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The DFES:ﬁt ENEFeISe 1S DrimEarily Sl
dQPS ﬂ t &t fpf Lo provite o Tueqrrshensive sxplanstion of the
[ﬂynamics g¥  larng disipribotics, Thz  canclusions  drawn e

Cpreliminary angd fentative and almesd onls

The maior purﬁase,anﬁ'the omint oF dEpariore Of The present

study 15 thus o provide & general metnoeslogical critique of the

ComveEnt ongl aﬁﬁraath T the study Rl chanaes in  land
distributinn and  the 'hLEFEﬁﬁ_: drawn, asssriions made  and

speculsticns attemptad; o theis hasis., - By EDﬁVﬁﬁi'UWQJ &nprumuh

we mEan: analysiz based on comperisons of standard size-class

gistribturions of lang a3t twoe (o mors) ties pointd drawn from
i I

ifteraent samples and  the making wse of susmsry seasures of

T The snalytical focus of the altsrnatiye approach may  he put

as followsy the concern 1S with the patiern of 1nt:g QeEn gr rtiognal

econnmic  mobility of agricaiboral hovseholds as & propimate

explanation for ohanges in lang dzgtritutznn intra-generational
BConomie Pobility  is taken tn mean the wobility (upward or

dowreard) of the nousehold with respect to size-class of operated



arza tlouring  Lrhe life time nf the head of the household. We need

(0

io mention here that the ismediate inspiration for adopting such
an analvtical foous for an analysis of land distribution has come
RO A s&uéy,ﬁf'head Cain,* whoss results on intra-geEnerationsal

rranges in o land distribolion for oiher parts of India as well as

for Bargliedesh, 8% sxadlainsd in the end, wWill | bear  some
intereating comparison wilhy our resulils for Keralia, More

gnerally,; we have besn in:aired By the dynassic methdolosy in
the studies nof the Hussian peaseant sooigiy by A.C. Chavanov ang .
T:8hanin. =

ir order to further clarify the scope of ouw snalysis and

the logic of the sethod on which it is bassd, let us look mors

closely at two  aspeoits of Sy aporoach @ substantive  and

As regards the substantive aspecht, we need Lo clarify what
it is that has aAgbivated the focus of our analysis. In this
‘ﬁmnne;timn; we need 1o naf& that the ampirﬁcal literaturs on
DEISSAL Eéﬁﬁ;gic Moiiity  has 1arge:§ heemn guidbed oy two

,t&ﬁtﬁaﬁtzﬁg approsthes . namely, the orthodox Marxist and the neo-
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ol icst,  Some sssential  elemsnts of these two  approa

sat out in Fig. 1 for  illustrative purposss  from the ooint of

of the present study o these fwo  approsches als=o would be

clarified in the process,



Tu Contrasting Thearediral Paprasches 1o Studvis
ffpr veriain iliustrative purposesi

1, “Brihodu Wareist’ Approach
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The orihodor neo-popalist approach eleﬁégES a contrary pattecs
in which housenodds st the estremes of the gfstribution tend to
miove Loesrds Lhie centre L osntripgial mobility " 3. Thi=s has Lhe
gvrant o conhSsguencs xr deeding to oa bulging of the middles o the

L
-
]
=
.
e

=
a

!1
E
(IS
-4
-



uf inepusiity. In the neo-populist approach, the pabttern of
menility 15 & cowbinatisn of centrifugal and centrinetal patterns
of mobizityfféiQQng 'riﬁé’.tﬁ'%a Cpattsrn of mu1t£~direﬁtianal
#obiiity. Hn1+1—directmunai mub11ity has the dynamic Consequence
ot ﬁrﬁﬁuéing neither & polarisation nor & middling tendency but
only & ovclical tendency within the peasantry. This, in turie,
may_lead ié an tnorsEass in insgusiity of land swesitn in certaln

yeliosl mpvement, bubt no 1linegsr trend in
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The present study, whiles it s concernsd with on anslysis of

e

the pattern of mgbility e majoy  Elegent  in ths arnalytical
structure of Qatﬁ tha thgnrﬁtiaal : pipFoaches described above)
Qnds?l&ihq the distfibuii &l ohnaogey  wiil haée only partist
impiicaﬁ?gns for thesg two approaches.  This 15 s0. because the
écgpe oFr our analysis in iﬁaéequaﬁe Lo oaaeaEl with.the guestian
;éiéed ﬁy the B zgp%ﬁacheﬁ regarding Lthe ﬂyna&ic BOE I o-BrOROgd ¢

consegquense of tha satbtern oF sobility, without indrodacing class

theorstic cstagories Lo capture Droduclion relations in dthe case
of the orithodox Marrist aoproasch and  demographic perameters Lo

capture lite oyclie factors in the case of 1he neo-popul st

approach.

On the othesr hand, o analyticsl focus on household
mahility - has been prosmpied by | two specific  considerations.

