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This report isfSecoﬁd in the series of fallow
land surveys., The districts included in the earlier
report were Mehsana and Surendranagar, while X the
- present report'deals with survey of fallow land of
Surat and Bulsar districts of Gujarat gtate,

The work was carried out by the field staff and
Officéré of the statisties section of the Directoéfgf
ggriculture, without whose help this bulletin would
not have been possible,
fhmedsbad-6,

Dt 24-3-1970. G.A,PATEL
. Director of Agriculture,
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REFORT ON SCHEME FOR ASCBRTAININ: THE EXTENT AND CAULEE O
#LLu0W ARELAS IN GUJARAT STATT,gSURAT AND BUIS AR DISTRICTS)
o

- INTRODUGTION:

In order to arrive at the correct classification and
interpretation of the different methods of c¢lassification of
areas followed in various states in country énd for inter-stzte
comparability of these figures a technical committee of
Government of India in 1942 standardised the definitions for
classification of fallow area known as pine way classification.
The committee's recommendations for adoption of uniform
definition for recording area under fallow were implemented by
erst while Bombay State as early as in 1950=51. Later on the
extent of area under fallow and its break up in various
categories were found to be defective and imperiect.Further the
.standing committee of the State Rural Development Board in the
meeting held on 1Qth March;l951 reviewed the question of
extending cultivation to fallow areas in the meeting neld on
loth March,195L and concluded tnat tne extent of rotational
fallow and 1allow due to other reasons be estimated by the
method of random sample survey.

After the formation of Gujarat State along'with other schems
this scheme was also continued and this report pertalné to
Bulsar and Surat districts of Gujarat State.

Object:- The main objects of the scheme were;
&) To obtain reliable estimates of the total area under Irallow

in the district and to classify it under three types viz.
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&) current rallow b)other tfallow and ¢} culturable waste,

3) To sscertain the causes of the land remzining fallow.

reenization;- The survey wes conducted in Bulsar and Surat:
districts under the techaical control of the Lirectorste of
fgriculture, Gujesrat State, in co-operation with the concerned

uvérintending Agriculturzl Officers. The field work of the

tr

arvey was czrried out by the stzff consisting of non-graduate

eazriznlture diploma holder,4zgriculturzl Assistaﬁts,and the
to.frvizion waes carried out by supervisors who were graduates }n
o fauliare,

Coverzge:- The total area under rallow for the whole of Gujard

cr

tete in 1983.6€ is reported to be or the order or 3156800 acres.
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68126 acres i.e, about 2,07% of the total fallow
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z wes reported Irom Bulsar district. In case of Surat distrid
Lne survey was under teben during the year 1364-55 and rallow
eyse reported during 1l954-¢3 in the State was 32,092,100 acres ,
Lt o7 bhis, The total vallow area reported in Surat.district

was 4.384 zeres wnich works out to be 1.29% of the total fallow

€sicn Of the survey:- The csampling design adopted for the

curvey was startified urnistage random sampling with taluke as
T2tl& &nd village a8 the unit or sampling,

A sample of 100 villages in each of the districts under

w
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wzs selected, pllocation or v illages was done in
dirrferent talukas oi the respective districts épproximately in
prosortion to the raliow srea reported with minimum -three
tnlnZes in each teluke., The villsges in each taluke were
selected by simple rendom sampling with equel probability.The

informztion sbout the extent o1 total raliow area in each of the
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Selected villeges was obtalned by way oI complete enumerztion,
Bach kgricultural Assistant was assigned about 33 to 35
Villezes . For this purpose, the area cultivable but not cropped
during the year was recorded by spot inspection atter rough
mezsurement or esch survey number in the selected villages .For
Such survey number, the total.cultiveble area and the area
under rallow as reported by mTalati* was also'recorded from
revenue records. The fallow arez was classified as under:
1) Current rallow:-Land whicn is kept rallow ror the current
year i.e. for one year only. |
2) Other rallow:-Land which is kept rallow for a period of
two'to Iive years and
3) Culturable waste;-Land which is kept fallow for a period
of more than rive years,

For the purpose or correct classification of tallow &rea
and also raciliteting their checking the year-wise information
about tne total fallow area for esch survey number during the
pest rive years was also recorded,,

For ascertaining the causes for the land being kept fallow
in each selected village, a2 sub-sample of 50 survey numbers
under rallow was chosen. The concerned cultivators were
interogzted and reasons for keeping land rallow were recorded,
For this, the survey numbers were classiried on the besis of
depth of soil, soil prorile, and extent of soil erosion into
‘Tour categories, viz. 4,B,C, and D, &s per criteria rollowed in
the waste_land survey conducted by the Department of Agriculture,

The four categories o1r land are defined as under :=-

Category:-A Land wnlch can be btought easily under plough
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wlthout any special soil conservation measures and having slope
not exceeding one percent.
Category-B Land wﬁich requires intensive soil conservation
measures to bring it under cultivation and the slope of which
does not exceed 8 percent,

Category-C_ Land undsr this - class is suitable only for
| afforestation end is not suitable for cultivation. The slope
of this land is more than 8 percent and it is"highly eroded,
Category- The land under shis class 1s away from the forest
and not suitable for cultivation but it is suitable for
vegetation, This type of land can thus be used for sucessful
growing of grass only.

