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nhroduction

An increcse in agri culturs;- production 1mpla.es an ircrease in
income of all strata of +he agrarian pdpulation.-' (theréfbre) giveri
the fact that Indian egriculture has mde s:Lmn.flcant strides with
the new technology, it should reeult in z!isin'g demand for labour
and thereby higher real wages for agricultural lsbourers — is the
.witra.l theme of a paper by Deepak Ial titled “Agrarian Growth,

:Real W&ges and 'ti'xe I%u.ral Poor in Indig.® Y. A gimilar argument is
fowndiging in an earlier paper by ﬂgrd'b an_d Beker dealing with the
sane Subj‘ect:--%/ There ore, however, numerous other studies on.
Indian agri cultw’e , which oh the Basis of available empirical evi-
dence seen to n:l_ghllght the cpposite phenomenon nnd dwell on n theme
- of unequal sharing of boyvofits ‘wit-lrrin agriailture, Shch. studies, 3/
give support o what Doenal- Fel enlls &0 ™hew orthodoxy™ on income
distribution in agricultu.ré. He rigo raises doubts about the
factual basis of such siwiies, whate a.ppa rently the authors have
"arrived at ée-ssimistic ~nd even errvoricous conclusions, because they
all bhave analysed the wrorng kihd r\-af‘ data

This peper is prirrily ap ctbespt at defending the data that
seen to support the 'naw orthodoxy' hypothesis. In the process wé

also raise some .f_luestibz_m on the .vv_lj,&i‘ty of ‘the hypothesis implicit
in all such gtudies; thet wage ro'tas of agricultural labourers are

directly determined by the supnly-demand cenditions in the rural



labour market and thrt changes in the market situntion can be measured
by the movement of wege rotes. In Section II, we look into the
relative merits and demerits of the different sources of agriculiuml
wage data, ond in the subsequent section, making use of the information
- available in the various labour enquities, we attempt to explain how
in the Indian context fachors other thon wage rates might be crucial
in the detemination of real earnmings of agficultuml labour householdwy
In Section -IV we exnmne the relntive changes in the real carnings

of agricultural Ilnbour households derived from wage erployment in
different States between 1963-64 and 1970-71. A comparison of these
indices of income with those agriculturntl wage rate indices for the
same period brings out clearly that the latter as such are - inadequate
to explain trends in the income of agriculturnsl labourers in different

States.

IT

Since the data on incomes of ngriculbtural laYourcrs are scanty
or non-existent, the studies cn the trends in the veal income or 1wels
of living of agricultursl lebourers have relied on wage data for the
analysis. Thare hove been attenpts to put together the avajilable
information on wages across States, The two principal sources of suchy

Statewise data are: (1) dgricultwal Wages in India (4WI), annually

published by the Direcicrate of Fconortcs and Statistics of the Unioen
Minigbry of fAgriculiurc; and¢ {2) pericdic LReports of the Central

Statistical Orgordsation from studies orgnnised through the National
Sample Survey. V.M. lao has discussed at length the relative relia-

/ . o
bility of these two sources of dato_'.k/ Taot' s study while highlighting



3_,
the incomparability of AWL and NSS wage deta, and also the imsuita-
,bility of AWI data for studying scasonal variations, however, does not
exclude the possibilit_y of these being used for enalysing =patial
variations and long ferns trends in the behaviour of wage Tates. The
studies referred to above as they bank on the AWI data, ldo ostablish

for most States o declining trend in real wage rates during the 'sixties.
Deepak Lol takes exeeption o such findings and argues that the picture
would hove been different had they been using the more reliable NSS

wage data.

It must be pointed cut thot the use of AWIL data has been motivnted
by different set of considemtions., They render possible the exairination
of yearly darnges :1.11 ‘'wage rates with wmference to fixed points in each
State for a longer span of time. This is notu the case with the HSS date,
#aore, there ar only “hree rofercuce *points between 1556-57 and 1570~71
Thorefore, the choics of the AWI data ennbles the resenrcher to focus
aften'bion nore cn trends, and _thereb-;* to avoid being tied down to nere

discussions on the magnitude of increase between terminal yoars.

