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CHAPI'ER THREE 

LAND MANAGEMENT 

This chapter deals with the land ownership pattern according 

to size-class and caste/community, class polarization, ownership 

of the ma±n agricultural implements according to size-class, tenancy 

system in the three villages • 

., The agrarian structure in west Bengal, as well as in J:ndia, 

has been characterized by sharp inequalities considering control 

over 11 1and'', the prim<iry means of production. Most of the sociolo-
..t-

gists engaged in the field have given emphasis more on caste rela-

tionships rath6r than on class relationships. J:D the present-an-alysis 

we have given emphasis more to class relationships instead of c.aste 

relationships. This is primarily due to the fact that in most of 

the studies Ce.g., Thorner (1956}, Mukherjee (1957}, Beteille-.. 

(1974)J it has been found that the upper caste like Brahmins, 

Kayasthas etc. control the means of production, whereas, the lower .. .,.. 

castes/conrnunities are dependent primarily upon selling the~r 

labour power1.xin west Bengal,though the situation is not that 

simple still the correspondence between caste and agrarian catego

ries continues to persist to some extent. This .is revealed from the 

study of Chakravarti who has conducted his village survey in a 

village of the Burdwan District.~The land was owned by upper and 

agricultural castes. -·rhe upper castes were represented by the 

Brahmin, Vaidya and Kayastha, and the agricultural castes by 

1. D. Thorner, op. cit. 
R. Mukherjee, op. cit. 
A. Beteille , op. cit. 
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Sodgope and Aguri. The tenants, share-croppers, agricultural 

labourers came entirely from lCM castes 1 Bagdi, Bauri, Hari and 

1 -~~:- th i d ill t f th 1 Charal ~ However, in e stud e v ages mos o . e emp oyers 

and the employees belong to the same caste or community. ~he means 

of production are distributed over castes and communities in all 

the three villages. A caste or community is dominant economically, 
. -.. 

socially and politically because of its numerical strength and 

not merely because of its position in the caste hierarchy. 

JC'l'he agrarian classes can be classified on the l;>asis of size 

of land holding, growth or net produce, capital emplo,Yed~ extent 

of wage labour, extent of marketable surplus, gross or net worth 

of the enterprise, and so on. In understanding the nature of the 

agrarian class structure, we have taken 'land• as the basis of 

classification. The other indices are also important in Capitalis

tic agriculture. Ours is to a large extent subsistence agriculture. 

As the principal productive resource, land is the real measure of 

prosperity in rural areas, well-to-do landowners not only acquire 

the other inputs of production like water from irrigation channels, 

improved seeds and fertilizers, they also possess the necessary 

draught animals and farm. implements. Hence, distribution of owner-,· 

ship of land· is a definite index of the nature o£ economic inequa

lities in rural area~. This criterion has been considered as the 

pr~dominant fo~ of classification by a number of sociologists and 

1. s.B. Chakravarti, Management of Land and Labour in a west Bengal 

Villages Some Observations, Human Science, Vol 32, 1983. 

..... 
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economists like Mukherjee (1929), Bose (1984), Myrdal (1968), 

Beteille (1969), Dasgupta (1980), Thorner (1976} and so on1• Yyas 

said., 11 this is partly because data on siZe (acreage) of the hold

ings are most readily available and a whole set of information, 

e.g., land utilization, cropping pattern, yield etc., is related 

to the size class of the holdings. Another reason for the bias 

towards siZe of holdings is that, in Indian villages control over 

land and control over authority and local level institutions 

usually go together.Access to other factors of production is 

largely deter.mined by the size of land ho1dings2• Income differences 

in relatively homogeneous rural areas can be better explained 

by the size of land holdings than by other important variab1es3 • 

The land owning class also can strengthen its economic position 

with the opening of business. They are also controlling the modern 

institutional jobs by taking the advantage of educational facili

ties. A nl.ID'.ber of surveys conducted in the villages of west .Bengal 

by Acharya (1987), Chandra (1983), The Scheduled Castes cod Tribes 

Welfare Department (1971; 1982) have revealed the fact that the 

rate of illiteracy is higher among the landless agricultural 

labourers and poor peasants than the rest landowning class4 • 

1. R. Mukherjee, Fields and Fazmers in Oudh, calcutta, 1929; 
G. Myrdal, Asian Drama, 2 Vols, London, 1968; 

..... 

A. Beteille, Social .Inequality, Penguin, 1969; 
s. Dasgupta, Class Relations and Technical Change in Indian 
Agriculture, Madras, 1980; 
D. Thorner6 ~he Agrarian Prospect in India, New Delhi, 1976. 

