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I r u v e l i p a t t u  i s  a  vil1,age i n  t h e  South krco t  d i s t r i c t  of T a m i l  

Nad~ .  It i s  s i t u a t e d  between t h e  P e n m r  River,  ivhich runs  nor th  of i t  

about a  n i l c  ax~d a h a l f  away, end a branch of t h e  same r i v e r  f lowing 

by the  s i d e  of i t  i n  t h e  south.  Some imagi,native min? i n  t h e  obscure 

pagt  s a w  t h e s e  t w o  r i v e r s  as two fences ,  i r u  v e l i ,  p ro t ec t ing  and . 
c u t t i n g  off t he  x<llage from 'die world beycnd, and so i t  came t o  be 

c a l l e d  i r u v e l i p a t t u ,  the  name by whlch i t  hIPs come t o  be knovrn ever  

s ince .  

Tnis w a s  t h e  v i l l a g e  t h a t  Profeseor  G i l b e r t  S l a t e r  chose t o  

v i s i t  f i r s t ,  i n  February 1916, noon a f t e r  he took charge of the new 
, 

Department of Eoonomics of t h e  Univers i ty  of 1Q.dras. The v i s i t  ha6 an 

ob jec t ive  and it, w a s  s i n p l e  i r  conception.  H e  ~ r r n t e d  s i x d e n t s  c l  

n ~ c o r o m i c s  ir t h o  u n i v e r s i t y  t o  look upon t h e  subjec t ,  not  a s  "a s e r i e s  

of u n i n t e l l i g i b l e  %eor i e s  t o  b s  l e a r n t  p a r r o t  f a s h i o n  from I I a r shs l l l s  

Pr'-noipl.isl' &:: t!?.;~ w ?rc. i i l c l lned  to, but a.9 p&p jrh'hjcb hjjd "afi j $3 - 
c e n t r a l  ob j ec t  of s t -  t h e  causes of ~ a n i  rerneeies f o r  I ~ t i a n  yovert;y". 

This ,  ne -be l ievsd ,  could b2 ach'ieved if the.  a t t o n t i o n  o f  s.ix;u.lents 

coulrl be  d i r ec t ed  towards t h e  study of p a r t i c u l a r  v i l l a g e s .  To decide 

what qyes t ions  t o  focus  a t t e n t i o n  on i n  5uch s~uc?ies, r r o f s s s o r  Slet;tlr 

f e l t  t h e  need t o  .risit a f e s  v i l l a g z s  G - a s e l f ,  and. ~ ' m v e l i ~ a t t u  em22 

h i s  way only because one o f  h i s  s t ~ ~ ? ~ e n t s  was a ua t ive  of t'ni:: v:i.llage. 

m ihougt  the  s e l e c t i o n  of  I m v e l i p a t t u  was no r o r 2  ranrlcr; t l im  cf 

t:?= s tuden t s  a s soc i a t ed  ~cit11 i '?ofessor S l n t e r ' s  g ro j ec  k, i J c  .was evi4on~; lg  

Y 
Thi-, i s  t h e  f irst  +riniBt sf E1s S i x t i e t h  hli~rers:~.qr Cor:t~e!;;o:r~:~,~;iar, 
Lecture of t h e  Depa rk~en t  of Zc~nomics,  Unicars i  kJr of  ?is~r:rao, t:? I,? 
de l ivered  a t  Madras on !Toy.rember E;, 1'176. 



a s  good a choice as one could have made f o r  a study of t he  kind visua- 

l ized.  Some of h i s  observations about the  vi l lage  a t  the time are  of 

relevance even now. 

For instanc'e, Professor S la te r  noted t h a t  about 400 acres  of 

the 656 acres of cul t ivated land i n  the v i l l age  was owned by one m a n  

(who had a l so  another 200 acres i n  actjoining vi l lages) .  Half of t h i s  

land i n  the  v i l l age  was d i r ec t l y  cul t ivated drawing on the  labour of 

40 "padiyals" (i .e.  bonded labourers who had f a l l e n  i n t o  hereditary 

dependance on hin through debt), and the  res t ,  about\ 200 acres, leased 

out to  tenants who were reported t o  be generally small holders cu l t i -  

vating the  land with t h e i r  own labour. A padiyal was i n  e f f ec t  a serf 

and was generally required to  work from dawn t o  dusk; but  he enjoyed 

one important privi lege,  namely the r i gh t  t o  receive from h i s  master' 

a  regular amount of paddy (or other &!rain) a l l  the year round, whether 

o r  not he was f i l l y  enployed. This guaranteed wage, t i ed  t o  what 

could perhaps be described a s  ra ther  over - f i l l  employment, was i n  i t s e l f  

quite meagre: i t  was jus t  over 1 kg of paddy per day, a  quantity which, 

as  Professor S la te r  observed, a  m a n  would be "probably able and wi l l ing 

t o  ea t  himself without ass is tance from h i s  wife and family", i n  fac t  ahout 

the same a s  the  prevai'ling ra t ion  a t  t he  time f o r  a prisoner doing 

hard labour i n  j a i l .  However, a  tenant cul t ivator ,  who lived on one 

acre of leased-in land, could not  have been very much be t t e r  off ,  since 

the average y ie ld  of wet land was probably not more than about 900 kgs 

of paddy per acre and even the  f ixed ren t s  payable i n  money (which were 

gsnerally lower than the  share rents  payable i n  kind) seem t o  have been 

equal i n  value t o  over 350 kgs of  paddy per acre. Compared t o  the 

residual  income of about 550 kgs of paddy fromsuch a small tencant 



holding,.  the annual guaranteed wage of a padi.al  a t  t h e  t ime - a l i t t l e  

over 410 kg8 of paddy - ~ioloesnot sppear excessLvely low. 

The infe rences  thRt  P ro fe s so r  ' S l a t e r  himself drew from h i s  

observations i n  I r u v e l i p a t t u  a r e  i n t e r e s t i n g .  EngliEi2 a rab le  land,  

he noted f o r  i n s t ance ,  would bea r  a crop o f  whest only once i n  foud 

years ,  whi le  paddy ,land i n  t h e  Carna t ic  r s g i o n  o f  Sou+& I n d i a  could 

produce one, two and son:etimas t h r e e  c r e s  o f  r i c e  a yea r  (no t  t o  

mention o ther  p r o f i t a b l e  crops) .  Nevertheless,  h e  po in ted  out, " the  

Indian worker earns  very iorv. wages,' has c very low standard of expendi- 

t u r e ,  and a t t a i n s  a very  low l e v e l  of e f f i c i e n c y ,  and these  t h r e e  

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  of  Indian l i f e a r o  s o  inter-connected,  t h a t  ii; i ,s  

i n p o s s i b l e  t o  say ?hi& i x  -cause r a t h e r  than e f fgc t .  Ind ian  e.?plo:r:?r~i 

do not  be l i eva  I n  t he  Xconomy of. High Wegas; and as y e t  only i 'nint 

b'eginnings of t r a d e  unionism s r e . t s  b e  foand mong Iw2ian manual 

workers". The obvious imp l i ca t ion  of t h i s  o b x r v r ~ . t i c n  -me th~-.F tl?,.. 

weall barga in ing  Tlovor o f  L ~ n b o a ~  KB$,.i3.pr.rt responsible: f0.z t h e  

ineff ic i -en* u s e  o? t h e  ~.vrLlzb&.e la~.il+ 

Twenty gear:: 1ilt::r In~vel ipz ' i=k~ .resei.vori zcsdem5.c a " r t . t i o n  UTLC!~:;. 