Fir

1z

t, an earlier study* atteppted s decomposition of  the change
in the averane args oDwned per household betwesn 1971 and 1381 {or
Cindividual states of India into three componenis: per capite Yand

msner  for  diffsrent - size B~Clases53 aveErage housshold size foe



L Bifferent size- Clﬁﬁbeh and letr;th a1 froussholds

it

F

(proporiion

ook ﬁ&uaeﬁaléa} iﬁ_ﬂiff&f&ﬁ?‘_ﬁizéhcl 5GEs, In almost all the
statss, h&uaeﬁuiﬁg“jﬁfﬁff;butian‘ éﬁﬁfgeﬁ as  the single most
imparhant tﬂmﬁéﬁéﬁﬁ,aﬁéaﬁﬁéihéj¥n? tﬁE  mt5E?ved ohange in the
év&ra;e szze D% Qﬂﬁ&é lanﬁ, -Tﬁiaiﬁuwmm to =ungest that houosshol

.muhiilty u:roﬁ

41

Aalysinn uh&ﬁgés

mgnrtnnt tm 5eé

Keraia initiated

aonsd Lhe

rE%BFmﬁ-;n in thie C78:s wowid heve ch
dis{fiﬁggién_'ﬂf'.iéﬁd  by atfscting e oattorn of household
mability;-paﬁtitﬁlarly'-ai the lower snoloof Lbhe land gistribution
Sl e, |

I tharsfore 4t 15 True  that  the patiern of ?Jnnerriﬁ
mobility has Lo be an important component in ary dvnamic analyaiﬁ
od ohangegs in land  distribotion, the orucisl quéstiaﬁ aF 1 sesl
Howr do ws Qenerffﬁ approoriate ﬁyﬁﬁmic data? That DriﬁgSIUS Tt
the methodolonical aspect of our ansiyiical approsch. ‘

First oof &#11; it is necessary Lo go beyondg the standard date
o charges  in size-—cClazms  gistribatiom nr langd since thay ﬁm iteyd
provide defialte clues regarding the anoErlving paiterﬁ' tack 2
housenala mobility. Tre gazsential problem here 18 that_th&r@ is
Ao uniouis; one-to-one oorrespondenss beiwesn & 0 certain ocbhserved
Changs in 1and Lzﬁtriﬁutijw @ Lhe underliying pettern of
novsehold @monilify, 1.%., Ta.ies.. 2 particular pattern of
gistributional  ohangs 1% cospaiible Wi th & wings variely of
underiying patierns of esonoslc mobiliity”. o This o

prought out  in Fig. 1, where an observed

th

asibhility is

increase in



inequality is camﬁatihie with Doth centrifugal sobllity as well
as & more c&mplex.patfgrﬁT ¥ _muitivﬁirﬁctiaﬁai' midility. The
abuve peint  can ﬁéfmﬂré-cbﬁcfatEZf illustrated by iooking at the
si"e—ciaﬁa_distfibukéan nf larnd $or I?Bgfai_aﬁjli?B&—S? Gi1vEN if
Tegié f.  Let us  $tart st the iowsy and of the scale whers there
las ooourrsEd an incraase in both bhe proportion of . and ares

under, margingl Boldings.  If ressings s mabtter of speculation as

.-P

o how this might Fave comg aboot through oos or #ore of the
folloning mma"‘bllai ey upmard mobility  oF gréVidusiy tandless

rimtssholos into this cat BGLTY thrawgh map kel oF nonerserel asansg
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coneciidation of & oo f
heleﬁging'tm thig _ratwgufy thouph acguisition D;_ Tands gub?
division ot haldings_-withiﬁ this grouo: dowhward mobility &%
.hﬁusehaﬁﬁa ﬁrevinué;Q“Eéiﬂnging to higher sizs-classes ﬁhrnugh
%ﬁﬂfﬁi#isian”ar'icég of land via ECTE S SR E S charnmets, gtc.
Bimitariy, i€ we look aﬁ the_}a?g& froldinygs cslogiry =Ross Share

in the muorber of  holdings hag declinsd and thie sred share has

AnorEased,  one e mre of  the following things  might hsve
happasned: douvierd mobility  oF some  houssholds  previously

oelonging 1o this Calsgory thwvougn sub-division of  land o
L oragis Teas o FE-TaTy via market /non-m3r ket channel s;
cemeslidation of 2 csrtain prooportion of  holdings previously

belonging to this groun:  upwerd aobility of ceriain housshodlds

arpzzﬁuazy Belonging to Iowsr  sirz-clazzes into this catsgory,
gtc. Given these various possibilities, it bercomes difficult to
saplain the observed | inorsSase in  the IENmIF Y  mERsOre  of

CinEaguality o tand disteribubion Detween 1988-8F and 198657

(Table iy last ruow) Tin Lerss  of, 38y, & simsple pattern of
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Foprtion of sample households say not hayes coms into ssistence
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as indsoendent natﬁehulﬁs at the

Thiis, & third mEthad -~ anEe which avoids e bypical problemss

of the first two ath s mid @Rl we Pave followed o this study

focnsses o antvae-pensrationzl changes . and

aroordingly oensrates appropfiate aynamic dats Oy 2 Salple survey

nowmiach hthe  vellowing Tuy qQuestions  sfre

o+ homzenoclds int

Imcorporateds  CEhen did oyou stact ofd o wmiin an independent

ownershic/operationsl o
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parant  holdingdiousshoidr’? THodw gt laogd diad v start off

with'?  Tre second gquestian suffices o reoonstruct thes land
distribution of whalt can- be callsd “poict of origin

sample’ of houssholds  and  thus  to study ~the dynamics  of

i terms of & aesnd &t Lmaanery, L o8 2% it e e walting
with & Bafcie sb For nsw hougssholds Lo get formsd (38 & resalt
of partitideing angd splitiing of hoegsegholds putside the sample
net sz 1t weee) amd Catoniing them at the point ot origin, E2on

horsehnld 1s thus onioring the et with two taas: one Lthe yvear in

. Dnog the sample net is Filisd
ur, one is trackinn Lhe housgsholds  doweity £o 0 the yesr of actusl

survey, hrrough A recording oy thelr  gsinfloss tramsactions in

One could immedialely ses a peculiar festurs of  thiz ssethod
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1hm Aernfi roint about the dets Soyvyos thal negds Lo be

mentioned here is Lhat the bamgd rildisation SBurvay, bsing nart of
a study ono LﬁLl1E haidwr , purEly landiess houssholds on the ane
frangd and plantut o estates onn the other  wesre purposively