4 perusal of the State-wise AWI and WSS estimates.of wage rates
for mayle orricultuml lobourers for 1556-57 and 1970-71 (See Table 1)
indicates taat the former overstates or the latter wmderstates the
wage rates in 1056~57 in 211 States, ond also that over the years the
degree of differential betweep AWI and NSS figures have declined in all
States,

The consistent tendency of tho AWI data bto overstate agricultuml
Wnses is souaht to bo cxplained by V.M.Iao¥ - in terms of cerbain porva-
sive features of the AWI schene like, the relatively smllor coverase

of the samples and the atypicality of the villages and the respondents
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chosen, In this contaxt, we should also point out the bias towatds
understating money wage rates that was implicit in the procedurc
adopted in fhe NSS schome for purposes of converting kind wages inte
their cash equivalents. As per findings of the Second fgﬁcpituml
labour Enquiry for nhout 5C per cent of the mandays worked by agricilw
tural laboures payments were received in kind_.é/ The various labour
enquiries have followed different methods to evaluate these kind
wages. In the First fgricultural labour FEnquiry of 1950-51, retail
prices were u?.ed__,-?/ while in the Second Fhguiry and the Gural Iabour
Enquiry of 1963;65, yhole-sale prices weré wused for the purpose.g/
‘The 25th round of the NSS whteh rgports the wage rates paid to ruml
non~cultivating labourcrs, hes however used retail _prices for conver-
ting kind wages into their cash equivsﬂ.en‘bs.c"] Whereas, in the AWI
scheme, the money squivalent of the kind payments are estimated.at
the source of the fes'ponﬂont , and this method has been pursued con-
sistently. The divergence between AWI and NSS wage rates noticed in
1956-5’7 and the convergence betwoen them in 1S70-71 would be partially
explained in the light of this obserwetion. If this were the casey
tha greater ipcraase' in real wage rates noticed in different States
through the use of NS8S data for the periad 1956-57 to 1970-71 (given
in Deepak lal's StUd:Y)m/ woyld brcome a quistionable finding.
Given the fact thﬁi‘b roteil price of wage goods exceed the wholesale
prices by a minimum of 20 per cent, thers should have been a.n under~
estimtion of the money ge~e rates at least by 10 per cent, in

1956-57.



The very hypothesis that inerease in real earnings of agri-
cudltum 1l labour force, takes sffect through ad justments in real wage
rates, itself is questiomable. Wage rates per se would fail to serve
as indicatozns of reel earnings of the rural wage labour force. lieal
earnings of an agrieultural labour household are primarily dependent_
on three variables; (1) the agricultural wage rates; (2) the quantum
of employment per yzar available per werker; and (3) the price of
wage goods consumed by r-miars of 'the' household. There is considersble
interdependence between these three voriables, and they together act
to determine agricultural wage income in each State. This would mean
that an - increage in the firpt vzriable, i.e., say the wage rates,
need not necessarily reflect an increase :Ln income lavels of agricul-
tursl Lébow- lioq}séholds , as - it could also be accomparicd by a decline

in the anmal gvailebility of employment. and/or an increase in bhe arice

of warc goods,

How thase three varicbl =8 - erployment , wages and unit value of wge
toods -  cumlatively determine the real earnings »f agricultural
lnbourerd in vericws Stotes can be exoirined with the data made availablis
through the Secord jgricultural Irhwur Brquiry of 1956-57 and the Ruml
szbour Enqulry of 1963~ -65, These TepoThs gv_ve the money wage rates
and also the days of smplioyment of _:1c*tivé§r§ epplbycd aﬂult male agri-
cuituml lobourers in waricus Indian Statea for the two reference

ars.,  From these we can estinnto t‘n o cnawal eaminzs of agricultuml
Ilgbourers fron wege employment. The reperts also provil e an ideal
dellator which renders possible the comparisen of their Teal earnings,
" consumption of the

Date on the State-wise diffrcrences in per capita/wage good - cereals -

in agricultuml labour heuseholds, are available for the two points of



time. The unit value of waze goods consumed, derived from these

can be used to estimntse the real earnings of agricultural labourers
from wage empleoymasnt, Tebles I and IT give the money wage rates

and the amual deys of amployment of male ag;'icultuml labourers and
also the wnit value of cerecls consumed in agriculturdl labour house-
holdg across Sba.‘bes for the two years 1056=57 and 1GA4-65. Table II
gives the real earnings estimated from these figures and also the
relative positions of wvarious Stetes with thelr level of enrnings in
relation to Punjab/ﬁs:yﬁnn, where the real carmings of agricultural
labourers have the highest valuwe in both the years. n Table IIT, are
given the per cantage inecreases in monay wage rates, days of employ-
ment, the unit vo,lue of tereals and the resl earnings of agricultural

labourers, between the two years, 1956-57 and 1664~65.