-I,7 .:,dn wheh' i t  was dec ide2  t o  rosurvsg t!;c<.villages ci.n~csti:::atnd L'r 

Pxoi"essqF S i a t e r  - I I ~  h.jis stiihfits. Tha m.sLry~:-; ~1'5i:led b:' I1:.of ztlsny 

P . J. Thorns and e c0113am 3.e i n  tE.e ~euar . tne .a t  o f  :Eco;::el;Lice, wiis  go.no:vha% 

nore  ;sdrsE.egatic and cietoiLed, md. p&ov?: dzd edd i t i on -d  iufom.akion ' on 

c e r t a i n  mat te rs  t;lat hzd been only b r i e f l y  touchid u ~ o n  rtr:liex.. 
e n d  1955, 

In. m e  two d e c n l ~ ~ s  br.trgecn 1 Sil6.L sc.vezzl chr?n<sc: h.;& tdcen r.l.nce. 

p o p u l ~ Q ~ e n  cf I r ava l ipa t tu -  had s l i g h t l y  d6c;iilc.;.:. by aborit ?'!Is pdr 

. FolloicL3.. C;lo Gra~?t . l j sprosa ion  of :  t i ie--!t31rtien,  t h e  -;;rice o f  

i!s?.c:r ha3 fall&? 'to 2;arLy one-ba2f of  w:ic~t i i j u se f i  t c ' b n .  Apparently 



i n  response t o  t hese  developments, b u t  perhaps a l s o  i n  p a r t  due t o  

shor tage  of water, t h e r e  was some dec l rne  i n  t he  a r e a  c u l t i v a t e d  i n  

t h e  v i l l age ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  o f  paddy laud  t h a t  was being e a r l i e r  doubls- 

cropped. The gross  a r e a  sown wi th  paddy ( i .e .  inc lud ing  t h o  - w a o  d m . * k l e -  

cropped) w a s  r epo r t ed  t o  have f a l l e n  by nea r ly  one-fourth 

1920-21 and 1935-36, and t h e  g ros s  a r e a  sown with other c r  

two-f i f ths .  The t o t a l  ou tput ,  employment and income i n  t h  

must have therefore  dec l ined  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  during t h e  per iod.  

There i s  however no way of determining how p r e c i s e l y  t h e  i n c i -  

dence of such d e c l i n e  was d i s t r i b u t e d  wi;thin t he  v i l l a g e  soc i e ty .  We 

can ga the r  from the  resurvey t h a t  wel l  over a  h a l f ,  i n  f a c t  nea r ly  

t h ree - f i f t h ,  of t h e  n e t  c u l t i v a t e d  a r e a  i n  t h e  v i l l a g e  was under  tenancy 

i n  1936; and t h a t  t h e  r e n t  on such l a n d  was i n  t h e  mnge of 310 t o  490 

kgs p e r  ac re  (depending on t h e  f e r t i l i t y  o f  t h e  l and  and on whether 

the  r e n t  payable was on a f i x e d  o r  share-cropping b a s i s ) .  Tenants whose 

r e n t s  were f i x e d  i n  terms of money were probably a f f l c t o d  very adversely.  

There appears  t o  have been a l s o  some a e t e r i o r a t i o n  i n  t h o  terms and 

condi t ions  of  work of t h e  padiya ls ,  b u t ,  a p a r t  from seasona l  migrntion 

t o  ad jacent  regions,  no a g r i c u l t u r a l  l aboure r s  a r e  repor ted  t o  have l e f t  

t h e  v i l l a g e  permanently. We a r e  a l t o g a t h e r  i n  t h e  dark about  t h e  f a t e  

of t h e  l and lo rd  who had 400 a c r e s  of  l a n d  i n  t h e  v i l l a g c ' i n  1916, ae  t h e r e  

i s  no re fe rence  a t  a l l  t o  him i n  t he  s tudy.  

Such l o s s  o f  a  promising t r a i l  o f  enqui ry  i s  indeed f r u s t r a t i n g  

but ,  thankc- t o  a  f o r t u i t o u s  circumstance, some of  t h e  th reads  can be 

picked up aga in  f o r  a l a t e r  period.  The two surveys conducted i n  1916 

and 1936 had s t imu la t ed  enough i n t e r e s t  f o r  a  s cho la r  from t h e  Agricul- 

turel Economics Research I n s t i t u t e  a t  OxEord, Miss Margaret Hasurell, 

t o  undertake s t i l l  another  i n v e s t i g a t i o n  of  I r d v e l i p n t t u  i n  1961. 'Phough 



the published f indings of Miss Haswell are much too fragmentary, and 

no study of the v i l l a g e  saems t o  have been attempted s ince  then, they 

help t o  f i l l  a  few s ign i f i c an t  gaps i n  ou r  knowledge, more pa r t i cu la r ly  

of  i t s  fortunes a f t e r  India won p o l i t i c a l  independence and embarked 

on planned programmes of development. 

The f i r s t  decade of planned development brought I ruve l ipa t tu  

at  l e a s t  two sources of g r e a t  po ten t i a l  benef i t .  One was e l e c t r i c i t y  

which came t o  t he  v i l l age  i n  1958; t he  other was i n  t h e  form of 

land l eg i s l a t i on  passed i n  the S t a t e  i n  1960, f i x ing  a ce i l ing  of hold- 

ings at  no more than 12 standard ac res  f o r  a  fami,ly of not - 
more than f i ve  members). The f u l l  s tory  of how the two together,  ele- 

c t r i c i t y  plus land reform, af fec ted  I ruvel ipat tu  cannot be t o l d  ye t ,  

a t  any r a t e  not u n t i l  someone i s  stimulated enough t o  study it' ever 

again. Miss Haswell's f ind ings  give us however some glimpses of whet 
was 

was changing and wha tho t ,  of the  d i r ec t i on  of change, and above a l l  

of t he  difference between the form and content of the changes &hat were 

taking place within t h i s  v i l l age  between t he  "two fances". 

'Ihne population of I ruvel ipa t tu  i n  1961 was about 10 per cent  

higher than i n  1916, but  the  t o t a l  cu l t ivab le  a r ea  had r i s en  only very 

nsrginal ly.  More s ign i f i can t ly ,  there had taken place a sharp decline 

i n  the  net sown aPea because the  dry land i n  t h e  v i l l age  ( i . e .  land 

debendant so le ly  on r a i n f a l l ) ,  which aocounted f o r  about a , f i f t h  of t h e  

;total cul t ivable  area, was no t  being cu l t iva ted  a t  a11 i n  1961. Judging 

from the e a r l i e r  assessments of land revenue, i t  i s  of course c l e w  that  

ti?g net  prqduct from an  acre of dry land i n  the  v i l l age  was perhaps o n l y  

s c  milch as 'one-quarter of t h a t  from an acre of i r r i g a t e d  (wet) land. 