N

1'{'
|-.-4

vidded frﬂm:the samnle  frame, This has two implications:

b Y
Jobs
if

rt

the  orucial ouestion  of the mobility of  landiess

rousehnlds caanod bhe explored and second,  the magnituges of the

With  these =ntrauuL SOy fﬁmarkég e none ROVE  ON ta'an

afnslysiz of  bnk datx. To start  with, & fwo-way peEroentage

The purpose  oF Lhis table 1o to have an idea regarding the
time-nrafile of foreastion of households {age composition’ Of the

Sample housetalds) - foe C21) hoaseholds andg for huu5ehclé in

promition of relaty vely olyg  and nEw households, Vi terms of the

imagery of the sampis et described  sbove, thisz tabkle can be

[ nad
N
el
]
i
{M-
wr
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Lhenagh 1lled-in Sonple Ast where the hpussholis have

i
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Gize class {in atres) &t Poiat of Brigin/in 1472 frier a7P
Year of : fis  Operatyd
Origin BB LS TR 5B LB 42 LB 2B 2B B¢ total Mea
lagrest

By 1378 8,7 7.5 13,6 2%.5 8.3 8.6 b8 3
(37,30 {838} (31,8 1550 153,30 {358 LD 39,2 L8E
A1 unD L IR T S 1135 1.3 113 18,3 148
1974 - {958 9.7 i%.5 4.7 {87 ®.2 152 3.2 175
(2.9} 12u.% 128.7} - 4.0 128,1y  46.7) 8.9 15,3 1,78
1981 b after 9.4 1T 5.6, 14,3 i% 37 uE %
{33 249 W 57y 1i%er U158 .8 8.2 L&
Column 173 9% LD R 51 197 183 i 1958
Total 197 9.2 13,8, 2.8 5.5 14,7 el 195.3 )
fiete: 43 Yhis aad e} s&hs&nu=1t tzhies @b h3sed oR
referred 10 iR Ehe text.
_ f3%Y Figures in pareniheses relzr io Codusn ;=rr-'
Wity Under CRow Total' and TE} sEn Totel , the u
 households and the lower figures repressat
iivy In this ang subsequent {abiss, opevsded sre
in ihe case of Xefala, thers is 1itlle lessis
The f time-orofile of formation of houzsholds can be ssen fran
Foe Total ' osrosinteges: e Find Tthet  niesrly 928% of houssholds
had zZom bt esxistence by 1978 and the  otner 584 aflier 1R74,

households.  On the othesr nang, ine sizg-claszwise Lime-Drofilse
g vy - oy FeIpsctive  column peroent ages 5T Tabie 2. in
parenthesss) reveals that' there is 2 Sisgropometionately large
numner of oiad howgehoids in the Lop thres sise-classes anog &



gLl sample howseholds (s olven by "Row Tobal pErosntzaest,

e Pousetarids . we ful that o Chie proportion of  houssholds in the
Dottom thres sire-Cclaszes incressss,  and in ths top thress sirzre-—
TIASESY gelreases, a5 ng mﬁv& ol e L The yes?';f BLUTVEY - This
is clearly  sesn in  Tsble 28 which is  based on the row

Gooh a relative protiferation of smaller

inttizl operated ocldings zaong YOungey uﬁunmha?ds is refancteﬁ

Twﬂwhav Percentagg gég gabg§1ﬁn g ggmglg ﬁ =t 3 Teo
brqu ﬂazﬁvr;asgas of Dperatend fres at Pplnt Qf inﬂihl-
: ;n w?m anﬁ by YEsr af Driu?ﬂ =
S -sizeht1a55.ﬁin'acres;
Year of Drigln | - o ———— Total

Loer L5
e e e e e e o e e ot o e o e e o e e e i e e e e o o A e e
By 197B . H Fide 2 108, 2
1971 - 1975 43,75 53,5 128.9
IYFA — 1786 5.8 SE. 8 10, B
1783 & afrer SARFLTF e PR 128, 8

I order  Looostody intya- gensrational distriburional ohanps

¥
W L& start wy - construnting Lwo standard ize—olass
distributions of and Tor the sams sample of houssholds, ons for
the inittial reference poind (poind of oripia/ 15780 and  ihe other
for 1987, This is preserntsd in Taple I, Panel A, The mzasurs of
ireoual ity shows onily 2 slight inciresss. Lonking . &t Lhe change
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infloss of  land by
orobles of looking &t

becsuse of upwarg o

I lityry  of  different

o distributicn {Tahle 4), Here we find 3 somewhat clzarer
pattern of relative gain/ioss in decile sheres whereby the bobtos

five deciles pave renistered small  gains  and  the wealthiest

gecile & 0 siinht loss, =i The net ‘result of a2ll this is
s o=stdaiht derline in the iintre—generational

Moo
3 arrye
Talmlia R
o ~-Q_=..z:.~..'.-;;
BSize pilass Bistripution of Land. Lorens Fetico gngd Deciles Sharss,

&. 74 M 1YL, 1T =7
.13 2 BLin Y. 17
3,31 et 15.2% E.5e
1G. 87 4 2B &G i, 28
18,17 b 15,57 15,54
I i £ 1.2 3T .87
F2. 4% 7 & 27,82

¢ A
L .