2. v. s. Vyas, • Chang~s in Land Ownership Patternz Structural· Change 
in Indian Agriculture•, in Peasants in History-Essays in Honour 
c£Baniel Thorner. 

3. v. Shah and G. Repetto, Further Analysis of Data from the 
Resurvey of Hatar Taluka, Boston, 1975. 

4. P. Acharya, Educationz Politics and Social Structure, Economic 
and Political weekly, Vol xx, N·o. 42, OCtober 19, 1987; 
N. Chandra, 'Agricultural worl,ers In Burdwan•, in Ranjit Guha 
(edo), Subaltern Studies ll, 1983. 
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x. swamy has classified the population wnich depends on land 

into four broad categories. The 1and1ess category which comprise 

27 per cent of the total rural households but own only 5 per cent 

of total ca·t.tle, 3 per cent of buffaloes and 2 per cent of. wooden 

and iron ploughs. The poor peasants who own upto 2. 5 acres com

prise 60 per cent of rural households, it cultivates only 9 per 

cent of land area, uses 15 per cent of buffaloes, 10 per cent of 

wooden, 7 per cent of farm ploughs and less than 2 per cent .of 

electric pumps. The small pe_asants householdS which cultivate 

between 2.5 acres and 10 acres of land comprise 29 per cent of 

the total households; cultivate 37 per cen~ of the total land1 

employ 43 per cent of the total f ru."l'n workers and use 36 per cent 

of irrigation facilities available in rural areas. 7'hey possess 

50 ~r cent of all the cattle heads, 45 per cent of buffa1oes1 57 

per cent wooden ploughs, 47 per cent iron ploughs and 35 per cent 

of the total electric pumps. The well-to-do peasants households 

are those cultivating 10 or more acres constitute 10 per cent of 

the total households. 'l'hey possess 36 per cent of buffaloes, 33 

per cent of wooden ploughs, 45 per cent of iron ploughs, 62 per 

cent of total agricultural machinery. Their corrmand over financial 

resources is also significant. They virtually control rural co

operative societies and their share in the term-loans advanced by 

the public sector banks is 62 per cent and in the private sector 

banks 77 per cent (1973 .. 74}1 .. All these figures reveal the fact 

1. D. s. S1r1amy, op.· cit. 

..... 
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that control over land contributes to the control over to other 

means of production. unequal land distribution is only a partial, 

though fundamental index of inequality. 

There are certain limitations to classification of rural 

areas by taking 'land' as the sole criterion. 'l'hat limitations 

are imposed by the production relations, soil fertility, intensi~ 

of cropping, availability of labour power etc. Djurfeldt and 

. Lindberg have asserted that, "our argument shoUild not be taken to 

imply that farm-size unequivocally determines the class-positio~ 

of owner-cultivators. One can say that the farmer• s capability of 

solving his financial and "substantial .. problems is determined 

by four types of factors 1 (i) the characteristics of his fami~, 

(ii) the characteristics of his faoms, (iii) natural and (iv) social 

and eccnomic forces. Thus farm-size does not determine class-

position, but being a most important indicator of the characteris- .. .,. 

tics of the farm, it can be used as a fairly accurate indicator 

of class•
1

• 

~A number of notable scientists have emphasized on three-

tier classification of agrarian society. In his description 

Mukherjee, for exampLe, makes a three tier agrarian class1fic·ation2• 

Dete.ille., also classifies the agrarian society into landlords, . 

~ tenants and agricultural labourers3 • In his analysis of agrarian 

1. G. Dj urfeldt and s. Lindberg, Behind Poverty a The Soci.al 
Formation in a Tamil Village, London, 1975, p. 1·51. 

2. R. Mukherjee, op. cit., P• 10. 

3. A. Beteille, op. cit. 
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society Thorner makes a three-tier classification i.e., Malik or 

land o.iners, Kisan or artisans and farmer and Mazdur or agricul-

1 tural labourers,. such a three-tier classification of the agrarian 

structure is not consistent with the region under study. 

. subba has rightly pointed out that the classification of 

Beteille, Thorner and other into three tiers sounds more a legal 

classification than a sociological one. A sociological classifica-

tion is expected to reflect the class consciousness in the class 

differences. In the plains there are plenty of households which 
2' 

represent all these three layers at the same time -~~number of 

scholars of agrarian studies in India (Joshi 1969; Ganguli 1974; 

Beteille 1974; ~~ncher 1974 and Patnaik 1976) since long have dis-

covered that three-fold cl~ssification of the land relationships 

into landlords, tenants and labourers is misleading. To quote 

.. .,. 