2T-vczthzless, vnen the pressure of population on l sn2  was s t i l l  high, 

syd s la rge  segment o f  the v i l l age r s  could iiarCly secure t h e i r  minimm, 



subs is tence  needs, one would normally expect an inc rease  r a t h e r  than 

a decrease i n  the  c u l t i v a t e d  a rea .  

The explanat ion f o r  t h e  apparen t ly  perverse  t r e n d  i s  t o  b e  

found mainly i n  t h e  u se  of  t h e  newly-available e l e c t r i c i t y  f o r  i n s t a l l a -  

t i o n  of pump-sets, 17 of which were i n  opera t ion  i n  1961 and made 

p o s s i b l e  double-cropping of  about  two-f i f ths  of t h e  n e t  sown a rea .  

Those who co-ded enough f inance  t o  b e  a b l e  t o  apply  more f e r t i l i z e r s  

along wi th  i r r i g a t i o n  could secure morc than 1400 kgs per  a c r e  of wet 

land.  PreDumably, i n  t h i s  way, t he  new technology made so  much d i f f e -  

rence  t o  r e t u r n s  a t  t h e  margin t h a t  i t  was no longer  worth t h e i r  while 

t o  g e t  c u l t i v a t e d  wi th  h i r e d  la'bour any o f  t h e  dry land  i n  t h e i r  

possession.  Leasing i t  o u t  t o  tenants  was perhaps not  a t t r a c t i v e  enough, 

i n  view o f  t he  lower r e n t  ob ta inable  from dry l and  and t h e  risks 

as soc i a t ed  with  such l e a s i n g  out .  

When t h e s e  e f f e c t s  o f  t h e  change in ' t echnology  ushered i n  by 

e l e c t r i c i b j  a r e  considered a long  wi th  t h e  impact of the  l and  reform 

l e g i s l a t i o n  the  probeble d i r e c t i o n  of the changes i n  t h e  v i l l a g e  economy 

s i n c e  then becomes e a s i e r  t o  v i sua l i ze .  For,  according t o  Miss Hasnel l ' s  

f ind ings ,  the  d i r e c t  descendant o f  t h e  l and lo rd  who owned about 400 

a s r e s  i n  I m v e l i p a t t u  i n  1916 was n o t  on ly  very much t h e r e  b u t  had 

increased h i s  holding t o  500 a c r e s  by 1961 and was i n  t h e  process of 

" f u r t h e r  i nc reas ing  h i s  e s t a t e "  by land  from small c u l t i v a t o r s  

i n  debk. Since a s tandard  ac re  had been def ined i n  t h e  c e i l i n g  l e g i s l a -  

t i o n  as a n  a c r e  assessed t o  land  revenue a t  t h e  r a t o  of Rs.10 t o  1 5  

per  annum, this holding of  500 a c r e s  wan t h e  enviva len t  o f  only 123 

s ten2crd  ac re s .  S t i l l  i t  w a s  more than  l C  t imes a s  high a s  t h e  c e i l i n g  

f ixed .  " H i s  method of evasion', pss  Easwell axplains ,  " I ~ S  t o  r e g i s t e r  

h i s  ' su rp lus '  land i n  t b e  n m e s  of o thers" .  I 



Half of  t h i s  l a r g e  ho ld ing  was under l e a s e  t o  t enan t s  a s  before .  

The average y i e l d  on t enan t - cu l t i va t ed  ho ld ings  w a s  only about  100 kgs 

o f  paddy on t h e  average,  b u t  t h e  r e n t  payable was no l e s s  than  400 kgs  

p e r  acre .  Landless a g r i c u l t u r a l  l aboure r s  wore r ece iv ing  a wage oqui- 

v a l e n t  t o  about  3Y3 kgs of  paddy per  day; b u t  they  werc es t imated  t o  

have on t h e  sverage only a l i t t l e  over  130 days of w o ~ k ,  and could 

therefore  secure no more ttlan about  440 kgs of paddy, which I i s E  only 

marginally higher  t han  t h e  annual  income of just pver 410 kgs  of  paddy 

f o r  a padiyal  r epo r t ed  i n  1916. It would t h e r e f o r e  appear  t h a t ,  oven i f  

a l abourer  w e s  no longe r  a padiya l ,  freedom from bondage i n p l i c d  no 

s i g n i f i c a n t  i nc re3se  i n  income f o r  t h e  l a n d l e s s  except i n  t h e  form o f  

l e i e u r e  (whether pre fe r red '  o r  enf orccd) and t h a t ,  a s  i n  191 6 ,  tWe tznants  

with small holdings cou ld  n o t  have bee? very much b e t t e r  o f f  than t h e  

l and le s s .  On the o tho r  hand, one m y  s a f e l y  surmise t h a t ,  of t h e  t o t &  

paddy ofitput of p o s s i b l y  around 540 tonnes from t h e  v i l l a g e  i n  1961, 

t h e  equiva len t  o f  a t  l e a s t  200 tonnes accrued t o  one land-owner i n  t h e  

form. of r e n t  and p r o f i t s .  

What happened i r .  l r u & l i p a t t u  over t h e  pc-riod 1916 t o  1361 cnn io t  

o f  course  he  regarded as t y p i c a l  o f  t r ends  i n  o t h s r  v i l l a g s s ,  e i t n e r  i n  

I n d i a  as a whole @r i n  F a n i l  ITaCu. I n  f z c t  , t h e  i n f  o r l a t i o n  a v a i l a b l e  

f o r  the r e s t  of t h e  v i l l a g e s  covered by the t h r e e  survcys shovrs t h a t  

i t  w a s  c l e a r l y  not .  On tho o the r  nand, I r u v e l i p a t t u  c m n o t  hs dismisse3. 

a s  wholly a f r e a k  e i t h e r .  There a r e  s e v c r a l  land-ownirs c-vsil now ir. 

t h i s  r e g i o n  who have i n  e f f e c t  holdings of i r r i g a t e d  l a n d  of  a ;iunclred 
. .  .. 

a c r e s  and more. i n  s i z e ,  n o n i n d l y  r e g i s t e r e d  i n  d i p f z r c n t  ncm% i n  o r d e r  

to escape t h e  c e i l i n g  l e g i s l a t i o n ,  r ece iv ing  3 disprgpar t ion- r te ly  l a rge  

sha re  of t h e  b e n e f i t s  bestowed by 1um1 development p rog rzmes .  



For inktarice, one such programe, currently i n  the process of 

being implemented on n high p r io r i t y  bas i s  since early t h i s  year, i s  

reported t o  be i n  Kapistalam i n  Thandavur d i s t r i c t  where one family i s  

known t o  have owned several  thousand aeres  some t i n e  ago and still has 

substant ia l  holdings i n  d i f f e r en t  names (including some i n  the  nnmes of 

temples and t m s t s  managed by the same family). Not only does t he  

p o l i t i c a l  and administrative apparatus of the  government overlook th6 
when 

evasions of the  law i n  respect of cei l ings ,  par t icular ly  thc persons 

concerned are  loyal supporters of the regime, but i t  i s  a t  present 

act ively  engaged here i h  ge t t ing  the drainage and i r r i ga t ion  network 

i n  t h i s  area re-doae i n  an integrated manner covering several  blocks of 

f i e l d s  and vi l lages ,  making new t ractorable  roads i n t o  the f i e l d s ,  and 

experimenting x i t h  s o i l s ,  paddy var ie t ies ;  Per t i l izers ,  c t c .  f o r  ra is ing 

substant ia l ly  the productivity of t h i s  land, Presumably a l l  this is  

being doile as  p a r t  of the F i f t h  Fivo Year Plan and the  Twenty Poinlr 

Programme. 