[P

Panel B

Sl i i A o o i S s i = e B L G et SH R e e o . e i e . o Bk

a‘"‘lnf o¥

CBrigin/i?7R Decile 1987 Decile | fbsolute Propor-
pperated Sharss  operated  Bhares . Gaini{+)/  tional
Cholding o polding % S Loss(-Y - Bainiloss
~PDecils - C Decile ' in % share %
Poorest 45 Poorest - .SY S - TN i
2 L8y T R - L7 -R.98 ~37. B8
3 2.09 SR 79 -B.21 ~18, 858
'y | | g B S ~2@. 25
S g 5,37 . +8,57  +12.88
& £.38 . g = ~1.21  -1B.9%
7 8,99 7 18,97 +1.88 . #1291
8 RL -5 R - N 13.28 -1.81 —ma,wé
@ I e A 28,45 41,85 0 +8%.95
Meaithiest 49.18 - Wealthiest 3%.8% R Be »mﬁ.ac
Tablz 4
Intra-geperational Chanoe in D&L%le Aheres ““J_L&“L L.ii
Foint of . Pecile Shares (W)  AHosoluie _
AFLOATI LHFE e e Fadn 4}/ Proporfional
operated . | At podnt ; L LeEs e} Bain/loss
Holding - of orFigin/ _ in 1997 in % %
Decile in 1978 - ' ‘mhares
Poorest . .59 +. @5 +11,11
2 .81 .35 % R, 7€
3 .88 © o 2.e8 L ow.pa 0 +p2,88
& CFEH _ Dea L A5 +31,. 43
= 4,58 4. 43 +. 35 +31, 31
& 6.3 ' & 37 B 3 ~%, 15
7 5,99 g.83% - 15 1,1t
a 14.51 14,62 .11 AL TS
: 3 . i8. & i8,87 +.27 +1.485
Wealthiest B 1 7, 3% ~5 3 ~.87
Lorens Rstio a7 P72

IY, Patterna {2f ﬁoumehaid Mopility

A

W
s
ut
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Mow, though tha'bre5edinw A&l rells us how the relstive
X/ H 4 ¥ )
share  of the sang  households has  chepged over  time, | this

information by iisei-f does not revesl fully the untderlying



patitern of mobility of indlvidual houssholds. in ordsr to get a

S, !
Ighie &
Iwi-way Pergentape Distribetion of B
Size-clzss ¢t Geevatsed Ares at fPain
and Bizgeg-rlass of Dooerotod
{intra-generationsl Mobili
ize-glass Bige class in 1987
t Point of @ ~-—m-- e Smm e Aewme-— Bod
ripin/ 1 2 3 3 o & 7 Tedal
n 1978
H 5.3 1.8 2.8 2.5 178
187.68) {Z.8) B.7y 0 (1.8 5.7
2 i1, 73.7 b1 b1 2,5 [ 99
(3.9 73,7} 14,23 12,7} 1.9 (8.3} 2.2
3 3.7 7.7 73,4 3.3 2.9 2.7 148
4.3y (11,1} 72.8: £5%. 82} 12,2y (8.% 1Z.8
3 1.7 3.8 9.5 72.% 5.1 .g R
12:.2) 3.0 7.8y (76,7 118.4Y (3.3 21.8
z P LB 58,8 2.4 i, 8 137
13,82 4,2 (Fa.0) 1320y (R 18.3%
b 1,14 .t 2.4 Bt 2.2 189
it 5} {G.9) (9.9 {73,353} (7.8} 16,7
7 1.8 19,3 7E.% 57
8,4} {3.5) {88.2) 9.3
Celuen 135 23 143 223 179 289 at 1898
Tetal 17.4 . 2 3.2 28.% g5 18.% &7 1RR. 2
kote: {1} Fipures in marenthesses, FeEpreseast colqgj_parcentug5=
t11) Umder ‘How Toigl ' and "Ooluan Tolsl ', the upper figures represent
apeney 0f houasshyglds and the lower fipares reopressnt percenlage
diztributicon or seholds .
fi1i} Bizte tians refe subseguent takles
corrasaong to si preceding table
fTabkle 23
sraeld Jdre

ih



{ooounying difésrent

i

the vesr  of survey in order  to s2e how btheir respschtive size-

ieroentages) 1s presentisd in

in Bize-class Oz
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lass of ¥ of houssholds sspsrientlog
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Foint of Uowsrd . Demaliwtzr © Mo chanas
Drigin/in 1976 Mobiiity Mobiliby o
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Heere wiee Fingd that in the §oesEst zw high as 79,34

oosition angd only

4. 84 of housenslds experisnces upward sobility.  The households in

experiencs gore than fThe averans sxtsnt of downward mobhility, Ir



gensral,  the oxiert. oF upwarg mobility diminishes and Lhat Of
downwero  sbilily Increases as  we  move v the size-class
catenovries, It is this which produces the (slight? decline in

the Intra-generational inequslity in lang gistribot:on fas sesn

At

n Tabie 3y,

111, Exgentg Neture and Fattern of Gginanﬁs ot Landg

o ——

It shounld Py S e poted that the mobility maitels
q 4

pressnted in Table § {and in & conselideted form in Taile O
pives usy in & s2nse, the net inter-size-class molility in terms

of specified size-class rangen of operated areay this  would then
Ride the full extent of mébility in iterms of the number of
households gainingflosing land within sech size-zlass  and the

extent of gainfioss of land.,  This informeabion 13 pregsviled in

4. We Thus {fing  that. in pensval,. the proportion of

T=bis

it

Rousenolads Qaining  or

than the proaportion of

mobility (Tabls Sar,
gaindioss of land, we filad that for all sive-uclasues (ENOBERL
5?3e=tlaﬁs S), there 13 & net loss of land, sinceg ares lost
pioepded ares gaingd. Howsver; the bothdomn four size-classes loss
propoyiionstel v DO &, aricd “hhee Lop e size-class
proporiionatsly less {gize-cliass & has registiered 2 ne{ gaiﬁ, a8
vie have seen)., relgtive tor fhheir ;nitiél stork of 1and (Table &,

rTast column).