The datn bring oub several interesting obscervations which are

sumnarised below :

i, There are considermbtle variations across States with
regard to the relative magnitudes of the three variables
wage Tolbes, eumploynent and the value of cerecls consumed, and

therefore these of real earnings of cgricultural labourers,

ii. The ordering of the variables in diffemnt States,is
differant in each co 'St% Yowever, they roughly retain
the seme ranlking at /two points of tine,

f‘11

The woge rates, the employment and also the value of
the (.,Ofla.tu]f‘ hove incrensod between '1956-5’7 and 1G64~65,

\
Lut there are wide inter-State variztions with regard to

iii -

the magnitu¢es of increases.

iv., The State-wise differences in the real .earnmings of agri-
cultural labourcrs narrowed down in the latter year.
Several States moved closer to the level of Punje}b/ Fnrya

and some could aliter thelr ranking in the earnings posit



This has come about through differential mtes of
increase of the three determinant variables,

.¥v. The inter-State differ nces in money wage rates alsc
declinod conciderably. A zeasure of such differences
given by the coefficient of variation declined from
33 per cent in 195657 to 26 per cent in 1964-65. The
corresponding velus for real earnings declined from

37 par cent to 2¢ per cent during the same poriod.
p g P

It ig interesting to note that J'_n‘lthe case of Punjab/Haryana
which siowed the highest value of real carnings in both the years,
there was a decline during the intervening period. TLieal wage
rates a_;lso- declined thore, for on 8 per cent inerease in money
wage rates was offset by on 18 pur ecent increase in the price of
wage goods. In 1956-3-’7,_ the real earmings of agricultural laboure:s
in Kereln was the lowest Lanong Indn nl States, where the nurber of
days of erploynment was also found to be the lowest. Dy 1564-65,
the foal carnmings in Kerala increased by zout 50 par cont nostly
through an increase in wecl waje roles. tewever, the ¢rucial

obacrvation to iwle is that  the wagnitude of incrense in

real income pnd alsge thoe determinants of this increase diff-rod fros:

State to State. This cloarly establishes that no individual
factor, particularly the woge rate,could be decmed as proxy for

analysing the long teri trends in income of agriculturcl labowrers,
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We also need to cmn.nq the picture for the periocd after 1964-65y
and it would be particuliwly interesiing feor thet period is being
described as the 'Greon Hevclution! phase in Indian agriculture. One
important question that arises is whether in those States where real
wage rates have reportedly increcsed between 1964-65 and 1970-71 as
per NSS data, levels of weoge income alsc bear out the same trend;
ibre pointedly, whether the guentum of emloyment availsble to agri-
cultural labourershs risen or =t least remined constant leading
to increase in reul income. of agriculbtuml labourers in such States,
The absence of = comprchensive labour enquirylafter 166465, limits
the prospects of extending the analysis farther so as 1o c-?erive the
employment or wage effect of o rise or fall in real income of agri- |

cultural labourers.

However, there is sufficient indirect evidence which suggasts
the possibility of 2 decline in the employment opportumities available
to agricultural 1abou£ezﬂ during the period after 1964~65. The data
made available by the 27th round  the NSS show that in recent yearsj
there was very considerable increase in the numbers geeking wage
employment, Between 1664~65 md 1972-73, w;‘njle the totnl rural
male Jnbour force incronscd from 129,5 millicn to 196.2 million,
the number of wage employees went up fron 34.4 million to 66.8 m:.ll:l.an@
This finding is also confirmed by the Census returns of 1971, which
show an 80 per cent increase in the nuber of male agricultural
labouTers during the provious decade, 2/ An important study by
Raj Krishna on tho concopts cond measures of rucal unemployment, wherigll]

he extensively anclyses the various N8S data sources, legds to



the finding that there is an increag__ging trend in unemployment and
underemployment in riwel India durlng the 'sixties. 2 Tt is

quite likely thnt the available employment opportunities in agricul-
ture are being shared by -~ lorger pool of labourers in different

States, leading to decline in their real earmings.