The ra t ionale  of development programma based on such gross 

inequality i n  the d i s t r ibu t ion  of wealth and income i s  of course well 

known. Apart from the poss ib i l i ty  o f  a higher r a t e  of saving being 

realized,  k!s marketed surpluses of foodgrain would be ce r t a in ly  much 

la rger  khan i f  ownership of land and the  income from i t  were more equally 

diatributcd. I n  the &ass Of Imrvelipatkr i t s e l f ,  a s  nuch a s  one-half 

of i ts t o t a l  paddy otztput Vtt$ probably being marketed i n  (961, and t h i s  

would havo been adequate t a  meet t h e  grain  requivements of a population 

of almost equal s i ze  i n  t he  towns. The r u r a l  poor may continue t o  

remain poor, o r  even be roduted, t o  greater  des t i tu t ion,  but the more 

a r t i cu l a t e  and po l i t i ca l l y  explosive sections of the urban populltion 

can be ke?t aontent i f  large  enough foodgrain supplies a rc  ensured t o  

them a t  s t a 5 l e  



There a r e  however cons iderab le  d i f f e r ences  i n  t h e  s o c i a l  and 

economic a r u c t u r e  of villag;e~:: an& oco c-mnot be s u r e  wbether, even i f  

One were t o  brush a s i d e  more b a s i c  q u e s t i o n s s u c h  as of equ i ty ,  and 

whom development i s  f o r ,  what appears an easy opt ion i n  I r u v e l i p a t t u  

would be. equa l ly  80 elsew3ere.  For ,  if t h e  ownership of  l a n d  were l e s s  

unequal, and if t h e  p a t t e r n  and i n t e n s i t y  of u s e  of resources  is  f 0-d 

t o  vnry a g r e a t  dea l  r i t h  o the r  i n s t i t u t i o n a l  6ime.naions such ns  t h e  

terms and cond i t i ons  on which l a n 6  i s  l e a s e d  out and h i r e d  labour  i s  

ava i lab le ,  o ther  h t e r n s t i v e s  nay b e  open which could appear no l o a s  

p r a c t i o d  and a t t rac t ive . .  

' This range of i s s u e s  cannot of c,=urse be ~ ~ s p l o r e d  v e v  f a r  w i t h  

t h e u a t 6 r i a l  ava i l ab l e  f r o =  tlhe few v i l l a g b  sturl.ies ini t ia te i f i  b p P r o f e s s o r  

S l a t e r  and followed up  by o t h e ~ s .  Th3 v i l l a g e s  covered by a l l  t h e  

surveys and resurveys conducted i?n 1916, 1936 and 1961, whi le  unique 

i n  t h a t  $he informet ion c o l l e c t e d  cover n e a r l y  h a l f  a century,  a r e  only 

f i v e  i n  nunber. T h e  nethod and scope of t h e  i n v e s t i f ~ a t i o n s  ' I a n  a l s o  

so r~uch' t h a t  t h e  dilta. avai1abI.c arr; t o  a l a r g e  ex t en t  no t  cor?.pnr.able. 

These s t u d i e s  a r e  liowevsr ve ry  u s e f u l  i n  he lp ing  us  t o  see  scaa  of  t he  

r i i f ferenios  i n  t he  s o c i a l - s t r u c t u r e  of v i l l a g e s  and hov convent ionel  cc0- 

nomic a n a l y s i s  m d f a i l  t o  capture  important  consequences a r i s i n ~  theref ron .  

I n  f a c t ,  there  i s  an i n p ~ r t ~ t  s e t  of i s s u e s  t h a t  econonic t!.leory 

has not  squarely faced b u t  which one cancot escape from whl?n d ; ; c l i~g  

with Ind ian  v i l l a g e  acononies. ' It concerns t h e  r o l e  3f povor nc-oc-iel 

va lues  i n  deterlRining what choices  a r e  open f n  71!1cz ~ n d  hgw <.>I. the7 CTC 

<o i n  exe rc i s ing  theru. I n  t he  d,z;yn when i t  was colizon t o  .l.;scrib< thy3 

r::,.?)ject a s  Fol i t iz .31 Xconoiry, tho pow6r e rc rc i .3~5 .  hji ciiffr;rent+clac;ocs 

c::? s o c i e t y  and *a i r  s o c k 1  vz lues  were mco@izeh - ; i ~ L i c i t l y  2:; 



importent  f a c t o r s  governing both resource  u t i l i z a t i o n  and income d i s z r i -  

bu t ion  ( a s  i s  t o  some e x t e n t  r e f l e c t e d  even i n  t ho  observat ions  of 

Professor  S l a t e r  on ~ r u v e l i ~ a t t u ) .  But such non-quantifiable and other- 

wise inconvenient dimensions have no t  r ece ived  similar a t t e n t i o n  s ince  

then and, a s  more r i g o u r  and s c i e n t i f i c  r e s p e c t a b i l i t y  were sought t o  

b e  given t o  it under  t h e  new nomenclature o f  Economics, they have cqm,e 

t o  be t r e a t e d  merely a s  exogenous elements more o r  l ess  on a par  wi th  

climate and cu l tu re .  

The ncthod of a n a l y s i s  now g e n e r a l l y  adopted i s  therefore  t o  

take  i n t o  account t h e  resource  endowments of each category of owners, t r y  

t o  s p e c i f y  i n  some g e n e r a l  fo'rm what op t ions  a r e  a v a i l a b l e  wi th in  t h e  

given t e c h n ~ c a l  c o n s t r a i n t s  as wel l  a s  t h e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  of t h e  market 

f o r  each of the r e l e v a n t  products  and f a c t o r s  of  production =d, by 
of 

u s ing  one o r  t h e  o t h e b h e  u s u a l  maximization c r i t h a ,  der ive t h e  

i m p l i c i t  r e t u r n s  t o  t he  respeot ive  owners and  t h e  probable  p a t t e r n  Of 

resource u t i l i z a t i o n .  This  k ind  of a n a l y s i s  has been used even t o  explain  

some f e a t u r e s  of ag ra r i en  economia&suoh a s  tenancy, sham-cropping, 

and r u r a l  under-employment. 