Tabkie b

N )

Srose and Net B2in/luss of Land by Sample Rpuseagplgs
vetween Peint of Qrigis/i97® snd 1986, oy Bizs-fiass
gt Operated Aree a3t Point of Origin/ie 1978

{in acres)

Bize-~class  Area Nao, of Area Koo of  Net Gain{+: Het Bain/
tat point falned  Eainer Lost Loser  Lpws (-} Loss &5 a
of eripin/ HH3 - HHE . % of Total
in 1976} ' area at point
nt Brigin/
in 1378
t B.16 §U32.7r .87 372B.6) ~ 3.5} - -28.42
2 8,24 S017.8) R, 4T 26:29.%) - 1,23 ~ 7,23
3 19,75 25419.8) 23,15 sgsl.e) - 3.3% - .53
4 25.2% I5855.7) 48,38 eB(25, %} -15.89 - 8,56
2 3k.02 53{22.2) 27.%F 450233 + 9,54 + 318
& 38,186 945,10 BZ, 5% O342E,. &) -2%.12 - 3.99
7 7.84 S1 883 33.75 1&1(2h.4) -259.%4 - §.3%
Toetatl 122,988  1953i17.%13 2BS2.7% 28Z{26.1%) ~&3.78 -~ 3.48
Kote: Fipuree iuw parenthesmss veprecent percentzge of iolal nasber of

Rovsshnlds i each Bize-rlass,

in order to s2e tha'natu#e m§'t?ﬁnsactinnsft?ansfers thyough
whilicoh  the samale huusshmidﬁ have gained/lost lang, Takle 7
pr&s&nta'aggregativé infarmatioﬂ ;ﬂ the distribution of araa
inatigained vy bvpe of loss/ygain transéqtimms. We Fimd thai wpls
transactions account for abovt 68X of area' lost ard purchess
iransathions account  for nearly  59% of ar sa gainad, Ssgong s
importance come  the gift t?ansactians which account for nearliv
23% of arag lost ang 134 of area gaingd., It shouls he noted that
transfers through implemsntation of ceiling low  acoount for aondy

nied.r® [dncs szie and

44

some &% 0f ares lost and 8.503% of arzs ga
purchase transactidne emerges a3 the must_impcrtant wmERns of &rea
Yost/yained, wWe now twn o fake a :iwser toor at the halure
{purpose pf sslsy sowce of fipance far purchase  of lande
TaLBIGrY af  lend use {for purchazad  lanpd) and patissn {size-
classwise) of sale and oyprochasse Lransadiions,

17



tirgz Yransscted by Type

Tvoe ) _ Chrea

TRIVESY

(B Batn Transattl onsg

i. Furihsses . BRI - 2 AN ] b 7
i, Deiling Law - B, 7% B, 53 4 1,95
ii1i. GifE 1 7. A0 12,864 L 11. 2%
iv, Leased in o Z. B 187 z 2,78
v DEher o . CB.83 5,95 ;

3



Tagie 8

e ————

Purposs of 23z -

H 2 3 3 3 A 7 33
: : 15831 16,38 ik 82 i3, 78 129,32 1ALTV 8.8 1.52
Fin. Self Bsp 12,14 .8 825 2.95 5,23 4,8 12,49

02,98y 1§.79] plE.E0Y 208 8,73 {3571 i3.83% 1.28
flarrizge Ben, TSk 83,3 25,35 23,45 21,58 17.82 2,2

{3,83) 410870 NERLET} ER.ERY bh3Ny 12133 {1,546} 28,71
Badicsl Esp, .58 3,73 1,5 85 14,77 543 4,83

18,850 75,20 {2.50 114,24 3%.BBr g1 9,88 5. 47
frguisition 5. 82 1,62 5. 84 B, 2% 15,47 2,27 8.8%
ot Land 11,48y {543 34.470 128,76 13B.%8 437.31: 13,99 7.5

Arouisition of : L3 5,08 15,91 2.8 B¢t 13,37 ¥
Btper assets 1587 B8 {1hTY) S04 R 4T 9,53} .47

Fia, Edurating 8.8

1: B '58: %! l52 4'%
(g.88) {1,014 B0 1593 145

B8 (26,45 11375 &, 1t

147 8. 33 15,45

Biners 18,17 38,82 1387 89,15
75 {28,480 {3LAY 39,48

e84 5.2 (2N 13825 4G

Eoiven Solal in 1,58 5,47 RIS S N ] 14,74 3,2 316,25 18088
Aoter Figerss in BaFratheses reprecqnd Rbb peroentages.