Scrutiny of returns:=- Two scnedules were canvassed under the

survey, Table 'A' of the schedules gives the survey numberwise
area under fallow in each of the selected villages and its
split up into three categories of fallow viz. (i) current
fallow,(ii) other fallow and (iii) culturable waste, It also
gilves the information about the extent of area undes tallow
during the past 5 years, Table 'B' of the schedules furnishes
the informstion zbout the reasons fer keeping the land fallow,
It also provides the classification of the fsllow area into
A;By,Cyx D categories in termsof bringirg it under cultivation
based on utility. | |

The necessary training in recording tne survey number-wise
fallow area in the prescrised schedules irom revenue records
and practical field demonstration was given to the field
staff by the Assistant Statistition stationed at divisional

head quarters,
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The ccrecduler rcecived trom the celected villages were

feritinised by tne gridante ctilicticel fssistents appointed

uncer tae sc.emo. The ¢ uporvicion of the rield work of the

;grizulturel fseiztant was exercised by the graduate Stetistical

fzsistant and Assistant gtatistician. The scrutiny regealed

that the information was generally recorded in accordance with

the instructions,

Method of estimation:-

The information about the total Izllow area as recorded
by1Talati' and as furnished by the Agricultural Assistants was
obtained for each survey number ol the selected villeges of
Bulsar énd Surat districts and the co-rrelation co-erficient
‘between the village-wise tallow area, recorded by 'Talutit end
those based on the inspection by assistants was worked out and
it was found thst tnere is a very hizh positive co-relation
indicating that the ratioc method of estimation will give an
erficient estimate, Thus ratio method or estlmation was employed
for obtsining estimation of total rallow area using the official
fallowrarea as an auxiliary variate. The procedure adopted for
estimation in brief is explained below:-

The ratio ot inspected fallow area and official rallow
area for each stratum was worked out whien is shown in column
No.5 of Statement 1. The estimetes of total area under fallow
presented in Statement L were obtained by multiplying the ratio
in column No.5, by the total of official figure of acreage
under fallow in column No.6 District estimate of the total
tfallow area was obtained by summing of the taluka rigures.-For

estimating variance rollowing formula was used,
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Results of the Survey:= The survey was carried out in all the

talukes of both the districts except Nizar taluka of Surat
district as the féllow area in this taluke is rather negligible.
The viscuscions below pertain to both the distriects,

For giving a compsrative idea of ratio estimate of total
fallow area with that of corresponding official tollow area,

the figures are shown in the rollowing table,

el il el el e e e e el et e el el ek Bt e el Tl Bk B Bk Rl e el el aal - Bl e

Er, : Distriet : Offieial total fallow : Total fallow area
NO. & : area'in the distriet., : estimzted in the
: g s+ district,
la L1 éuiq;‘tn -] o < 066‘1-260‘.5 -] a 7] -] 63642 léo
(1985-€6)
2, Surst 40708 38703,459
(1964 ,65)
A e e L e e e e e e il e hl el el T Tk Sk el Rl 2l T S Sl B Tl LR R el R

During the year 196465 the official total rallow area of
Suret district was 41554 acres. Since Nizar teluks was not
-covered under the gurvey abd area of 846 acres is deducted from
the total orficial tallow area in-the district.

It can be seen trom the above tabie tnat in case of Bulser
Gistrict tne survey estimate of rallow zrea is less by 2484
acres which works out to be 3.76%. Wnile in Surat district,the
survey estimate of rallow area is less by 2005 acres which
works out to be £.93% only. further, the total fallow area
estimated for Bulsar district is 63642 acres with ine sampling
error or 0.7i% on the basis of ratio of area recorded by the
survey statt to that reported by Talatis under rallﬁwu In case
of Surat district, the estimated fallow area is '38703 acres

with sampling error of 4.C3% only_On the.basis of ratio of srea
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recorded by the survey steif to that reported by Telati under
Tallow. It will zlso be seen thet tie oiriecizl 1rallow arca ic
excecs teo the extent or 3.90# in case or Bulsar district.Wnile ;
case of CSurat district, the orfieial rallow area is larger to
the extent of 5.18%, The probable reason tor tnis might be the
vendency cf repeating the same area under rallow without actual
inspection on the spot on the part of primary recording agenciec.