Ganguli, u'l'he mixed status o! the Indian peasant makes the situation 

far more complicated than we imagine" 3 • 

1. D. Thorner, op. cit. 

2., T.B. Subba, Caste Class and Agrarian .Relations in the Nepalese 
Society of Darjeeling and Sikkim, 1965 (typed). 

3. P.C. Joshi, "Land Problems in IndiaN in A.R. Desai (ed.), 
Rural Sociology in India, Bombay, 1963. 

A. Beteille, op. cit; 

J.P. l~ncher, Problems of Analysing Rural Class Structure. 
Economic and Political w-~raekly, Vol IX, .No. 35, 19741 

u. Patnaik, Class Differentiation within the Peasantry, Economic 
and Political weekly, Vol XI, No. 39, Sept. 25, 1976. 

...,. 



as 

1·The ·two agrarian categories i.e., land owning and landless 

are not homogeneou.s. Because, within the land owning category, 

there are non-cultivating O'..mers a11d cultivating owners. They 

are again sub-divided into small farmer, middle farmer, big farmer, 

landlord and so on. The landless categor-j' is also divided into 

wage labour, tenants or combination of the t~'IO categories.,.,.., 

The number of gradations in the village is being reduced, 

and their significance altered. There is in this sense a certain 

simplification of structure. Nor, this simplification might lead to · 

one of the two directions.·Either the upper lQ¥ers become reduced 

and merge with the middle, so that the village comes more and 

more to resemble the model of a peasant village. or, it becomes 

split through the middle, and land owners and landless become 

progressively differentiated, so that the village begins to corres

pond more and more to a bipolar or two-class model1• 

Influences of diverse kinds of land reforms, market forces, 

population forces, pOpulation pressureshave simplified the struc-

ture of land control in the village. Intermediary tenures have . 

been abolished,. and the types of ·c.enan-;:s reduced ill number. Land 

owners are now o~mers in a much fuller sense of the term, without 

having to share their right w:t.th a variety ,of intennediaries who 

in the past. might have· had stood betwee·n them and the actual tillers, 

variations no· doUbt.· remain, but it appecu:s that the non-cultivating 

--~~---

1. A. Eeteil.le, '.L'he Indian V.illage a Past and Present in E.Jo 
Hobsba-~.m (eq.), l?ea.sants iu History : Essays in Honour of 
D. Thorner~ Calcutta, 1980, P• ll7o 
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owner is being replaced increasingly by persons who play· a· more 

direct role in cultivation
1 

.. 

There is evidence of polarization, but this evidence is ..... · 

by no means clear. Neither the land e>Wners nor even the landless 

are today economically homOgeneous categories. There are land 

owners with holdings of ssraall, medium or large size; land owners 

who themselves cultivate the land, and others who do not; among 

cultivator households, in which both men and women work in the 

field and those in which only men but not \'IOmen do such workl 

landowners or cultivators who e~ploy wage labourers regularly and 

others who do so only occasionally or rarely. Among ~1e landless, 

there are tenants, share-croppers and wage labourers of various 

kinds. Thus the structure of economic interests is not the same in 

every village, nor is it always stable in any particular village2• 

The land owning group has been reluctant in leasing out 

land to the tenants. The attitude of th.e land owners has stopped 

the growth of further tenants. They are interested today more in 

cultivating their lands by employing hired labourers than by leas

ing out lands to the tenants. This attitude has developed due to 

several indigenous and exogenous forces. The most striking indi

genous force is the substantial increase in land-man ratio. The 

following statements show the general d~rease of peasant house

holds which cultivate 10 and more acres and between 5 acres and 10 

1. ~ Beteille, op. cit. 

2. A. Beteille, op. cit., P• 119. 
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acres. The gradual decrease of these two categories both with 

respect to the number of households and ownership size-holdings ia 

leading to the corresponding growth of landless households. house

holds cultivating between zero· to 1 acre and 1 to 2. 5 acres. 

Table 10 

Percentage d~stribution of households and area by 
size-classes of household ownership holdings; rural 
west Bengal 

Si.ze-class 1961-1962 1971 1972 
(Acres) HHs(%J Area (%J Hlis (%) Area(%) 

0 12.56 0 9.78 0 

o-1 38.58 4.11 46.75 6.83 

l-2. 5 18.11 13.43 21.10 20.45 

2.5-5 16.81 25.97 12.66 25.68 

5-10 9.81 28.81 7.30 27.72 

10 4.13 27.68 2.41 19.32 

Total 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 

Total NO. of 
HHs (Billion) 4. 9 5.5. -
~l.'otal Area 
C'Wned (Hillion Acres) - 11.4 - 9.6 

Area Per HHs 
(Acres) 2.33 - 1.75 

Source : National Sample survey. Reports No. 144 and 215.21 

(State: w. B~ ) 1 

1. N. Bondyopadhyay, Evalua.tion of Land Reform Neasures in 
~vest Bengal - A Report. Calcutta, 1983. 

..... 
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It is to be noted here that both the cultivable and home-

stead lands have taken into account in the above distribution. 