Table B presents the twi—kay percentage distribotian of arsse
sold by size-class st goint of oelginddn 1978 and by Durposs O

oiumi total pergeptsges  given at the

"

sals. We start with {he
Bottonm of Lhe taeble which repreEsent the eharse of differsnt sisig-~

total  ares soidr here we find that, for Lhe won

three sizg-tlassss, tiwe share in the totael eres sold is 68%
whereay thelry sharg in point of OoriQin/3?78 cosratsd arss 1s B88%,
Convereely, for the bhottom four sizse--olasses. L sngre i botal

it Loial irniiial ooersted ig

aFea soig 13 40Y whereas their share in i

13
[y



Wwe may now take a looR at the size-classwise share in the
area s0ld by Qu?pasa 0¥ snie  Given by row . peErosatages, in

parenthsses)., ﬁe ¥1nd thmt szﬁw a5595 ;6 and 7 account for 2

BT

more than pruﬁurtianate sharg inarsly, S7.8% in the area sold

for the puwrpase “others’ relsative o thszrkeh&?e {nameiy? &5, 2%}

1 the total ares apld for all puarposss,

T H
[
-

s
i
e
I
HI]

prjynf?io nate
sale pf  land fpr the_uﬁégeai#ied_‘“ fE's' Eategry, It éhgu;d fie
nobed, wostly refers Lo 'Ealé of  lamd with  the obisciive of
_inveﬁting the Qrdceeds alééwhére. in thg | BLODOWY 5 p?é&umabiy in
lines thch mf#ér qu1tk@r and Higher Fatéé of return than
agriculture, The motivation of size-ciass 5 bﬁhinﬁ_saie of land
staﬁuﬁ out in.th;e respect:iihia size-clasns acLouw+5 for as high

for the purposs of *1nanc_ﬁg education wiich

as 89%4 of mrea ﬁul-

is much'bi@hee then e share (namsly, 15" Cin tnbal  land sold

for all purpasess ¢ should be noted that no other sizs-class
hias such 3 dis Q?Qﬁutt'“ﬁa* extant 0 s2le of lang foF this
PUr oS,

hs regards sale of  lang Witk the purposs of acguisition of

‘DthJF'ESEEtﬁg Size-slevsts &% atn? 3 anuount for nearly @2% of
For this  pursosy, whersss  Lheilr share  in itptal land

8014 comes Lo oniy abhouvi SS%y sach & disprmga?tianaie'extent 37

sate of Gandd for this purpose 18 gquite pronounced in the case of

v

As regerds sSals OfF Jand wiih the .aurpesa ot :burahase of
pthaer btypess af land, size-classegs $,% ang 4 ac rn unt for about 7%
f tand soly for Lthis purpose  es  againgt their ghars  of oy

aboui 27% im totsy  land sold: such s Jisproportionate snient of

0
2



sale of 1and §er tb;s ﬁarpuse i particulacly pronounced 1o the

4

‘ wase of siz e*ciass ﬁ

Cuming tn"-sale ot land for  Financing medical ewpenditure,
s:ze-clabsps Sf.ahd 2 atcount foFr %4 of land sold for this
nrpaea wher-aq tﬁﬂ;f aha & in Ytotzl langd sold comes ©o only

abagpfzzl.

whern it comes to sale of land  for  aseting  marriacs
expenditure. @ach one of ag many as  Five EiZE*CIéﬁSES; pamely
gize—~olasses ! .t T, haw g movre Lhan oroportionate swtant of sale

-+

of tang for this ourposss together they account for nearly 754 of

Al

i land sold

Qi

land sold for this purpose shereas their shsrs in tot
wurh% au_ to enly about BOK.  hote  that such & disproportionats

ste nt of . sale of land for this  purpose s particulardy

prﬂﬂﬁuﬂﬂed fir the botton thres sizs—~classes.

2] ﬂiﬁpr P ERe t1anu¥e sxtent of @ land sold  for the purponse of
Fiﬁancinq %e1§~emg1nyﬁenf iz evident in the taze of size-classes
Tahs T and 1o tngeth&rs the account for 78% of  land spld for

3

this purposa as  acainst  their share of S56% in the tofal lang

Finally, =zales of lard  for fimancing  the “gesvah T for pald

E:

employment {s  accoantssd for mﬁstly by si¥s~Clagzen
rogiether , their share in total langd sold for this purpose ix G357

as against thelr share in total  land sold oy g8l puarposes,



Having dﬁiéribed fhe sx r*fiﬁ ssW1se Iharse in total larnd sold
For  different DwFDﬁ es“-uf Cwmals,  wR o nes twrn tn a8 bried
gescriptisn of the pursosSswise  sale or lend for gifrerent size-

EEBD2 Yoo wizry with, Ffor 511 size-glasses

U,l

Gl » the purpose
‘Qrhers’ amoounts  for pearty 48% of a1 land 2010y szlez of land
for meeling marriage =xpendiiurs oines  sseond with &  share of
nesriy TO%, whef&as DEREs DLIEDGEES MEave mﬂrelc%' lecs the éama
Sl g A Rl in:tatai lpng sola (Row  Total reroentages, Table 2.
N&%i; the relative impﬁftance OF ﬂi%f&w&nt-purpn§es oFf sale for
any size~class are giv&h ﬁ§ffasé§§tiya colum DEPCEﬁtaQEEn This

cain Be lrisfly 38£2r4%=d 2z follows: for the botitom thres size—

Classes, marriage eyﬂ&ﬂu e BmErges as the Cpredominant purpose
nf sale sziﬁﬁ@;.‘ih adgivtieds, sala of landg for mesting medizal
axpeniiture FoF ﬁézé ;1&55 2y gt for financing self-emngloyment

b0y eire-class 3, emerge as the next WDSL inportant ressons.  On

the obher hand, for slzs-clasuses $,6 and 7, the Dlhers’ purpose
regoninates, The m@motivabioy +for sale ofFfF land by houe %rtlﬁﬁ
P“Lnuglru Lo slze-~ulazs O is  sltogether different  sod  is not

gurded oy  any one consideretions for Lhis size-zlass, méeting
mEFF L xoe Sxpehnodi t\?ﬁ,- finaﬁmanA education, purchase o ctﬁer
tvoes of  land, ae s i al ﬂxpendlfvrz, aCﬁuxs;ttan n+ Gtihar ;Eﬁwtﬁ,
a0 thal order OFf ispoyriance, arg relevant consﬁderatignﬁ_ in the

decision o sell land,

Havina seen  the patisrn angd natuers of sale fFraiEactions, we

now turn o the pattern and nsture of  purchsse Transactions.