Clrssification of total fallow area:- The estimated tallow area

bt

rerirer claszified into turee categories ror comgarision with

coriericnding ofricial area,
TABLE NO .1,

District Categories of Accordlng to 0irieial fallow
fallow area, survey area as per S GC.H.
Acres % Aeres
Bulsar © ] ] © ) o o ° '3 o a o LT L el el Bl Rink Bl Rl Tl - Tl Sl Tl TRl R}
(1lgs5.86) L.current rellow 1359,975 30.05 414724 22.27
2,0ther rallow  1879.025 36.l¢ 14968 2,83
3, Culturable L752,675 33,76 36434 55,10
yaste
Total:  519i.675 100,00 66186 100,00
bu‘at ' 2 L] o .- o L] ¢
(L964.83) L, Current rallow 680,800 15,3, 10897 26.77
*(Bxcept
Nizar 2, Other tallow 924,200 20,78 19425 47,72
Tzluka
3, Cculturable waste 842,525 63.% 1 ig38a 25,51
Totals  4447.525 100.00 40708 10000
.-O-a-o-o-u‘—u‘o-o-u—a-o-o-d“'Oz'u':o':o:o:o:'o:'o":o:c:o:u:u"‘o‘:n-o-o-0-'6’

The data in Table No.L give a comparative idea of
survey estimstes and tnat of orficial area under railow in Bulsar
gnd Hurst districts, It will be seen thst as pér survey =ctimstes
ztout 33.8% of the ialiow area is under culturable wuste in

Sulsgr district, cyrat district 63.9% of the iullow area is
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under category culturable waste while the officlal #rea reported-

under this categeory is only 25.5%. Thus ofiiclal area under
culturable waste is 38.4% less than that of survey.estimzte,.Such
type of land though available for cultivation but is not
cultivated for more than 5 years cohtinuously for one reason of
the other. Further, it can be seen that in Bulsar district the
ofiicial area reported is 7.8% and 13.6% less 'than gurvey
estimate under current fallow and other fallow respectively.
while in Surat distriect ofricial area reported is more by 26.9%
in csse ol other fallow and by 11,5% in case of current fallow.
Such reporting can be attributed towrong classification.Thus in
Bulsar district the officiai area under current 1allow and other
fallew appears low, while in case of gurat district the orficial
area under other 1rallow and current rallow appears to be
exagzerated,

Clzssification of rallow area sccording fo dirrerent types of

s0il sroups:= Tne estimzted fzllow are obtsined is further

clessiried azccording to different types of soil groups., viz.
#43,C9& Do These groups are the same 2 are used in waste land
survey., ane land under group 'G' %‘'D!' is considered unsuitable
for cultivation being nighly eroded, and having a slope of more
then 8%, This land is suitable for arforestztion and grazing
purpose, While those with gentle slopes with sufficient depth of
50il layers wanich could be brought under cultivation by soil
conservation measuref were grouped under class *'A'&'B', The
Iindings of the survey as ‘rar as soil group-wise Iallow area

is concerned are shown in the Iollowing table,
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TASLE No. 2

-------- L R R e e A I O e L L L T Y

‘District 2 Sojl groups Area under fallow in #cres. ;Percentag

éaigé;o-a-o-o-,-ﬁ-o-u-o»o-ozééaziéé-o-o-q-a-o-o-,no-o-e-ggzgé-o—o
o B  2384,530 45.93
L 673,925 12,98
D 145,775 ' 2,81
Totali- SL91.675 "100.00
Sara? k 998,750 ’ 22 .46
B 1487,400 33,44
¢ 1472.,025 33,10
D " 483,350 11,00
Totelse 4447.525 106,00

O, e Y T SCL e - O

e survey nas revealed thet about 2,.8L% of the total tfallow

b 1)

Tn
area in Bulsar district is classified as 'D' i.e, it can be used
;or grézing purgose, while in Surat dilstrict sueh type of land
-under group*D' is round to be Li% of the total rallow area, Suca
lend is hizhly undulating with thin layer oI soil and is not
suitable Ior cultivetion.in Bulsgr district, about 12.98% or the
Iallow srea 1s Iound to be or soil g roup 'C* i.e, suitable tor
alrforestation in Bulsar district, while it is of the order of
33,4% in fursat district. It is rather surprising that about 38.28%
of tne 1allow arca is under soil group 'A' in Bulsar cdistrict and
22,46% in Suret district, which could be brought under cultivati-
;on without much dirriculties. The reason for such a nigh
.Proportion of area under soil group'A' might be eitaer due to
Izet thet the definition or soil groups does not cover the