The above figures give a clear indication of phenomenal decrease · 
omJ... 

of the size-classes between 5 and 10 acres ebove 10 acres both 
"" 

with respect to the· number of households and the amount of land 

owned. Even the number of households who cultivate between 2.5 

and 5 acres have decreased from 16.81 per cent in 1961-62 to 

''"t 

12.66 per cent in 1971-72. on the other hand, the figures show the 

growth of the size-classes between zero to 1 acre and 1 to 2. 5 

acres. 'l'he data also indicate a decline in "landlessness" • the 

proportion of householdS not ~~ing land at all have come down fr~ 

12.59 per cent in 1961-62 to 9. 78 p~r cent in 1971-72 of all 

households. The decline is at least in part due to the distribution 

of homestead lands among the landless households during :.the -inter-

vening period. 

It is more relevant, though not wholly decisive, to present 

here the data collected by Nripen Bondyopadhyaya and Associates 

from 60 villages of west Bengal during 1981-82 to show the decline 

of the size-classes between 5 and 1C acres and above 10 acres 

and the corresponding growth of the landless households. The 

conparison is made with the data presented by the National Sample 

Survey (see table - 10}. 



Table - 11 

Percentage distribution of households and are~ by 
siZe-classes of household ownership of agricultural 
holdings z rural west Bengal. 1981-82 

Size-classes (acres) Households (%} Area (%) 

0 35.50 0 

o-1 28.62 10.89 

1-2.5 16.46 18.94 

2.5-5 12.93 24.18 

5-10 s.oo 14.53 

Above 10 1.aa 14.53 

Total 100.00 100.00 

Source a Bondyopadhyaya., 19631 
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It is importw£t to mention here that for this the author 

included only the agricultural land in ownership holdings. The · 

figures show the steady growth of the "landlessness" and decline 

of the large size-classes. 

1 The share-cropping system which was widely practised in 

the villages of west Bengal during the colonial period under all 

the Zamin6ari~ Ryot\-vari and Feudatory systems had started to lose 

its extents since India became ~naepenaent in 1947 and the reform 

measures with the aim of giving security to the tenants intro-

duced during the fifties under the Congress regime. The. notable 

of them are the Acts of 1950, 1953 and 1955. The practice of 

share-cropping in the villages of west Bengal further decreased 

1. N.· Bondyopadhyaya, op. cit., p. 21. 

..... 
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with the introductiQn of "Operation Barga" ·by the ruling Left 

Front Government in 1977. Though the share-cropping system still 

exists, the practice of leasing-out land to share-croppers is 

gradually dwindling. 1'he • Bargadar Recording' • introduced as a 

land reform measure for providing security of tenure to share-

cropper has been a major threat to land owners. 
' ~ 

The bargadar registration has forced the landowner to rely 

more and more on hired labourers to cultivate his land. The situa-

tion has further changed with the commercializaticn of agricul

ture particularly among the big and medium landowners. ln present 

days these cultivators consider agriculture as a profitable 

business which needs investment of capital as in other business 

enterprises. Besides enjoying the benefits of Government run 

irrigation schemes, they personally own pump sets, shall~ tube

wells, use chemical fertilizers, insecticides and high-yielding 

seeds and store ~~e produce for a higher price. But the picture 

with respect to the srnall :f.armers are different from that of the 

big farmers. In the village where .there is no Government· irriga

tion facility or whose land is outside the command area of the 

deep-tubewell is dependent e1 ther upon the nature or the big 

farmers who own pump sets. In many households the small farmers 

can not always afford the cost of chemical fertilizers or high-

yielding seeds. The extent to which the big farmers take the 

advantage of agricultural modernization can hardly be compared ··'It' 

with that taJ.-.en by the small farmers. Hence, it can be said that 

although crop production has enhanced considerably but simulta

neously it has widened the gap between the rich and poor farmers. 
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Land ownership pattern 

we have already noted that in the p~sent study of the 

agrarian class structure • land' has been taken as the basis of 

classification. Here. we have classified the agrarian classes into 

six Cptegories following the classification of Bondyopadhfaya 
1 

and Associates • In order to enumerate the nature of land. control 

of the different size-classes we have conducted a primary census 

in the villages. Our stuqy reveals the dimension of inequali~ 

over land control in all the three villages. The uneven distri-

bution of the main asset is shown in the following table. 

1. N. Bondyopadhyaya, op. cit. 

...... 