D
[
ifl
it
‘clu
b ¢
3]

Table < two—way percentage aigstribuytion of ares
purchased by s;z -class abt point of origin/in 19749 ano Dy sourcs

of fFinance. To begin with, we look a3t Yl ﬂéramnt 08 Bhnars Oof



size~classes  in

gdifferent total  lend purchased, §iven under
“Cotumn Total ® at the bottom of the fTabie: we firgd Thai the share
of the  top three size-claszes in the wolal ares purchased cones

to 88% which is  more  than ithelr share 0 the totel indtial

oparated area; Domwverssly, for the hotiom four

mrea purchassd  (12% is less

 size-classes, the share in toial
thar: their share in the tobha)l

a0 A

[P
i

o
ot
5

A\

1=tie %

j ceptags Bistribulion of froy Purthased,
Br Size Gizss si Poipt of Briwinfio 1978 zpd £ of Fipspis
Souree of Fivencs Tizs clazs &b poiml of srigindin 1978
-- m— Row Total
i 2 3 3 5 & 7 ity
B 2:¥ings 3.0 e 123 5127 5 2,58 .85 52,0
LA {54 .87 Qe g E Y 8,34
Reitiapres B - & 3 2.8 11,87 13. 48 3.3% 12,87
o gL BRLh 55,3 18,38

6875
L

Sale of assets

w4
" Loan brom Govbd & ]
TOBE. ADERCIES ' '
ioen frog fomar, agescies g 2

toan fros priy, sowrce

fithers 2

IE OB A
5,5 {324 489

B L4

5,560 28,8

£ g 2

25,87
(78,11

8

189

B AW 18 B L3 S 7.
1,150 7R ani BLY 1.9 1ELD
tolupn Total X .8 48 492 8.7 KRN .40 $.28 92
Noiz: Figur=y i Pareatﬁfses_faprésené 1o pErreniages
Dire—-crannnwias  sharos i lantt puwrohas=d for gl fferent
Sourees of Finanoe are gliven v row Deroentagss, Fizm~classes 7

e 2ay wd X yan B LT . T
S e M DY

financs ‘Dthers’

irf

surchageld by miscellaneous so0Urce

ot
o vad

% ajgsinst thelr share of 37.83% in toizl land



Prhased, Bix ~L1a5a 7 has a sharse of 73% tn lend srohassad by

Inar from govi./s uﬂperat B REENLizs asn apainst it share of 1A%

[
b
-
M
o
Yot
fonl

aﬁd_ M chasaed, - Bize-~clasgss 5,353,232 aind 1o LogEther
accpunt for 41% of land uuth =g by smalie of oihsry numsels ag

gainst thels share of 267 i botal land pwohased,  OF courss,

L
—
-
s

"

i
oy
g

o4
R
-
l-,
~

and purchassd threounh

this cowrssponds Lo Lty shares of S0 in

the  lznn purohesged Dy o reEmlThannes,

[+}

size—classes A and 4 have a shars of 687 a3 acgainst Lhely share
0f apout A8 in total land  purchased, Bize-class & again
Aaccounts for  as high as nexriy 68B% of land purchasesd through own

savings which s @re char -its share of S9% in total lang

Turning i Lthe relative imp”f%mvum of o1t rEnt SoUroEs Of
fimanoe, wa find thatg rit Al sire-Cclasass, omn Savings finsnce
about 5374 nf total léﬁd mnrchassd: sals of assels snother 21% and

renitiances are only the thivd sost isooriant sgurce of Finance

classss, hthe relative igonoriance of different sonces of finance
i g follows: for size-clans 7, Qb Sevings, iosn from govi. /
cooperative agencles arg " Obthers predominate:; for size-class 6,

-

and remitlancess predoaginats, o0

5 Eﬂl b o
mirs-class 5, Owh B32vings &g gredaéiﬂat8§ or size-cliass 4, own
savings and ramibtances are relstvely nore iaportant and for the
bottom thres size~clazees; saie of assets (and owin savings for

gizre-—class B ie insbrumentad.



CHaving . seen  the | naturs end patters of ijh cing of iand
We oan 11w, take & took “the patiern of use to

parpose of this is to ses as to

;;Qtﬁé twm&way'parﬁﬁﬁtage
falzemriape of operated

:fh t the nrmpmeran [=1:

oF '-'a::.é_"ui,?_'_s% A= 65}. high as

Cnearly F5U: pﬁrchﬁsa E Yeno for the

cmurtya#d aétﬁﬁnt&f%at Qﬁ}f W ok trtai.
imamrtamcé-m%_fpﬁrﬁhaﬁe:u¥- larmd +For %el4fmultivailﬁn o Crops im
relafivély mﬁ&&”zﬁfgﬁapécaﬁ.;h e cangs of Lhs three.tmﬁ.sizeﬁ
) asess .whvf&a; ?ﬁé_imﬁﬁrt,.u'

and courtyard is relatively more pronowtced  in the case of the

potitom four sizp-ulasses.