I n  023 such recent  exerc i se ,  a t tempting t o  exp la in  v a r i a t i o n s  

i n  the  e x t e n t  and forms of a g r i c u l t u r a l  t e w c g  i n  Ind ia ,  a  number of 

i n t e r e s  tirig hypotheses have been advanced and  declared as  cons i s t en t  wi th  

t he  avai l -able  empir ical  evidence. One hypothes i s  i s  t h a t  " the  ppcen tage  

of a r e a  under tenancy w i l l  b e  higher  i n  a r e a s  where t h e  l and  impravement 

f a c t o r  is  l a r g e r  ( i . e .  s o i l  f e r t i l i t y ,  r a i n f d l .  i r r i g a t i o n  e t c .  i s  

b e t t e r ) " ;  another i s  t h a t  " the  l a r g e r  i s  t h e  ex ten t  of u n e m ~ l o y n m t  

f a c i n g  t h e  l and le s s  llouseholds t h e  h igher  i s  t h e  ex t en t  of tenancy". 

S imi la r ly ,  i t  has been suggested t h a t  t h e  percentage of a rea  under share- 

--opping w i l l  be  higher  i n  t h e  ca se  of more labour-intensive crops, 



higher  i n  a r eas  with l a r g e r  uneqjloyannt fac ing  t h s  l a n d k s s  fami l ies ,  

b u t  l9wer t he  higher  t h e  d i f f e r e n t i a l  i n t e r e s t  r a t e  t h a t  t h e  l a n d l e s s  

share-cropper has  t o  pay over t h a t  pa id  bg those  with l and  of t h c i r  

own, and so on. 

Let u s  consider  b r i e f l y  how f a r  some of  these propos i t ions  a r e  

cons is ten t  with  t ne  in iorna t ior?  a v a i l a b l e  t o  u s  through t h e  7 i l l a g e  

surveys s t imulated by P ro fe s so r  S l a t e r .  Conpere, f o r  i n s t ance ,  t h e  

land-man r a t io ,  area i r r i g a t e d ,  t h e  producti-si ty of l'md, e t c .  >&lA t h e  

ex ten t  of tenancy i n  t h e  v i l l a g e  of h s i  ir ~ o r t h  Arcot f i s t r i c t  and 

i n  Palaklrurichi v i l l a g e  i n  Thanjavur d i s t r i c t  i n  1976. 

h s i ,  inhabi ted  by 294 f a m i l i e s  (aria a t o t a l  population 0.f 1716), 

had 485 ac re s  of wet ( i . e .  i r r i g a t s d )  land  .and-231 ac re s  of dry land 

under cu l t i va t ion ;  whi le  a l a k k u r i c h i ,  wi th  only 2 C 8  f a m i l i e s  (an(! a  

t o t a l  population'of 869),  had under cul-t ivation 977 a c r e s  of wet land 

and only 73 acres  of Jry land. Tho land renonue s.s:iescaen4:s of t h e  

time i n d i c a t e  t3at the  n e t  product per  acre  of wct l c n d i n  h s i  was 
thn t 

nea r ly  twice a s  h igh  an i n  PllaMcurichi,  whilefof -IT Land i a  the  former 

was only about ha l f  a s  much a s  i n  tli? l a t t z r .  O\$ox%rin& fo?  these  .?i:Te- 

rences  j n  product iv i ty ,  per c a p i t a  avs i lab i1 i t . j  of 1s.crl nppears t o  

have been s t i l l  near ly  one-sixth hiifficr i n  ~ a l n k k u r i . c h i  t h ~ n  i n  h s i .  

TLus, while both mere ex tens ive ly  i r r i g a t e d  v i l l a g e s ,  t he  advextnge of 

" t h e  l and  improvement f a c t o r "  was evide'ntly g r s a t e r  i n  tl:r: for-ier.  

There w a s  apparent12 no g r e a t  d i f f e r ence  i n  t he  c rops  groan i n  

t h e  two v i l l a g e s ,  wi th  paddy doxineat on wet l a n d  in2 groundnat nnd 
. , 

iA&fcrior cereal.? l i k e  r a g i  on &ry land. Cata o r  t'nc ex-text o f  %enploy- 

"lent anon@; l and ie s s  houeeh.olds a r e  not available, j u t  tke;.e i s  cne 

ir.n:)o-tzni; p iece  of evi3eilce which s u g g s s k  4tka.l; t h e y ' i ~ r e  1iii:edjl:- t c  have 

3ecn vbry much aore  i n  ilunb'er i n  Pal,.Ik,"urichi than .Lil >mi. For there  



were no padiyals  a t  a l l  i n  Dusi, while the re  were 95 fami l i e s  of padi- 

y a l s  i n  Palakkurichi forming nearly one-half of t h e  t o t a l  number of 

fami l ies  i n  the  v i l lage .  

I f  one were t o  go by the hypotheses s t a t ed  e a r l i e r  one would 

expect the  tenancy t o  be  more widespread i n  Palakkurichi than i n  %si, 

o r ,  even i f  i t  were not qu i t e  the  case, the  difference t o  be not very 

la rge;  one would a l s o  expect the  incidence of share-cropping t o  be  grea ter  

i n  tha t  v i l l age .  Yet t h e  ava i l ab le  evidence is quite  t o  t h e  contrary. 

I n  h s i  the  e n t i r e  cu l t iva ted  area  was under tenancy i n  1916; and 

three-fourth of i t  was on share-cropping bas i s ,  with the share of the 

land-owner a s  high a s  f ive - s ix th  of the g ross  produce when a l l  inputs  
than 

otherLlabour were provided by the owners. The extent of  tenancy had 

f a l l e n  by 1936, an3 the  f i x e d  ren t  system had become t h e  dominant form 

of tenancy because many of  the  land-owning fami l i e s  had migrated out 

of t h e  v i l l a g e  and they prefer red  t h e  f ixed  r e n t  system which did not 

c a l l  f o r  d i r e c t  supervision; bu t  t h e  a rea  underltenancy was st i l l  nearly 

three-fourths of the  t o t a l  cu l t iva ted  a rea ,  and even the f ixed  ren t s  

were reported t o  be more than 1000 kgs per  acre  (presumably on double- 
f o r  

cropped land which a c c o u n t e d ~ e l l  over 80 per cent of the  wet land 

i n  the  v i l l a g e ) .  

I n  Palakkurichi,  on the  other  hand, a l l  except 5 of the landovmers 

a r e  reported t o  have been d i r e c t l y  engaged i n  c u l t i v a t i o n  i n  1916, and 

l e s s  than a quar ter  of the t o t a l  cu l t iva ted  area  was under tenancy. m e  

extent of tenancy appears t o  have f a l l e n  still f a r t h e r  t o  about 10 per 

cent oT t h e  cul t iva ted  area  by 1936. Moreover, land w s s  being leased  

out mainly on f ixed ren t  bas is .  The report  on t h e  1936 survey points  

out a l s o  tha t ,  while fixed. r e n t s  (which ranged from 500 to  650 kgs of 

paddy per  ac re )  was meant "to give t h e  tenants  .an opportunity t o  improve 



t he  l a d  and prof i t  by the  increased y ie ldw, ths  reverse was the case 
, , 

$xi p&&ctice because they had generally no capi ta l  t o  meet the i n i t i a l  

&dff,taLef cui t ivat ion and the short  period of the lease  (usually f o r  

gem)  aoted as a disincentive. 