92 

Table - 12 
Percentage distribution of· households and area by size-classes of 
household ownership of agricultural holding in the three villages 

-
Size-classes - N a~ of the villages 

(Acres) Bamangram Batla-Bhita Alokjhora 
HHs % Land · · % HHs " Dand % HHS % Land " o.rmership <»mer ship owner-

(Acres) (Acres) ship 
(Acres) 

0 82 32.54 0 0 34 59.65 0 0 176 27. so 0 0 

o-1 48 19.04 31.33 4.71 9 15.79 6.33 10.72 186 29.06 140 12.0E 

1-2.5 so 19.85 ea.oo 13.35 6 10.53 10.00 17.86 123 19.21 215.25 18.57 

2.§-5 33 13.09 125.67 18.97 3 5.26 10.00 17.86 115 17.97 431.25. 37.21 

5-10 23 9.12 173.00 26.25 5 8.78 30.33 53.58 26 4.06 192. 66 16~ 59 

Above 10 16 6.34 241.00 36.58 - - - - 14 2.18 179.19 15.5S 

-
Total 252 100.00 659.00 100.00 57 100.00 56.66 100.00 640 100.00 1158.57 lOO.C 

~ 
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In Bamangram~ a few landlords and rich ~asants control 

the economy of the village. Table - 12 shows, on the one h.<?-nd, the .. <t 

magnitude of landlessness, and on the ether hand, the concentra

tion of agricultural land into a few hands. For example, 6. 34 

per cent families own 36.58 per cent of agricultural lands. There 

are 32.54 per cent completely landless fanilies and 19.04 per 

cent own less than one acre of agricultural land. 

The land ownership pattern in Batla-Bhita is to some extent 

different frc.rn that-. of the village Bamangram. The difference may 

be because of its small size. Batla-Bhita consists of 57 households, 

whereas, Bamangram has 252 households. But here, also we find 

unevenness in the ownership of the area under cultivation •. In this 

village no household owns more. than 10 acres of agricultural land. 

In contrast to Bamangram, a high 59.65 per cent of households in 

Batla-Bhita are absolutely landless and 15.79 per cent are marginal 

peasants. In the 1-1.25 siZe-class each household owns on an· 

average marginally more than one and half acre and in the 2.5-

5 size-class marginally more than 3 acres of cultivable land. 

Populationwise />.lokjhoz:a is much bigger than the other two 

villag~s. •rhere are 640 hcuseholds and the total agricultural 

land is 1158.57 acres. One significant feature ·is that the village 

has a deep-tut>ewell and roughly 40 cultivators are benefitted by 

it. In this village also we find the high degree of landlessness, 

predominance of the small cultivators and concentration of land 

into the. few hands of large landowners. 
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Here. we have combined all the households in the three 

villages and classified them under various categories of agrarian 

hierarchy ~hich will emphasize the extent of landlessness and 

poverty in the rural areas of North Bengal. 

Table - 13 

Percentage distribution of households and area by 
size-classes of household ownership of agricultural 
hcloings; rural North Bengal. 1988 

Size-Classes HHs Land " (Acres) Ownership 
(Acres) 

0 292 30.76 -
0-1 :243 25.60 177.78 9.49 

l-2.5 1~9 18.86 313.25 16.73 

2.11-5 151 15.92 566.92 30.24 

5-10 54 5.70 395.99 21.1~ 

Above 10 30 3.16 420.19 22.42 

Total 949 100.00 1674.13 100.00 

The ·above figures reveal that the three lower stratum of the 

siZe-class hierarchy i.e •• the landless households. households 

cul t.i vating between 0 to 1 acre and 1 to 2. 5 acres together 

constitute a overwhelming majority of the total population having 

minimum control over the basic mean·s of production. 'l'he landless 

households depend entirely for their survival on wage labour. But 

even many of the marginal and poor peasant households can not 
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manage without soma of their members doing wage work. As work is 

scarce, many people of this class go outside the village to work 

as wage labourers. The households v1hich own between 5 to 10. acres 

and above 10 acres of agricultural lands are the main buyers of 

the agricul tu_ral labourer. 

Land ~mership pattern by caste and communi~ 

vle shall discuss here caste/community and land ownership 

nexus in the three villages. This is important in the sense that 

generally caste and class in a village overlap i.e., the higher 

caste also simultaneously belong to the higher class in the 

agrarian hierarchy. Hence, both caste and class become more or 

less one and the same group. Contrary to this, the situation in 

the studied villages is somewhat different. The caste/community 

and class do not correlate. The Muslims and ·the scheduled castes 

constitute the majority and they are also the major land 01.ming 

groups. 'I'h'e employers and the employees often belong to the same 

caste or comnuni ty. 