L

aspect o5 soil depstn, comprehensively and it is just possible

. wnit 1t mey include lirge proportion of such rallow lznd winich s

less retentive in nature creating un-suitable situation Ior
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cultivation. About 45.93% of the fallow area was classified under
soil group ‘B' in Bulsar district and 33.44% in case of Surat
district, which could be brought under cultivation aiter
~adopting soil conservation measures. This finding is indicative
of the possibility that much head way can be made in the
activity of s0il conservation-measures in both the distriets in
years to come,

Clessification of fallow land into different types of solls apd

dirferent categories of fallow lend:- The classirication shown

in Statement 2 for both the distriets indicate that land
belorgings to *A‘:B'fC'&'D' groups is found under all categories
of rallow land, ‘The land under 'B' group cannot be put under
plough unless necessary soil conservation messures are adopted.
This shows, that zbout 38,38% ol the laﬁd belonging to 'A'group
wss under current taliow in case of Bulsar district and 22.,46%
of total fellow lznd in Surat distriet, The land belonging to
‘b'&'D‘groups in both the disﬁrictsis also tfound to exist under
2ll types o1 rzllow land but most or the land is under culturable
waste,

Causes ot land remaining fellow:;- The reasons for keeping land

rzllow were ascertained by interviewing the cultivators in the

selected villages, These ressons are broadly grouped in

Statement 3.
In Bulsar district the survey revealed that about 0.29% of

the total rallow arez was kept tallow dque to high salinity.Where
2s 73.17% and 3.30% of the fallow land was kept rallow Ior grass
lznd propose aﬁd dua to uneven nzture of land respectively. Out

ol the total rallow area kept ror grass, about 74.2% ol this

aree falls under other railow and culturéble was te, While 28,.8%



=lla
of this area talls under current tallow, fbout 19,2%4 ol the
total fallow due to uneven nsture of land comes under the
categery of culturable waste, while 80.8% or this land falls
under the categories or current and other fallows. II some
suituble technique is available this land can be cons;dered for
reciamaticn. Likewise 3.54% ot fallow which is due to poor
tertility of soll and 0.93% of fallow which is due to so called
river ercsion can also be considered for reclamation, This shows
the possibility of reclamation of waste land in the district,

In case of Surat district it will be seen that 21.04% of
the area is kept fallow due to high salinity. Such type of lamd
falls under culturable waste only., Where a; 62,40% and 5.12% of
ralliow land is' kept fallow Ior grass land propo;e and due to
uneven nature of land respectively, It will be also seen that
Veut of this area kept for grass about 87.6% of ths area ralls
under other fallow and culturable waste. About 6.,2% of the totel
tellow kept rallow due to uneven'nature of land comes under
the category current fallow while 93,8% of this land falls under
estegory culturable weste and other fallow, ‘

The fallow land recorded under survey is further clossified
according to types of soils and reasons lor keeping them fallew,
The details are given in Statement 4., On reviewing Statement 4
in respect of Bulsar district, it can be observed that anout
73.,17% and 1.48% of the total fallow area was found to be
kept Fallow Ior gress and rotational rallow respectively and
tallow lend due to these twe reasons appear in all the lour
classes. Fallow due to grass land appears even undér WAY and

'B' groups of solls. In case of ‘Surat district 62.40% and 7.45 %
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: : fallow
of the rallow area was due to grass and rotational fallow]land

due to these reasons appeared in a;l-four classes, It can be seemn
that about 21,04% of the total fallow area under 'C' & ‘D'
classes is rallow due to saltish nature of land.

Fallow lands and .ownership of land:- On reviewing 8tatement 5

which gives classification according to ownership and type of
land in Bulsar districty it is revealed'tnat about 6.47% of the
total fallow area is under ownership of Governﬁent, out of which
aoout 33.7% was® found under cultu?able waste, The remaining .
93,.5% of the total fallow land is under privat; ownership,Out of
this rallow land 33.7% 'is found to be under culturable wgste,
whereas -in Surat district 24.3% of tﬂe total fallow area is under
ownership of Government. Out of which 99°l%tis;;}bund to be unddr
culturable waste, About 22,63%}93,% and 1999_%., ol the totel
fallbw lard is under private owneééhip,‘panchayat and trust
res:pectively° Even out or privately owned tallow land about
52.6% is found to be under ‘culturable waste. | '