The explanation f o r  the sharp contras t  between what one might 

e ~ p c t  on the basis  of the.theoretica1 hypotheses and the  actual  f ac t s  

a# reported from these two v i l l ~ g e s  l i e s  perhaps mainly i n  the  diffe-  

renoe i n  t h e i r  socia l  s tructure.  I n  Dusi, a l l  the land was reported 

i n  1916 t o  be owned by Brahmin families, who formed about a fourth of 

Ofr& t&al population of the villa&-e': Ohough about one-third of them 

&a& dgxa ted  from the v i l l age  by 1.936, there  i s  no repor t  of any large 

eeLes of land by them, only of changes i n  the form of tenancy fron! 

&@W-cropping t o  fixed. r e n t  bas i s  (as noticed e a r l i e r ) .  The report 

tiwed on the1936 survey m&es i t  also c l ea r  t h a t  over 60 per cent of 

a11 %he families i n  the  v i l l age  were Psickers who, as  a comunity, are 

knom for t h e i r  willingness t o  be d i rec t ly  involved ic  cult ivation.  
. ~ 

This, along with the absence of a p l en t i fu l  supply of padiyals, urns i n  

a l l  $robability responsible f o r  tenancy being s o  extelsive.  

Ln k'alakkurichi. however, most of ' t h e  land was owned by ITayudus, 

wh! gcmed -ab;aut one-sixth of a l l  the families i n  the v i l l w e .  

The report  on the 1916 survey itaked t h a t  " thei r  individual holdings are  

f a i r l y  large"; t ha t  they were not only agr icu l tu r i s t s  "by custom and. 

i n s t i nc t "  but "pride themselves upon the thougkrS tha t  .agriculture i s  

, the noblest, t h e l e a s t  harmful and the most independent of a l l  profes- 

sions"; but tha t  they were extremely conservative, clingeP t o  the securi ty 

offered by the ,joint fanf l y  system., lacked individ'ssl i n i t i n t i *  and 

e a t e r ~ r i s e ,  and therefore rewined economically backward. A t  the same 



t ime t h e r e  was t h e  v a s t  reserve  army of  pad iya l s  i n  t h e  v i l l a g e ,  f o r  

whom t h e  d a i l y  wage i n  

(though t h e r e  were a l s o  

1916 was s t a t e d  t o  b e  l e s s  than  1 kg of prrddy 
f o r  them 

some e x t r a  paymentsfover t h e  yea r )  camp,.-ed t o  

t h e  p r e v a i l i n g  r a t e  of 2 kgs per  day f o r  t h e  f r e e  labourer .  It i.s no t  

t he re fo re  s u r p r i s i n g  t h a t  d i r e c t  c u l t i v a t i o n  with h i r ed  labour  reas 

p re fe r r ed  t o  tenancy. But, f o r  t he  reasons a l ready  ind ica t ed ,  !;:he 

ex t en t  o f  involvement of  t h e  owners i n  r a i s i n g  p roduc t iv i ty  does n o t  

appear t o  have been very  g r e a t .  The r e p o r t  on t h e  1916 survey r o i n t s  

ou t  t h a t  "about ha l f  t h e   la^ can y i e l d  two crops  per  annum b~;. i ,  ->any 

c u l t i v a t o r s  a r e  t oo  indolen t  t o  grow two crops";  and t h a t  " the  ?%ole 

v f i l a g e  w s s  f o r  genera t ions  i n  t h e  hands o f  l a r g e  landlords  who i id  

not  take any i n t e r e s t  i n  maintaining the  f u l l  p roduc t iv i ty  oZ :.:- a s o i l ,  

and who consequently d i d  no t  manure adequately". 

A r e l a t e d  aspec t  of resource u t i l i z a t i o n ,  one which goen beyond 

quest ions  of tenancy, becomes evident  when one s t u d i e s  t h e ,  f in( ;  ',..ga from 

another  vil:.age, Vadsnalaipuram i n  bmnad d i s t r i c t ,  which appeci;:: t o  

be very  d i f f e r e n t  i n  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  from a l l  the o t h e r  t h r e e  .ij.'lages 

r e f e r r e d  t o  s o  f a r .  The wet land  i n  t h i s  v i l l a g e  was b u t  a arr.J'!. 

proport ion (about 6 per  c e n t )  of t h e  t o t a l  c u l t i v a t e d  a r e a  of 51 i a c r e s  

i n  1936, b:~t i t  had no less than 166 f a m i l i e s  (with a t o t a l  pas;.: : a t i o n  

of 668). To judge from t h e  l an& revenue assessments of t h e  t::.:.. t he  

ne t  product ner a c r e  of dry land was i t s e l f  only about  ae  high 5:; i n  

k s i  and I m v e l i p a t t u  'and l e s s  than one- third  a s  high as i n  F; ;...':kurichi( 

When rndi~oerl  t o  a s tandard ac re  bas i s ,  t h e  per  c a p i t a  a v a i l + V  ::: ?y of 

l b d  i n  t h e  v i l l a g e ,  i t  i s  the re fo re  c l ea r ,  was very much lower i n  

Vadamalaipuram than i n  t h e  o the r  v i l l a g e s  surveyed. 

Tha land-owners i n  t h e  v i l l a g e  cons is ted  however Iarv- '  : Nai.ck 

a cornunity ( a s  noted e a r l i e r )  w i t h  no , i n h i b i t i o n s  -bout be ing  i i r e c t l y  



involved i n  cul t iva t ion .  Not surpris ingly,  therefore, the report  on 

the 1916 survey points out  t:.~at " a l l  the owners of the lan3 a re  cu l t i -  

vating landowners"; t h a t  "it is no uncommon s ight  t o  see even the 

r i ches t  landowner ,shouldering a plough and walking t o  h i s  f i e l d  i n  the 

ear ly  morning followed by h i s  workmen, o r  t he  owner of the  land driving 

the bullocks round and round on the  threshing ground threshing the  

grain, whi ls t  his paid workmen a t tend to other business"; and t ha t  there 

was no sub-letting of land at  a l l  i n  the v i l l age .  Moreover, not only 

did most of  the  v i l l age r s  own some land, bu t  those who did no t  and 

worked as "permanent labourersn would appear t o  have Seen much b e t t e r  

of f  than t h e i r  counteiparts i n  the more well-endowed v i l l ages  referred 

t o  e a r l i e r ;  these labourers got  three meals a day i n  t h e i r  master 's 

houses and, i; addition, were paid wages equivalent ( a t  the prevail ing ' 

pr ices )  t o  about 450 t o  540 kgs of paddy per annum. 

h o t h e r  rensrkablble f e a tu r e  of t h i s  v i l l age ,  which pa r t ly  explains 

i ts aohievements, i s  t ha t  a cooperative s o c i e t y  had been formed as 

. . e a r l y  as 1903. ..zcorulris -;; ti:;: rci>ort base& oii the  191 6 survey, the  

socie ty  had come t o  be acceptzd as "a model by t he  other soc ie t i e s  

surrounding i t " ;  loails 3rcl.e being extended by i t  t o  nemhers on personal 

secur i ty  a t  a r a t e  of i n t e r e s t  of no more than 9 per cent per annuh; 

and a number 0.f izprovements had a l s o  been made i n  the v i l l age  by 

construction of a road, drains,  and sinking of  Wells and tubewells. 