Moreover, an axamination of the growth performance of agricul-
ture in India suggmests thot the period since the mid-!'sixties was
- one marked by stagnation in per capita output in several Stotes.
The rates of growth of ocutput achicved in many States between 1663-6L
and 1671-72 were of a low order, ccompared to those of an earlia phosc---
1:3 s between 1'957—58 and 1963-6/ {Sec Table IV). Tt was only in
lejab/Hax-‘yana, Ra jasthan, Uttor Pradgsh, Assam and Kerala thot there
took place some a;c-ceiemtion in tho rates of growth, In the case of
ma jority of States where cgriculiural _growtﬁ mies decelerated after
the mid-!sixties one cannot be wduly optimistic aboul an increase in
agricultural wage inccne corrgsponding to wh~it was achieved in the

earlier pericd.

The ecstimotes oif monel ogn incoma of rural leondless Jabour
households, made available throtzgh the 25th round of NSS, éeem to
support such o contention, e Trnl Tnbour Enquiry of 1563-65 pro-
vides information on yeerly incous from wage employument eamed by
labour households without lend n e.:L;h State. Such data were collschol
in the 18th round of W33 Curing 1¢63-~6/4. The 25th round of NSS which

V7 : .
covered the wesker sections ™ in rurnl areas gives comporable esti-
mates of income for the Samc cabt gory of psople, i.e., the ruml non-

'cultivatin,g wage labour houschelds in various States during 1670-71. Tro

increase in money incomc botweor the terminal years when deflated by
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the corresponding increazse in the Congsumer Price Index Numbers for
Agricultural Iabourers in each State, would give the magnitude of
incresse in real income per household, Table IV gives the Sinte-wise
indices of increanse or decrease in real income from wvage erployment
thué estimoted. It clearly brings c-ut- that real wage income of rural
non-cultivating Jabour households declined in most of the States

during the period uwnder reviow.

We have also exnmined the trends in aggregate income (wlich includes
income from sources other than - wage employment } of agriculiural lzbour
households during the sz porlod. THergj=hhe  iittsiich »eecmos sliphtld
better. The figures in colurm C and D of Table IV indicate tint the
total real income of agricultuml labour houscholds has declined in most
States, but the magnitude of decline is smeller when compared to
woge income alone. Siwmilarly, in the case of Stautes where aggrepate
incomz of agricultural labour households has .increa.sed between 1563-6/
and 1¢7C=71, the‘ rise is found to be more then prepertionate te
thot of income frem wage omploynent. This only implies that during
the pericd wnder review, there has been allvomd decline in tie rcalative
sinre of woge income in the teinl income of agriculturnl labour house-
holds, and thot non-agricultural scurces of income, particulcrly self-

cinloyment is becoming prominent in the income basket of such houscholds.

The hural Iabour Enguiry and also the report on the 25th round of
the NSS give information on the relotive sizes of the agricwliural
labour households in each State. 54 From the given estimtes of
household size, we can work out the increcses or Cecreases in per capita
roal wage income and alsc aggregate income of agricultural loip irers in

vorious States between 1663-64 and 1<70-71. Fron figures in Coluwms E
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and F of Table IV, it follows that the per capita wage income s
registerod a decrease in Andhra Prndesh, Assam, Bihar, Gujart,
Kornataka, Phhar_ashtfa, Orissa and bajosthan, The increase in total
income which cé:;xe about in Gujar-';'_b , Bnmmetala, Kercla and Orissc is
only marginal, whereas in Ptmjab/"ﬂaryarﬁ and U.P., therc lns been a
sig_:riificant increase between the terminal years. We may, however,
als80 note thnt such increa.ses in. ren] income have buen affected by the
upward bias of income sstimztes mnde in 1970-71, I‘esiﬂ_ting from the
use of retail prices teo evalwnte kind payments, as compored to those
of earlicr labour enguiry when wholesale prices were used for the

purpose.