Summary:-  On reviewing th; inférmation collected under the
survey it appears that the oificiél area reported under fallow
land is exaggerated. Further, there seems to be a tendency to
record the same area under tallow every year without actual
inspection, it is also observed that in Bulsar district the
official fallow area is exaggerated to the tune of 3.78% while
this is of the order of 4.93% in case of Surat district,'The
recording of area of dirferent categories (viz, current fallow,
other fallow and culturable waste) &also appears to be “defective
due tTo wrong classification. The tendenecy of classifyihg Iallow

areas under wrong categories i.e, actual area belonging to
one category classified into other category needs some sort of
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In Bulsar distr ct about 0.29% or the total rallow area

is fallow due to saline nature oI soil and can be reclaimed if
suitable techniques are known. About 3,30% of tne total fallow
area is reported to be uneven and kept upnder fallow on that
aécount and can possibly be considered for scil concervation
me&asures. Further asbout 5.47% of the total fsllow area belongs to
Government snd almost the entire area is poor,'ihis~area
classified in culturesble waste and unsuitable for cultivation
While in case of Surat district about 21L.,04% of the fallow area
is kept fsllow due to saline nature or soil znd 7.43% and 3,l6%
or fallow area are found to be fallow due to reasons of
rotationzl fallow and other reasons respectively. Further about
24.3% of the total rsllow area belongs to Government ownership
and almost this entire aree is under culturable waste and is |
unsuitable for cuitivation.Where as 72.63%, 1.9% and 1.09% of the
total rallow srea oelongs to private, panchayat and trust

ownersnip respectively.
LRSS L
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STATEMENT 1

The estimates of fallow area on the ratio of fallow land recorded by Agricultural Assistants and -
Talatis in the sample villages. (Flgures in acres)

haal Bl Tl Bl Rl Bl Bl Rl Bl Rl Bl Tobll Rall Al Ball Teul Bl Tl B Tl Bl Ball ol Bl Saakl Al il Annl Radl Bkl Tl Bl Rl T [ Bl Raall Sl Bl Thad N SU Rl Sl el Sl X 4

District Taluka drea recorded under Ratio Official Estlmaned Stand Percentvage
faliow in sample BRmY area as area, ard standard
villazes _ X per S.C.R. errorr errvor.
Talatls AgrieAssth.

____________ X L X L e o e e e L e e i e —— -

b N 2 _ .- S A B _ & x__ W ___B____C e~ -

Bulsar . ,

(1965<66} Bansda 230,675 213,825 0,9183 3242 2977.,129 282,51 0,49

Bulsar 185,425 162,425 0.8760 3670 2214,9220 148,15 4,61

Chikhalil 147,575 147,425 0.,8290 4014 4008,986 0.75 0,02

Dharampur  4462,600 4256,700 0.9539 42547 40585,533 134,27 0.33

Gandevi - 101,975 101,975 1.0000 1897 1897,000 - =

Navsari 101,200 106,225 l,0497 4719 4953,634 300,14 6,08

Pardi 166,400 165,750 0.9961 3833 . 3818,05L | 50,24 1,32
_____ Umbargaon _ _ 39,675 39.350 _ _._ ,0.,9918 2204 L2185,927 7,33 ~ Qo34

v - - Dotals= _ _ 5 35,525 6191, 675 © T T F0.9551_ 66126 . . - _626‘_1?.21_30_ 453094 B Co7d _ _ _

Surat . =

(1964-65) Bardoli 247,800 246,300 0,9939 2003 1990,782 -16,.72 C.84

Chorasi 1385,350 1371,750 00,9902 4497 4452,929 108,62 2044
Kamrej 66,325 64,225 0.92€83 1le9l 1637,395 37,48 2,29
Mahuva 216,700 212,750 0.98818 2701 2651,842 43,51 1,64
Mandvi 1180350  1135,700 - 069622 9210 8861,8€2 165,33 1,87
Mangrol 509,600 465,425 0.9133 4057 3705.258 248,34 6,73
Oipad 81,300 78,975 0.9714 2280 2214,792 37,83 1.71
Palsana 334500 33,475 0.9993 1026 1025,282 57+37 5, 60
Songadh 546,300 496,680 0.9091 7987 7260,982 187,08 2,58
Vyara 238,975 222,300 0,9595 2636 25290,242 169,74 6,71
Valod 50,050 38,550 07702 676 520,655 25,82 4,98
——— o — Uchhal  _ _ _ 78,300 _ _ 74,435 _ _  0.9529 1944 _ _ 1852,438 59032 3,20 _ _
— e — v o Totals= _ _ _4634,350 _4447,525 ¥ 0,0507 _40708 38703,452 1558119 ® 4.05