'l'aking up caste/community into account in terms of ],and 

distribution in Bamangram we get the picture presented in table-

14. It is important to mention here that,- there are a good number 

of absentee land owners, majority of them belonging to the higher 

castes who have not been mentioned here. In this village, the 

Muslims are numerically dcminant and have the d_orninant control 

over land. All the households in the size-class between 10 acres 

and above belong to the MUslim community. Apart from this, in .all 

other size-classes the l-luslims are dominant both in the number of 

.. .,. 
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households and land ownership. There is only one Brahmin house

hold in the village which falls in the size class·1-1.25 acres. 

Of the total 26 Kayastha households majority are 'landless•. Only 

two households have _fallen in ·the size-class 5-10 acres. The 

richest land owner is a Muslim. He owns 7 acres of. dry and 6 

acres of wet land. 

The village Batla-Bhita is predominantly a scheduled caste~ 

village. Of the total 57 households only 2 are reported as non

scheduled castes. These 2 households are Kayasthas. One of them 

own one third of an acre and the other ~NO just more than 4 acres 

of agricultural land. 

The village Alokjhora is a multi caste/ccmmunity village~ 

The village is dominated by the Scheduled Castes (34.53 per cent) 

and the Kuslims (34.85 per cent). The Scheduled Castes and the 

Huslims are not merely numerically dominant but also constitute 

the dominant land owning group. All the households in the size

class 10 acres aria above belong either to the scheduled Castes 

or to the Muslims. The richest land owner is a scheduled caste. 

But 43.18 per cent Scheduled Caste households are landless. It 

..... 

can net. therefore. be said that a particular caste or comnunity 

is the dominant land owning group and other caste/community 

represents the landless groups. All the c:astes/coimluni ties except ·· 

the Brahmins contain both the· land owning and the landless groups. 

The most interesting feature in these villages is the 

considerable gap between rich and poor in the same caste or commu

nity. There are landless households among the Sch~duled Caste/Muslim 
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as well as large land owners among these corrrnunities. However. 

there is no big landlord or very rich family in the'villages. With 

the majority of the Peasants still being small and middle Odner 

cultivators the villages are quite diffe~nt tram the other 

villages where class and caste difference are more marked. Although .. 

there is no caste feeling in the villages. there seems to be a 
'• 

subdued tension between those who has no land and those who has 

more. 

~!L=--li 
Distribution of households according to caste/ 
community and land owning class in Bamangram 

size of caste~Comrnunitl affiliation of households 
holding Muslim Kayastha Brahmin scheduled sche-(acres) HHs HHs HHs Castes duled 

HHs Tribes 
HHs 

0 51 3 19 ' 9 
(62.19) (3. 66) (23.17) (10. 98) 

0-l 38 5 4 l 
(79.16) (10.41) (8. 33) (2.08) 

1-2.5 25 15 1 7 2 
(SO.OO) (30. 00) (2. 00) (14. 00) ( 4. 00) 

2. s-s 26 1 - 6 -(78. 79) (3.03) (18.18) 

5-10 16 2 5 
(69. 57) (8. 70) (21.74) 

10 and 16 
above (loo. oo)·· 

All 172 26 1 41 12 
Classes (68.25) (10.31) (0. 39) (16. 26) (4. 77) 

Total 
HHs 

82 
(·100. 00) 

48 
(100. 00) 

so 
(100. 00) 

33 
(100. 0.0) 

23 
( 100. 00) 

16 
(100. 00) 

252 
(100. 00) 

Note: ~ .. igures in brackets denote percentage of total householdS 
against each class of land O'Aners. ~. . . 

..... 
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Table -· 15 

Distribution of households according to caste/ 
community and land owning class in Batla-Bhita 

Size of 
holding 
(acres) 

Caste/Community affiliatl£U_g!_householcs 

Kayastha Scheduled Castes 'l'otal 
HHs l-Uis HHs 

-----------------------------------------------------------------0 

o-1 1(11.11) 

1-2.5 -
2.5-5 1 (33. 33) 

5-10 -
Above 10 -
All classes 2(3.50) 

34 (100. 00) 

a (Bt:..a9> 
6 (100. 00) 

2(66.67) 

5 (100. 00) 

-
55 (96. 50) 

34(100. OO)· 

9 (100. 00) 

6(100.00) 

3 (100.00) 

S(lOO.OOl 

57 (100.00) 

Note: Figures in brackets denote percentage of total households 
against each class of land owners. 
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!able - !.§ 
Distribution of households according to caste/communitl' 
and land owning class in Alokjhora 