In any case, these results arc not quite in o,grea:ment with the
trends in real w'-é.ge rates estimnted fol;- different States in .the varicoz
studies montioned above. We noted enxlier (though, with ,I‘esng:ttions}
that w:bgo. rmtes of mnle agricwltural labourers, es-b::_ma'l:ed cn the
bosls of S8 data, rugistered sigrificnnt increrses in most Strtos
beitween 1664-65 and 1970-71. Sura trends are borne out by data on
per capite income of sgricultuwml nbour housciolds, only in selected
States like Punjob/Harynns, Uttar I'rndesh mnd Tamil MNedu. In severnl
otlier B8totes the two indices have ety lly moved in cppesite divgctions,
The poin;c, we hﬁ.vé d‘.rée;dj mede, thot the wogs dnta alone may fail
to  reflect t;rends in the income of agricuWlltursd lshourers hardly

nceds to be emphasised agoin.



Conclusion

The reol links in the relationsghip thnt exist between ogricul-
tural cutput nnd income levels of agricultuml lab urcrs however
requir: de’ il-:d probing. In anolysing wage dota alone for bringing
out this roelatienship, the implicit asswapdion is that wage rates
truly depict  the lobour market situntion, and that chongas in the
supply-demond side are roflected in noverents of wage Imtes. The
studics in this line, fail tc explain "'dequate,ly the gtructure and
dynawics of the ruml labour morkeb. Decpok Ial alse triss to explair,
the $tote-wize differcnces in increase :m reo.l wages within a supply-
denond f:.ro.mwoﬂg_é/ He puts the entire mple sgricultursd work-force
{agriculturcl lsbourers plus o largs cobegory of owner cultivators,
who are act necessnrily dependont on wage employment ) in differ nt
States on the supply gide. and the incredse in graln output on the
desend gide, The moddl would still be incompleto without taking
into account women and children in the agricultuml Iabour force;
and alse seveinl crueial faetors Jj_i{e eropping pattern, coverage of
irrigation, cropping intensity, ote. on cither side. Hore the
incidence of a large mmiber of 'odd cases!, a.ﬁd alsc ;che wide mrgin
of confidence intervals assigned to the regression  coefficiarts-

would cast doubts on the very relevence of such nodels.
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We memtion 'bhis':-qﬁlgr?fbo point owt that moTe !resenrch! needs to be
done imte the 'tctmlpxmessof rurel wage ‘determination before
we oan m:.ﬂ:edef:l.nl‘ﬁlve assertions sbout the supposed relations bet-

ween dgrioultursl output. dnd garicultuml wage incomes. For that

we need to zo beyond the resli of figures; for meny of those phenomenal

factors which we £ind dn the Tubnl avess Tike: ocaste, systems of

bonded Inbour, nhd indcbtes

wés | whieh are far more impoftant to

the process of wage determinstion often fato ‘be caught within the

sophdsticated medels designed to mpl:mm the behaviour of wages.

é”’h@ in-‘t srest shown in “His work by Professor T.N Knshnzm
“hag buel most encournging.  Iam thankful to him and t

Pr@' egsors W.Krishnaji and 4.Vaidysnnthan for thelr
eommeiits on an enrlicry draft [/
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Tnble 1

(Rs. per day)

I ."':-_.':I.I-: Fstimntes ..,.“—...;.S.S- Tstimntoes -
STATES iSseesy | 1S7071 1956-57 | 156465 19707
. SR S0 BUN €-) N 3 DA (DN ¢ .
fndh.e Pradaosh 1.14 2.97 0.87 1.21 2.22
hssam 2,20 3.92 “1.5/, 2.21 3.7
Bihoyp 1.1$ n.a. 0.91 1.3¢ 2,25
Gujornt 1.44 3.06 n.a. 1.47 2.45
Knrmysala 1.2/, 2.33 0.84, 1.21 1,9
\/Keralr.'_ 1.45 4.8S 1.28 2,11 3.25
Madhyn Prodash 1.07 2.08 0,76 111 1.4
Moharaghtro 1.31 2.7 n.a. 1.47 2.28
Origaa 1.00 2.%2 0.80 1.33 1.90
Puajaly/ baynano 2.27 6.8 1.¢8 2.13 PR
o jagthen n.a, n.a. 0.58 1,76 3.03
Tamil Nacu 1.32 2.56 0.84 1.39  2.42
Ubtrr Prodesh 0.80 2,52 0.2 1.10 2.7
West Bonnl 1.63 2.58 1.43 1.81 n.a.