M/ 1373/
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TADEMAIT 2.
ciascification of fallow land according to dliferent soil zrou,s (Figures in acres)
District "'%:55;""/&52:;;?%19; T T T T T T T T T Ty T T T iokal | Percentage
of land/f land .
orear T Carrent Taliow o B61.150 £692.700 SB.775 | 7.350 ~  1559.975 30.05
Other fallow 520,250 1042,100 309.425 6. 550 1379,025 36,18
Culturable waste =~ 605,325 748,750 265,725 131,875 1752,675 33,76
T otalt . | 1087.425 2284.550 672,025 145,775 5191.675 -
bereentage ro st as.53 | izees o g.sl o T 100.00
Surat Gurrent Tallow o 456.7C0 155.450  53.175 13,475 680.800 1831
Other fallow 282.600 460.500 114,950 66.150 924,200 20,78
Culturable waste - 287.,45C 871,450 1303,200 = 409,725 2842,525 = 63, él
T otaie 993,750 1487.400 1472.085  ase.350 . aas7ises | LT
"Percentage s. . 22.46 53,44 33,10 . 1l.00 . =TT 100000
L. This class of land does nof require any Special Soil conservation praciieces to bring. them unde

vractices to bring them under
cultlvation. Slopeof such land should not be exceeding one percent.

Be This elzss of land requires intensive soil conservation measures to brina i1t under cultivatione
Slopecf such land should not be exceeding 8 percente.

Ce This class of land is near the forest and not suitable for cultivation. Slope is more than

8 percent and highly eroded. This land is suitable only for afforestation,

D. This class of land is away from the fo
suitable for vegetation.

M/ 13/

rest and not suitable for cultivation, but it 1s
These land can give good yield of zrass onlye



STATEMENT 3_

Classification of ,fallow land according to reasons and different categories,(Figures in mres)

6;;;;;;;0—0 °T§;; af. o e .‘i-. [ Thash -] ;20 L iso *™ s 340 Aé 0‘&60 A% e™a ABD o™ io;ai &é}ce-.
land ea _ , ) ] ntage
S0CIiS »
Eerear  TCurrent Tallow S599.750 39.450 S1.000  6.825 70.950 309250 S1.275 401475 1556055 B0. 00
Other fallow 14500950 98.775 10,000 19.425 56,700 25.650 = 217.525 1879.025 36,19
Culturable waste 1367.975 32,875 5,975 22,075 66,325 12,300 18,025 239,125 1752,675 33,76
Totalse 3708,675 171,100 14.075 48,325 183,075 77.200 20.300 858.125 5101.675 e
o™e™aTmo™o™ ™0 "e“o—-- bl Rl Bl Bl Rl Bl - Rl Rl Bl Rl Rl Lol Bl Bl Rl Rl R R Bl Rl Rl Rl Tl Bl Bl Rl Rl Ll - 2
Percentage s 73.17  3.30 0429 0,93 3,58 1.48 0,76 16,53 = - 100. 00
Surat Current .fallow 243,725 8,825 = 17,050 3,175 216,775 21,875 €9.575 680,800 15,31
Other fallow 727,500 46,025 = 1,925 17,650 105,800 2.750 22.550 924,200 20,78
Culturable waste 1704175 84,050 985,950 19,500 34,525 8.825 6,050 48,550 2842,525 62,91
Total t=  2775,400 138,700 935,950 38,475 -55,350 331,200 813575 140,075 44470525 =
Percentage s= = 62:40 2,12° 21,04 0,87  1.25 - 7.45 - 071 . 3.16 = 100,00

o—.—c—o—o-.—o-t-.-o-u“o“.-.-a-o-o-u-o-o-o-o-o-o-a'--o-o-o-o-o-e-o-o---o-o-o-o-o-o-oWo‘a-o-o—o-o-o—o-o"o
No.Bs Al= Land kept fallow for grasse

A2= Uneven condition of the lande

43= Saltish nature of lande

A4= Brosion of land due to, river,

AS= Poor fertility of soile ,

A&= Rotational fallow kept by cultivators,

A7 Poverty of cultivatorse.