Size of Caste/C~~unity affiliation of households 
ho.lding scheduled Muslim. Kayastha Nath • Banik Srahrn.tn Total 
(acres) cas·te HHs HHs HHS IiHs · HHs HHs HHs 

0 76 43 32 21 4 - 176 

(43.18) (24. 43) (18.18) (11. 34) (2. 27) (100. 00) 

o-1 47 53 38 23 22 3 186· 
(25. 26) (28.49) (20.43J (12.36) (11.83J (1. 62) uoo. 00) 

1-2.5 32 68 14 4 2 3 123 
(26. 01) (55.~8) (11. 38) (3. 25) (1. 63 j (2. 43') (100.00) 

2.5-S 38 51 16 6 2 2 115 
(33. 04) (44.34) (13. 92) (5.21) (1. 74) (1. 74) uoo.oo) 

5-10 16 6 2 - - 2 26 
(16. 54) {2:).64) ( 7. 70 J (7. 70) (100. 00) 

Above 10 12 2 - - -· '14 
(85. 72) (14.28) uoo. oo) 

All 221 223 102 54 30 10 640 
Classes (34.53) (34.85) (15.94) (8.43) (4.69) (1.57) (100. 00) 

Note a Figures in brackets denote percent·age of total households 
against each class of land owners. 

!lVes of aorarian relations 

rn explaining the complex nature of agrarian structure 

Jacoby states that, NAlthough land ownership ·implies status and ..... 
prestige, it is frequently impossible to draw a clear line between 

the Ot-Jner-cultivator and the still lower groups within the village 
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hierarchy. The former may be forced to rent additional land in 

order to support a family, and depending upon the relation between 

the acreage which he l.)lllns and that which he rents or share-crops, 

he becow.es either part-owner or part-tenants, and in both cases 

he moves down the social ladder. Similarly., many owner cultiva-

tors, tenants and share-croppers, or members of their families., 

have to accept wage labour in order to augment the meagre returns 

from the land, and. thus overlap the lowest group within the 

hierarchy that of landl~ss agricultural labourer:;J. Nor, given 

the variety of possible institutional arrangements, can the 

tenants be called a homogeneous group" •••• "Cverlapping and 

duplicatic.n of functions are thus cha.n:~cteristic features of 

1 village life ... 

Rudra has pointed out that the distinction of agrarian 

classes by Lenin in Russia and Mao Tse-tung in China does not 
' 

carry the same significance under Indian conditions "because of 

various considerations including caste and other fe~dal values 

and taboos" •••• •• In India, because ot the caste factor, parti-

cipation or non-participation in cultivation has a different 

significance. Thus even very small and impoverished landlords 

belonging to the upper castes would not participate in cultiva

tion, but depend on tenants or labcurers112• 

1. E.H. Jaeoby in Collaboration with c.F. Jacoby, Han and·Land
The Fundamental Issue in Development, London., 1971., P• 101. 

2. A. Rudra., Class Relations in Indian Agriculture, .in 3 parts 
in Economic and Political ~eekly, 3rd, lOth and 17th June, 
1978. 
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we must rrenticn here that Rudra's assertion does not 

carry much significance so far as our studied villages are con

cerned. In the absence of upper castes in these villages, parti

cipation or non-participation in the agricultural operations is 

not dictated by the caste and other feudal values and taboos but 

by the land-~olding position. There is no taboo either to the 

Muslims or the scheduled Castes who constitute the overwhelming 

majority in these villages to plough the land. 'l'he Kayasthas also 

not only plough the land but also work as labourers. 

In this section we have attempted to analyse the process 

of production in order to understand the social relations of 

production or the noture of participation of different production 

relation categories. Production is socially organized that 

involves relationships between persons having more or less speci

fic rights. duties and obligations with regard to one another. 

vle hc.-ve already pointed out in the early part of this 

chapter that a tt'IO or three tier classification of the agrarian 

class structu~ sounds moDe a legal classification than the 

sociological ones. In the studied villages, it is seen that a 

particular hOusehold may simultaneously represent as a cultivator. 

an agricu1 tural labourer and a tenant. lrle have come across a 

number of cases where a marginal or a small farmer at timgs has 

entered into a manifold relations. Majority of them are working as 

wage labourers and a fet" h-=-.ve become tenants. some of the ·large 

farmers also have leased out a part of the agricultural land. It 

does not necessarily mean ~at only the upper stratum of the 

agrariar'l hierarchy lease-out land. ,l:;ven a small or rnu.rg_inal farmer 
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is also found as lessor. This is dependent not only upon the 

siZe-class but other factors also play a crucial role which we 

have discussed in the later part of this chapter. 

-t such complex arrangernents have important consequences to 

production relations, class polarization and agrarian hierarchy. . . ..,. 