?%*ﬁi!"?‘_’ri'éﬁ!‘-

. Land use fategery  Gize class &t paiat of origistis 1978 ‘ o
_ . - _ : - - B9 Toial
! . 3 O T S T i
Cfaildings & Swrtere SRS T S W70 RN bdE 8 53
- TR ISR AR (BB (RIS 56 (LR

Bei¢ rallivatian TS AR W 81 ME RS M 528
vws L LED LB LED LI R RS uAD

Ferds Pazture: - : = B 4 8 2 LB ?

Fallos . SR F um 8 1,52 % -3 .
S {34,4} {65, b}

T S TS N S T )
o oLy | (72,81 -

Cols. land S S T T .~ S B

- . g =
Colusn Totap - S I o8 L9 973 B3 ®.48 w2 8

otz 3 Figurss in pirenthpses sepresent 0w percentapes,

z



What are the conclusions o be grawn from the above analyvs:is

o9 distributianai_chaﬂge, pattern of sobility anmd sxtsnt; nature
aind pattern m% gainsloss  transschtions in land? Filest, we woald

live to draw the following hrosd methoddlogical inferencer our
methodological  approsch  indicstes  both the necessity and ths

fruitfulnsss of going beyvond  the conventional  approach basad on

the standard size-class dizbribution of land at two or more

LY

points in Lime for differsnt  sample Such Ay approatn is
nensssary  in 80 far o &% i1 wewld  minimise  the elsssnts of

ﬁﬁaculatioﬁ,“asﬁertiﬁh-and wEong inferences bhat  often fo0llow

v..

Frome Lhe c:-“vmn.nt‘t_:-"-a-} apneoache Canig fruitful since it op PETE LD
‘he Qﬁﬂﬁiblzl 3 a#-addréaﬁing several guestions  lsft out  in any

grercias along the oonvcentional approasch.

The by oadg suaat:n;;ue inference of bths ozper @ay be put asg

mvirali stability of lend distribution

i

snd of the underlying household distribation existe;nevertheless,
Thensath sulh 5tabi;ity lies = gynamic process of  both uﬁﬁe orred
Jowmward mebilify  of households in 511 size-classes.  The sxient
d gainfloss of 1and éﬁd th? ﬂﬁtHFE.&ﬁdl pattern of sats/purchase
Iransactions in land underliving such process suggest.that_finé

aﬁ;z toentes Lo chanping conditions : in the agrsrisn sBConoiy are

taking elace o the lang sarket which should bs eqdamined closgiv,

The secong  substantive inferencs is in Lterms of Ythe gartial
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implication of owr results fo sppyoaches 1o

the study of pessant mobility ghetoined in Fige 1 what we have



cheerved does ot it into " =ither ceniripebtal or cenifrifugal

1

patitsry  of mobility, Father, the pattern of sobilikty 13

.nultzd_: [k &} OE LS Sunh ive riss Lo an overall

'I_,‘
it
hit
mt
W
4
it
o
Q
wb
Tt

unchanging Jistritbirion of land.

Herz it is vaeful Lo compare  the above gituation with the
resulin of PMesg Dain’s  study referred to marliersy  the case of

Herals sesmns ta fall nmeatly beteegen that  of Raherashtra and

fnsdhra Fragesh izigniricant decline in  intra—-gensrational

ineguality and leveiling btendency  following distinct centripetal
mebilityy on Lhe one siode and Bangladesh (sxomificant increase in

irntra- gwn=r~*)ana1 inanuality and polarisation tendency following

distinct cpn*r1¥u 21 mobility: on the oihsy, Theretore, the
sytuation in Kerals regarding change in  inequality of land

ﬁistrihutimﬁ can be ssid tp-be not 3% bad as someE peopie fight
suguest Dut, at the sams time, 3t is not as creditable as perheps
many would be led to believe,

Lantly, studies c{ change in -nequai ty of Iund istribotion
ars significant since ownership of larntg 18 the criticzl
dgeteraninant of  incoems and waalth in agrarlidn sconomies,. Dol Lo
the extant that the rural ECONTMY underghes 2COREIT
Cdiver sification and struoctural changes: rural incomg gisteibubion

may nobt  preoominantly  devend  or,  or accurately ceflect; the

gl
..-'

pattern oFf  land distribulion. Bignifivent oaangss sewsn L0 have
tékew Blace i Kerala in vespect of diversification of Ihe rurad
stonomy  and  ths | sources of housshold fncoTizs non-sorioaitural
income is #ery significant even in agricuiiugrsel ouseholis of all

-

size~classes, morz =0 for the lowmsr sizse-clazsss isee Table 11).



’resnurces ard

uﬁiiasati;n of henfexfaﬁf'labuﬁr tad alnla LR
nit DEsTt digcusnzed. Thﬁﬁc JERRL ﬁﬁ- ﬁeeﬁ”tm be looke

Fawing dg#ihatﬁve c@hclusioné'qn questions Felabing
geEnera -1 ations.

=8

Sizm-Tiass ,.of rgncen 1 NG i
{ T 1(-»‘8 \ ———————————————————————— o g e e B o e e e e e
' E Agricul turss Mon-agriculturess
1 14,40 B5.48
z Ri.7& 78,24
= 22.83 TT. 12
4 . 2(’.‘.‘” "‘:; ?:‘n 6’1
< ) 27,72 72.2% '
& 41.848 I8. 16
Z 59 04 3%, Z&
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