Ag8="0ther reasons for keeping land fallow.
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rinenification of fallow land according to reasons and differcnyt ecizenses of land ,
' (Fizarsa in aceres)
"'sva".-“‘o"c"c-'a"e-‘l:"f‘"«-"c."'."c"'c-"co"c-u"‘-:"o“‘::-'r"ﬁ""c"'t"'e"u"'ﬂ“t\":"U"ﬂ" - "-“"n"o""u-o"n-“o"‘o"o""r."'c—r"a"'r.'-'.a‘__"-“_;‘
Da stract Clagsifi jlea Al AZ A3 A4 A5 AG AY A8 Total Porcancuze
-edlmmzﬂmme - - Shia
reseer AT T T1a900i00™ 100200 - 3, 150 4.B05 36,450 21.500 401e500 1987.425 2500
' B 1662,150 47,150 12.275 27,050 86,050 370950 = 211,225 2384,550 45.23
C 343,600 102,275 25000 8,925 56,650 . 17.800 l42.675 7G.925 12,093
D 2.825 11,475 e 9,200 16,750 2 -800_~ 102,725 . 145.775 _ 2.83_
FoTEL T 2708, 675 171,100 ~ 14,075 48,725 183,975 77.200 BY.300 856,125 5191 .875
Percentase ge 72.17 3,30  0.29 0,53 3,54 148 0,76 16°53 - 100,00
PR R gDy AW gm G am g™ g o R e oM a e ™™o L Rl B VIl Rl Rl Y (g g, R e, wg T A L e e L]
Surat A €ol, 525 *0125 o 12 5 l8,17v ??50900 28,200 61 400 9989750 22.46
B 1347,.325 18,275 = 11, 825 8,625 432,625 0,375 SSQQ 50 1487,400 33,14
c¢ 276,250 103,775 9900050 13,725 1499?5 9,025 3. 000 20¢526 14?40025 33.10
D 449, €00 14,525 5.200 0500 13,575 2,850 - 2,400 489,550 11.00
c\mompomo=oma g T oo WMo oM™ s g =™ QiEmpgEmgMmg Mg gmgig ™ 0T T oM O Oom O™ oo 0™ o™ o™ T
Totalcm27?5e¢00 108 700 035 950 38 475 55,350 331 400 31 575 140,675 44479525 -
------ ememems—gmoimo=o=o®amgWwomo 0T e o moTOMOm oWy ML O T MO Y T TN e MmO~y ™ g mp my g IR
Psrcentageg=62.-,4o 2,12 21,04 0.87 1,25 7,45 0.71 3.16 - 100,00
NoB. "2l Land kept fallow for grasse TOtTTTIsTmETemememRmemememammTeTemameTeTEE

A2 TUneven condition of the land.

13 Saltisn nature of the land.

A4 EBresion of lard due to river.

A5 Poor fertility of soill.

&6 TRotational fallow kept by cultivators.
A7 Poverty of cultivators.

A2 Other reasons for keeping land fallow.

M/13/3/



STATRMENT 5 o

3

Ciassification of fallow landaecording to onwership & class‘ of 1£nd (Figures in acres)

EE;t;ict &1ass of %néréo °Goverﬁment o Efivate Panchayat Trus% Tot¢1 Perceltége
land.
.—.—.-o—n'—o—e-t- E Pl el Lk bk Rk 2k ok T ol 1k Rk Rl 2k Ral ek Radl 2l Tk i a2k adl kil Radl Rl Rl ol Lol Rl Tl Lol Lol S Ll Ll SR T I L I Y

Bulsax Current faliow 67,300 1492,675 o - 1550,275 30,086
Other fallow 155,500 1723, 525 - - 1879,025 36,19
Culturable waste 133,050 1€39,625 - - 1752,675 33,76

LA IR Lo F Rl Rl Rod Rl Al Rl Rl af Bl Rl 2l Rl Bl Rl el Bl Toull Sl Sl Rk Bl it 2l Rl Taull B L2 Bl Al Al Bl Badl Bokl Beadt Rl ool Rl Bl Ak Rl Rl ol Rl Bk Bl L]
) Totaltm 335,850 1855.825 = - - 5191.675 = ‘
STt percentage ;. - " 6.47 93.53 = = - -~ " 7 100000

Surat Carrent fallow - 666,300 14,325 0.175 680.800 15,21
Other fallow 9,575 864,375 50.250 - 924,200 20,78
Culturable waste 1071.550 - 1629,.325 23.400 48,250 2842,525 63,91

-] [ Bl ol -] TOtai 2- - -3 * - L] 1081 125 (-] o :.321030: 00000 L] 08.7 9?% . o a8°;§5° L] 070 5%5. 0_. L] -* ."'ol
L ] [ ] - Percentage ] :_ [} -] zao 031. L] - L] o '072: eé [ ] [ ] [ ] i.57' .. L J .1: 009 L. .-.""ﬂ -] L2 01.00:06 L ] -]
P R d Bl Bl Rl Rl Lol Radl Rl Lol Tl B N Rl N Lol Bl el Sall Tl Sl Bl Rl Lol Bl ol Ll Rl Rl o Rl Rl Tl B Rl Ll Ll Lo R R gl R dl RNl R B Bl Rl Rl S TR )
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APPENDIX A

Scheme for ascertaining the extent and cadses of fallow areas in Gujarat State.