U A e L P B e L T T R .t Ak St N bt e S i L e o s e A b et = 8 5t o it

Scurces: Colwms 1 and 2, Takle I, 4.V. Jose (1974) cp.cit.

Colmmme 3 and 4, Table 4.4 in Gurol Isbour Snquiry, 1963-65 .
Finel - Heport. '

clurm 5 gives wage rotes of working men (13-44) yenrs in
mMitnl nonwcultivating wage onmer houselwolds token fron
Kolpena - Dordhen, "Turel Bmploymont, Weges and Iabowr Marketbs
in Indin, 4 Swrvey of Rescerch®, Part II, EEW, Vol.XII,No.27
July 2, 1977,



Amunl Doys of Employment of Mile lgricultumnl Labourcrs /I
Unit Velue of Ceremls Consumed in dgricd@bural Inbour Houge~
holds /T7, Tienl Eamnings of Mele ligricultural Iabourers /G
"and Indices of Lglative Pogitions of Stateg with Lespect to
tho Lovel of Eornings /D7, in 1956~57 and 1964-65.

15
TABIE II

k /ﬂszﬁef d_ay]'/ ﬁslguor ymi_@iab/}%&mn%ﬂéc

156~ 1964 1556~ 196/ - 1556~ 196k~ 1556~ 1564

57 65 57 65 57 65 57 65

L TE 3k s_ e 1.

:ndhra Pradesh 226 231 0. 45 0.53 W-? 527.4 40 48
Lzoan 232 267  0.60  C.77  723.8 852.4 65 78
MHhar 221 222 047 057 427.9 541.4 38 45
Fajarat n.a, 28  n.a. 0.51 n.x, 833.0 ~- 76
Trmeloka 217 247 040 C.4S  455.7 609.9 41 56
nin 170 187  0.55 0.67  395.6 588.9 35 54
[rSnys Prodesh 240 245 0.37 047 4S3.0 578.6. 44 53
M herasitrs n.s. 25  n.n. 043 n.a. 885.4 .. 81
Orissn 207 256 G.AD  0.59  414.0 577.1 37 53
Pinjey/Harywma 215 232 0.38  0.45 1120.3 10%8.1 100 100
Tojasthan 235 282 (.37 'c.z;s 625.1 1034.0 56 S
Tamil Hadu 193 28 0.42  0.52 377.0 556.0 34 51
Ttbar Prdesh 211 225 0.40  0.50  435.3 495.0 /3 45
st Lengnl 241 297  0.54  0.74  638.2 7T26.4 57 66

&

Joureo:

. Tnble 3.3. in awrad Izbour Enguiry 1953-65 Mnal _port,

B. Wo:t:od out from P-~blos 6.6 ond 6,7 in ibid.

C. Estimtod from Col. &, B and also Col. 3 and 4 in T-ble 1.

D, dstinated froa Ccl.C taking figurcs for I’!:tiljab/]h:ﬂyana = 100,
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Table IIT

Percentoge Incroase in the Money Whge Intes /&7  the Days of
Baploynant /57, the Unit Value of Cersals /T and the fenl Wage
Earnin s of agrieultural Isbowors /I in Different States between
1556=57 and 1564-65

A B C L
indhra Pradesh 3%.08 0.87 - 17.78 19.13
Lssan 43.51 5.32 28.33 17.82
Bihar 52.75 0.45 21.28 26,52
Cujarat .0, ThiCe n.a n.a,
Karnotaka 44..05 13.82 22.50 33.84
 Eernla 64,84, 10.00 21.82 48.86
Madhyn - Pradosh 46:05 2.08 27.03 17.36
Mlarashtra, n.a. n.2, n.a. n.c.
Orissa 66,25 23.67 47.50 3G.40
Punjab/Horyana 7.58 7.91 18.42 -1.68
Ta jasthon 75.55 1545 2G.73 65. 41
Tordl Sadu 65.48 777 20.53 4748
Uttar Pradesh 15.57 6.6 25.00 2.00
West Bengal 26.57 23.24 37.04 13.82