The soc ie ty  had however t o  be l iquidated  i n  1972 f o r  a number of reasons 

(including misxnanagenent); t h i s ,  together with f a i l u r e  of seasonal r a i n s  

f o r  four  years  continuously, had serious copncquences on q r i c u l t u r e  

i n  the v i l l age ,  and the  t o t a l  cul t iva ted  a r ea  i n  1936 was 3s a 

r e s u l t  only about half of wkat i t  w a s  i n  1916. Tbe repor t  based on the 

1936 survoy ? m n t i ~ n e v e r t h e l o s s  three i n t e r e s t i ng  f a c t s  about the 



vil lage:  ( i )  there  rvns not only an elementary school i n  the  v i l l a g e  

bu t  a resolut ion  had been passed by the panchayat t o  enforce compulsory 

primary education and a land cess  (of 1 t o  3 pfes i n  t h e  rupee) had 

been levied  t o  f inance it;  ( i i )  there  had been a progressive f ~ i l  i n  

the b i r t h  r a t e  i n  the v i l l age  "due perhaps t o  th l a t e r  .nge - even 20 - 
a t  which girls i n  t h i s  v i l l age  have been married"; and ( i i i )  "it must 

be sa id  t o  the c r ed i t  of t he  v i l l age r s  t h a t ' i n  sp i t e  of a l l  dipi icul-  

t i ee l they  1;sve t he  ssme m a 1  and enthusiasm f o r  conmon im~rovement of 

the v i l l age  and f o r  reviving the a c t i v i t i e s  which they were forced t o  

give up". 

It i 3  not  thcrcfore surpr is ing  tha t ,  the time Kiss Hacwell 

came t o  the v i l lage  i n  1961, the v i l l age  had succeeded i n  h a v i ? . ~  an 

e l e c t r i c  puwing s t a t i on  i n s t a l l e d  on the r i v e r  A r w a  flowing k,y its 

s ide  ( . urhose' i r r i g a t i o n  po t en t i a l  had been brought t o  the notice of 

t he  government by the  v i l l a g e ~ s  even as ea r ly  as 1923.). I n  a?: . t ion, 

45 wells had a lso  been equipped with e l e c t r i c  pump-sets. A l l  ' .is, 

taken together,  made i t  possible f o r  the e n t i r e  land under t he  control 

' 4 1 3 .  of the  ovmers i n  1916 t o  be  brought under cu l t iva t ion  once a@;-' 

Some of the f u r t h e r  observations of Niss Baswell, r epr i , '~ced  by 

her  a f t e r  the  1961 resurvey, are perhaps b e t t e r  quoted thnn sumarised.  

For instance: 

"The 1358 p i l ~ t  scheme which provided e l e c t r i c i t y  f o r  a rl.vcr 
pumping s ta t ion ,  and the equipping of wells with e l e c t r i c  -motor 
pump-sets, has .g rea t ly  increased the  range of choice of ;,::zduct 
and the time pa t t e rn  of crop production. 'D ry '  lands pro;? ?ed 
work f o r  only 2-3 months of the  year,  bu t - i r r i ga t i c r ;  has (, iven 
a physical production advantage. The ava i l ab i l i t y  of wat,- 
throughout the  year has resu l t ed  i n  more in tens ive  p r a c t i c ~ s ,  
and a' f  a i r l y  constant demand f o r  labour; 10 per cent  of the net  
sown a r ea  was do~~ble-cropped i n  1961 compared with only 4 per 
cent i n  1936. Landless poor f a n i l i e s  now have some bar;.:.: l i n g  
power and have secured a 25 per cent  increase i n  t he  dai-;- wage 
r a t e  from 2.7 .3cg ( 6  l b )  g r a i n  t o  3.4 kg (7.5 l b )  gr3in1'. 



"Attendance ( i n  the  elamentnry school) i s  compulsory between the  
ages of f i ve  and ten, and i n  1961 15 per cent 'of i t s  t o t a l  
intake were H s r i  jan unto.~cl.~ables". 

"The Panchnyat i s  f a i r l y  repmsentative of the v i l l age  conmunity - 
which we have noted has a long h i s to ry  of absence of r i g id  caste 
structure - a d  includes a Harijan untouchable anon& i ts  members." 

"Acceptance by the community of d i r ec t  taxation,  and the re la t ive  
absence of caste, permits considerable f l e x i b i l i t y  i n  the economy, 
and c lear ly  desonstrates tha t  i t  i s  i n  the h i s to r i ca l  perspective 
over the span of a t  l e a s t  a generation thnt  the development 
planner should se.ek f o r  c r i t e r i a  which w i l l  promote rapid economic 
response i n  low-income rura l  areas". 

These and other f indings from the various v i l l ages  whose study 

was i n i t i a l l y  promate& by Professor Gilbert  S la te r  lcnd support t o  a 

view put forward.by eome economists, namely t h a t  several  crucial  assump- 

t i ons  underlying general equilibrium ana lys i s  are  simply not val id  

within the framework of t r ad i t i ona l  agrarian cconomies and t h a t  the use 

of awh analysis f o r  in te rpre t in?  the  functioning of khese economies 

could be misleaang. Tiie theoret ical  l imi ta t ions  of t h i s  kind of analysis 

when applied. t o  v i l lago soo ie t ies  have bscn c l ea r ly  pointed out by 

Professor Xriehna BharadrraJ. ?Tot on13~ are  nnrket rtnc! socinl  power i n  

these soc ie t ies  g e n e s ~ l l y  exercised by a very ~ll-1; ~ i n o r i t y  

but the members balonging to  t h i s  ~ i n o r i t y  oftcn occupy dominznt pnsi- 

t ions  i n  a number of fac tors  and product raarkcts simultaneously, with 

the r e s u l t  t h a t  these iiarlcets a r c  inter-loclcd by price as well as  non- 

p r ice  l inks .  Thus, vrhon e. land-owner i s  both le-sing out lcnd and 

engaged i n  trade i n  the produce of such land, thc terms of lease  may ~ o t  

only be  more str ingent than otherwise but  havc spec i f i% ' s t i pu l t t i ons  

as  t o  what crops the tenznts can grow and the norlo 3s wall i.s te rns  of 

?i..p?,:.ment; these conditicns would nzturn.lly r e s t r i c t  considernbly the 

c.roloes o p a  t o  his ton=lta. Similmljr, i f  a l.?n~Glore possesses lr1n3. 