TABLE_A _ .
District Taluka Circle Village
e el e et el el Ll ha lad Bl Bl Rl Rl R Rl Rl Rl Rl Rl Bl Sl - Bl B - Bl el Bk Rl Bl- Al el Bl Sl BBt Bl A 0 amompomymymamomgm = gmE ™0
Name of Agricultural Assistant N ) Date of visit:-
Head quartero Ueographical area of the wvillage Acre Guntha
_cultivable area of the wvillage: . )
P T Xt el Tk ek Rl el ol Bl Sl Tk Rl Rl Rl Rall Joak- Bl ‘Rl Sl Rl il Rul ol Bl ol Tl Thanll Tl B Sl A Rk Rl Bk Bl —eT OO e O™ AT O oy D g R yY T 0O
Sr. survey Name of Details of area of survey number and pot-hlssa number mentioned in
No e number Knatedar. column No.2
and pot-hissa Qlassiflcation of fallow area of current year
number. Total Cultiva Fallow Current Other fallow Culturable
area ~ble area land as fallow (For two to waste or
AeGo 1.Ge . per VII (For one” three years) Permanent fallew
XII-Village year) (More than five
, record, AGo A.Go years).
AoGo ! ' AoGo
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 0
.—o-.—.-'-a-".—n"o"."Q"'o"l-o-o"'o"'o"o""0"-'0"."."0-0"'0-0"-"0".—e"'.—0-.-.-0“--0-.-.-‘0""0"."'9""'0"'o-o-o—o-.-o-.

5 - -c-'—.-ono-n-o-.ﬂonuncn.‘o-.-.—°_°_o—.-.I.o-.-g-.‘o—-— o g g =
Fallow area

o2 Details of areas of survey number and pot hissa numﬁéi'éénEiSﬁ;&'iﬁ ;Sioﬁo:é-e-._._onomg-
as per sp or -
inSpection S o= e o mom s o gm0 momo momo e mp—p -'--o-e-SF-:o—oE}:linE?'s-oE-f{--‘:f-yfafsz ----- - '
AoGo Beofre Before Before Before Before . ﬁeﬁa;ks ThTrTTeTee
one year twu years three years four years, five years
A.G, AeGo A.G. A.G, A.G.
10 . _ 11 12 13 14 15 16
e~ o™ o= a=e=o" ¢ o-c-t-o-o---o-o-o—u-o—o-o--ﬂn"'n-o-o-o—--n--"a"'o"'o-o"--o—o—.—o-o-.-o-"o"o-o—-""0"o"n"'o-o-o-a
Dates=-
W/ 1573/ - Signature

1gricultural Assistant.



" APPENDIX A_

Scheme for ascertaining $he extent and causes of fallow areas in Gujarat State.

Reasons for fallow land in the selected survey and pot-hissa numbers,

TABLE B
District Taluka " Circle:- Villages-
o™es™ s o™ o™ e il ik el Tk ek i el S [l Bl Rl Bl Rl R Rl Tt Bl Bl Bl el Sl Tl Bl Tl Rl R Rl R L Badl Baull Sl Bl Bl Tl Badl Bl 2ol Bt Bad Bk
Name of Acricultunﬂygsqlqtant Date of Yjsit
Head quarters:- . _
é;: osar;ei'ﬂo: ) Culti%able Name of 'ﬂDetails of area-of surve§ numbers and poi-hissa ﬁuﬁbers °
No. & pot~higsa areag Khatedar. mentioned in column No.2.
lNoe ' _ Fallow Pallow - Current Other Galturabie
‘ ’ . area as area as fallow. fallow. waste or
: " - per Talatlis per spot Permanent
record. inspection. . fallowe.
1 2 3 4 5 ’ 6 7 9
[Sadiled Sad Rk Rl Rl Sl Ranl- Tl Sesll Sk Aokt Akl Sl Daall Sl Ball el 20t Pk Bl Rt Josit Sl St 2k St Sl Rod Bl el Renll -l Lol 2t 2t Al Rl Bl Bk Rl Rl Rald Roull Bl Todl Sl Rl bk ]

c1assification of Fallow area of smurvey numbers and pot-hissa _ numbers s mentionad in 001°N002

A~Class B-Class C=Class . _ D=Class . Remarks
10 . 11 _ ' 12 L 13 14 _
Signatura:

M/13/3/ Agricultura;ﬁ.ks sistant e
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