas sufficient for

& faully of five or six persons one fails ta understand

the Crastie reduction in this maximum allocable area

vith the {mplementation of the nw;.&d Acte Further,

vith unifors ceiling eres under the Reviscd Act for .dry

erop land the State Government did avay with the ‘local
areas! vhich tn fact vas in keeping vith the economies

of land in regpective sreas, The Revised Act thus denied
the existence of differences in .tho dry erop land in

various distriets and measured than vith single yard~

stick, This does not effeet the surplus holders but the
grantees of such surplus taken possession of and dh'trt'
buted, One cannot deny the dirrerencoi in getting 7.51

acres in a previous Ylocal areat! where the maximum allo~
cable srea under the Principal Act was 11 acres and some
other grantee getting 7.% acres in a previous tlocal

srea’ vith 2 waximus slloceble area of 2) scres. Such
differencesg naturally adversely affect the grantes re~

. cefving surplus land \zhé}ro the ceiuu} area vas the highest &
under the Principsl Act. In faet, the distridution policy
under the Revised Act aggzravated thege problems rathep
than solve it, That such weximum sllocable area to s
grantee may not be ellotted 1s & éifferent matter, In
changing over the distribdution patte:;n larger number of )
Iandlen‘yeuono»can be allotted land seems to be the
najor gain shile forgetting that this distribution policy
vap svelling thi nunber of already existing smell and -
marginsl farwers. Separate schemes for small and marginal
farmers bave been in operstion in the State and these do
not sees to have wade much headway in improving their

conditionss The provision of subsidy may see these new
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small and marginal farwers through in the first two yiarl
of eultl\_vunon but what will happen after the subsidy has
been stopped would be only. a guelmrk‘ at the ment; The
survey of these allottees would have been more weaningful
after the etoppsge of subsidy. 5uch a step €ould have
given some fdea as to what was happening to such sllotted
lands, |