"under personc.1 c u l t i v a t i o n " ,  i t  i s  r,ot unusua l  t o  e x t r a c t  under-paid o r  

unpaid s e r v i c e s  f r o n  z g r i c u l t u r a l  labourers a s  wel l  as ten,znts. Trans- 

a c t i o n s  i n  t h e  market f o r  c r e d i t  o f f e r  s i m i l a r  scope f o r  manipu1:ltion 

i n  otheri rrr-rkets . 
The w i n  poin t  i s  t h a t ,  when markets a r c  in te r - locked  i n  t h i s  

Way through p r i c e  o r  non-price l i n k s ,  t h e  d i f f e r e n t i a l  b2rgninin.: 

p o s i t i o n s  of t h e  p a r t i c i p e n t s  i n  any p a r t i c u l a r  mlrlret cannot be f i t t e d  

i n t o  t he  conventiona.1 models of  monopoly of monopsony ?.nd ahsorbed i n t o  

t he  framesorlc of g e n e r a l  equi l ibr ium a m l y s i s .  At t h e  sane time, a s  

P ro fe s so r  Dhnradwaj has observed, "such i n t e r l o c k i n g  of markets i nc reases  

t h e  e x p l o t t a t i v e  paver of t he  s t r o n g e r  s e c t i o n s  because, whi le  t h e r e  

could be l i m i t s  t o  e x p l o i t a t i o n  i n  any one market - -due  t o  t r a d i t i o n s  

o r  convent icns  - o r  due t o  economic frrctors,  i n t e r p e n e t r a t i o n  of 

markets allows then  t o  d i s p e r s e  e x p l o i t a t i o n  over tke d i f f e r e n t  markets 

and t o  ph?so. ou t  e x p l o i t a t i o n  over  timen. ?;hat i s  t h e r e f o r e  missed 

ou t  i s  soixething v e r j  important ,  indeed c r u c i a l  t o  t h e  understanding 

of a g r a r i c n  econonies . 
T:lers i s  aziotl~er a spec t  of t he  problem, no t iced  by many others. 

t o  which ? .~ t i in  P ro fe s so r  Bharadwaj has  drawn poin ted  a t t e n t i o n  i n  t h i s  

connect ion.  I t  i s  t h a t  t h e  o b j ~ c t i v e s  of  p r o a c t i o n  t h e ~ s e l v e s  depend 

on t h e  eccncoic  s tAtus  of t h e  i nd iv idua l s  and groups concerned, and t h a t  

they cennot be def ined  a p r i o r i .  1.t i s  n o t  c e r t a i n  i n  t h e  first p lace  

t h a t  members of v i l l a g e  cmanmnities a r e  maximizing anything i n  par t icu la l  

even i f  they a r e ,  it i s  n o t  c l e a r  whether i t  i s  g r o s s  ou tput ,  o r  'farm 

bus iness  incomet ( i . e .  g r o s s  revenue n e t  of s c t u a l l y  pa i& out. c o s t ) ,  

g r o s s  p r o f i t s ,  o r  ,aonothin< e l s e  t h a t  i s  sought  t o  b e  maxinized. %e 

very  s m 3 l l  ope ra t a r s  l i v i n g  i n  p e r p e t u a l  indobtotlness might choose t o  



r a i s e  as much gross  value of output as poss ib l e  pcr a c r e  of l a n d  i n  

t h e i r  possession,  arid opera te  lz rd  i n t e n s i v e l y  oven tc$oint where t he  

add i t i ona l  i n p u t  c o s t s  a r e  more t h a ~ i  t h e  v a l u e  of a d d i t i o n a l  output 

and they are obliged t o  i n c u r  nore  debt on t h i s  accodnt; on t h e  o the r  

h i d ,  ."the b%g & t i v s t o r s ,  whi le  aiming t o  produce a surp lus ,  may y e t  

p r e f e r  n o t  t o  c u l t i v e t e  t h c  l2nd i n t e n s i v e l y  f o r  a nunber of reasons 

inclu&ng t h e  ex is tence  of  oppor tun i t i e s  f o r  f!akZng p r o f i t s  o r  f o r  

'&elding s o c i a l  powep thrdugh ncn-fnraing a c t i v i t i e s " .  
. . 
~ e s ~ i ' t e w e i ~ h t ~  cons idera t ionf  of t h i g  kind,  i t  i s  n o t  c l e a r  hoe 

much impact tkiey'hzve had on t h e  p ro fe s s ion  and i ts  work i n  this a rca .  

One ha8 the  impression t h a t  t h e  major i ty  s t i l l  f i a d  i t  er,eier t o  p lay  

the e w e  by t h e  convent ional  ground. r u l e s  h i d  down and zpproved of 

by.th0se.who invented t h o  game. The a l t o r n e t i v q ,  o f  c o d s e ,  is t o  

fol low t h e  much harder  path of first s tudying  empir ica l ly  i n  depth tho  

complex s t r u c t u r e s  an3 i n t e r - r e ? a t i ~ n s h i p s  che rac ' t o r i s t i c  of t r f . ( l i t i o m l  

a g r a r i a n  econonizs, beforc  nttemniin.7 t o  ac?vmce gcn.jr;rl t heo r i e s  and 

explanat ions  r e l y i n g  on the  methods of ccnventio~~l..econo~~fc' 8n:djrsis. 

A s  Professor  Bharadwiij hes concluded i n  her s tudy  of Inc!i:ll ~ ~ r i c u l t u r ; ,  

"de t a i l ed  i l i foma t i cn  i n  h i s t o r i c n l ,  s p e c i f i c  c ~ a t z x t  nboSt the  ?:r&ri:z~ 

oconony under  b%udy would, b c  rcqui rcd  t o  desc r ibe  tho  p n r t i c u i n r  

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  of i t s  markets, t h e  nature  and cx-tcnt of th.2 i.?volv:;.~:c::t; 

of t he  d i f f e r e n t  s e c t i o n s  of i t s  penszintl-y a n e  t h e  inpl'ib..ti'oile t:lorsofl'; 

sncl consequently, c. maaningful zna l j rs ie  of n c:lr$~:@ tq.,:mri v. .?cr~;ic.r-.:v 

can bo co.rried o u t  only by such pa ins tak ing  investi:c:.tim cover.iz,y c. 

mult i tude of v i l l a g e s  in .  d i f f e r e n t  s t ages  of co~iiarcinli~-atio11liation undar 

!iversc co.nditicns. 



This was no doubt the  di rect ion Professor Gilbert Sla ter  was 

trying t o  give t o  the thinking of h i s  students through the vi l lage 

s tudies  he i n i t i a t ed .  Be was a t  tha t  time going by some hunches, and 

the  swveys he i n i t i a t e d  were riot a s  conprehensive and s y s t e m t i c  a s  

would be devised i f  one were to emberk on a s imi la r  venture now. The 

v i l l age  s tudies  stimulated by him, including the resurveys undertaken 

i n  1936 and 1961, provide however some very in te res t ing  and valuable 

ins ights  i n t o  tho p o l i t i c a l  eeonomy of agraari,ap comquqities. They are  

a par t  of t he  r i c h  heri tage of t h e  Department qf Economics of the 

University of Madras, and i t  i s  one on vrhich grea te r  things .om be 

built i f  only the study and development of  econ&nio thqory a r e  closely 

linked with t he  study of t h e  environment t o  which we belong. Theories 

a r e  noor l ea rn t  parrot-faahion, repeated, and applied without an 

adequate sense of relevance even by scholars i n  the  profession. '&at 

such theories a r e  assoaiated with grea t  names i n  the l i t e r a t u r e  on 

the  subject  do& not jus t i fy  e i t h e r  the habi t  or t h e  t r ad i t i on  t h a t  

i s  so b u i l t  up. ire must t ry  and rever t  once again to the  l e s s  

spectacular but nore rewarding path that  Professor S l a t e r  w a s  beckoPiw 

h i s  students t o  follow. 

November  4, t976. 
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