Source: astiyvtod from figures in Table I ané IT.
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tae IV

Compound Lotes of Growth of dggreg~te igricultural Production [/
And Indices of casce in :lj Consumor PI’]_CO Index Mumbers of Agricul-
tural Lotourers /B ii.. J.uuﬂ.l Ineouie from Wage Omployment /G/, ond

iifi, Totol lToal Incone Afmculturﬂ abour Households; div, Per
Cap:.ta lical Ingome from ﬁge mmont ond v. Per Capitt Total
lienl Income / of Jgricultur 'ﬂl Iz Dourers “n Different States between

1663=-64 and TET0-71,

__'J';n ex for 1963-64 = 100/

- & —— - - A g W P A S - : z n -

A B G D E

T
_ {in por centa_ g
State 105'7-58 to 1C 4 B0

e "“6°-64~__,._" o71-72

sndhro Prmdesh 2.83 -0,23 164, 66 86 . 71 <
hssan 0.8¢ R.86 178 6S 85 70 oY
Oihnr ‘ 5.37 2,57 175 78 85 1 o
Gujnrnt 6.46 1.3 163 7 87 g6 1
Karmntoke 3.22 2,45 172 83 Gd, ¢l LR
i{on&a\/ 2.20 3.7 195 97 g7 07
¥ndhyn Pradesh 1.96 1.66 166 117 130 187 A0
Mahareshire 1.25 366 173 87 <5 g5
{risen 5.74 0.56 161 70 84 85 "
Pun jaby/ e rymnn 3.13 7.5 170 102 161 114 151
Lo jasthan 1.70 beatF 168 34 53 L0 64
fomil Kodu 3.37 2.60 141 112 113 124 188
Pttar Prodesh 3.21 3.53 146 ) 153 1M1 o
Most Bongnl L.32 2.80 1587 e e ..
Sourcaog:

Col. 4. Flom L,V.Jose: VGpowth ond Fio L"C;llh'tl(‘*lb in Indion igrieulture: 1957-0c 4o
1072~73,% Working Paper No.58, Céntre for Doveloprent Studies, Triven Tmy 7070
B. Prom Statistical Jbatruct of il Indian Thion 1972 (Govi.of Indic ). 91 .. '
nethocology used foT cstimbins Ths irdex nubers for Tttar PmdL,ST rd

Toril Nadu in 106764 is discussed in i.V.Jose (1974) gp.cit.

C. and D, Worked out from figurss given in fmnaxure 5.2, ‘wral Tglb oL oyt
an’. Tablos 12 and 13 in NSS 25 “th Tound, deport No.262. {Govermnmt 7
Tndin) -

B, and 7, The par capita income figures were estimted by dividing the

'-nnwl income of ths household by the respectire sizs of hovsshold
(Source for 1963-64, Tnble 2.5 urnl Inbour Bnquiry and for 1570-71,
Table 5.4, NSS Report No.257) in both the reforance yours mnd i
indox numbers were worked out.
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As per findings of the 25th round Survey, there is an apparent
fall in the size of agricultural labour households compared to

the figures furnished by the ‘wral labolr Enquiry,1063-65.
It may héwever be poinbed out that the 1970-71 figures relate
to rural noh-cultivating landless wege earner households, while
the 1¢63-65 figures répresent landholding agncultural le.bour
houselolds also. Hipiricel evidence available in this field
suggeste that landless Ilabeur householders have smaller sized
families ccitpared to Jandholding families, and that the family
gige tends to ’baeaome smaller 28 we move down the size elasses of

: Fon, See, P C‘r,K Eam:lkar, T,.N.Krishnan and N.Krishnaji,
Populatie wih and Aegrieultural Develo: b: A Cage Study

of Kerala (mim Egraphed paper @i’ & study sponsored by the FAO,
Centre Tor Development Studies, Trivandrum, August 1576), Ghapter Iv.

Deepak Ial, op.cit.
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