The production relation categories found in the studied villages 

are as folla .. 1s~ 

(1) C\'ll'ner cultivator 

Owner cultivators are those who act~vely participate in 

the agricultural operations, from plentation t" har1esting using 

family ano hired labourers. 

(2) Non-culcivating -owner 
I 

A non-cultivating oNner or a supervisory owner does not 

participate in the major agric~ltural operations. T~ey are entirely 

.dependent upon the hired 1abouiers for cultivation. They do not 

themselves plough the land not-because of ~aste factor but because 

of affluence. 

(3) Agricultural labourers 

This agrarian category is easy to identify. They possess 

neither land nor capital or other means of production. They subsist 

mainly on wage labour. 

(4) Owner cultivator-cum-part-lessor 
I 

They are main.ly owner cultivators but simultaneously lease

out a part of the land. 

(5} .f!!!ner cultivator-cum-Eart-share-cropper 

They subsist mainly by cultivating their own land but along 

with this they cultivate leased-in land. 



(6) A9ricultural labourer-cum-part-owner cultivator 
/ 

Under this category there are some househol~s which are 
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primarily dependent on wage labour. Besides, they cultivate the 

tiny p~ots of land they own. While. to others, cultivation is 

considered as their primary occupation and wage work seem to 

appear as secondary occupation. 

(7) Owner cultivator-cum-share-cropper-c~agricultural labourer 
/ 

They own tiny plots of land. By cultivating it they can 

not earn the family subsistence. Hence. they are forced to culti-

vate others• lands on crop-share basis and also work as wage 

labour. 

(B) share-cropper-cum-agricultural labcuzer 
r 

These households derend not only on wage labour but also 

cultivate others lm1d on share-cropping basis. one household in 

Bamangram, two in Batla-Bhita and five in Alokjhora_are of this· 

type./ 

The following table shows the distribution of households 

by production relation categories in the three villages. 
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Table • 17 ""t 

Distribution of households by production relation 
categcries in the th.ree villages 

-- ~AS on 1988l 

Producticn relation B~mangram Batla-Bhita Alokjhora 
categories HHs % HHS % HHs % --
1. Cwner cultivator 95 37.71 14 24.57 301 47.03 

2. Non-Cultivating 10 3. 97 - -
owner 

3. Agricu1 tural 67 26.59 23 40,.35 130 20.31 
labourer 

4. Owner eultivator- 6 2.38 - - 9 1.40 
curn-pe>.rt lessor 

s. Cwner cultivator- ·21 a. 33 2 3. so 15 2.34 
cl®-part share-
cropper 

6. Agricultural 34 13.50 4 7.01 142 22.18 
f abourer-cum-
part share-
cropper 

7. Owner cultivator- 6 2.38 l 1.76 1.40 
cum-share-cropper-
cum-agricultural 
labourer 

a. sharE:! -crop pe r-ct.un- l 0.40 2 3. 50 5 0.78 
agr·icul tural 
labourer 

9. Others 12 4.77 11 19.29 39 5•15 

Total 252 100.00 57 100.00 640 100.00 

-
It is important to ment1on here that some of these cate-

goriGs are not fixed, they keep on changing from one season to 

another. Basic agrarian categories are ; (a) non-cultivating 

owner, (b) Odner cultivator, {c) share-cropper and (d) agricultural 
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labourer. But the table shows that there are plenty of households 

which represent more than one agrarian categories.·This is partly 

because of predominance of the small holding families. Most of 
-

the small land holdj_ng f am.ilies work. as agricu.l tural labouxers. 

Another significant reason may be that some cultivators do not 

cultivate land by themselves. They.lease-out a part of their 

agricultural land. 

Ownership pattern of the main agricultural iroplements 

The size of land holding alone does not explain sUffi-

ciently tha class relations in the village. To till the land, 

a farmer needs a plough, bullocks and irrigation facilities. 

There is a close correlation between the number of pump set, the 

nurrbcr of bullocks or ploughs, and land holding, as can be seen 
.. "9' 

from table - 18. This corresponds not onl~ to the class differences 

within the peasantry or the Hconmercial11 character of cultivation 

but also plays an important role in order to select a share-

cropper. The terms and conditions o£ the share-cropping system 

have changed over times. N0\-1 it is the responsibility of the 

share-cropper to plough the land for which he needs a plough. 

For irrigation, he must own a means of irrigation which is not 

supplied by the land owne:r. Thus, it is seen tr.at the percentage 

of share-cropper among the landless group who possess hardly 

any plough is less than the land owning group. ln the absence 

of agricultural impleme.nts, in sc..·me caDeS it is fo\Uld that even 

some marginal land owners are leasing-out their land instead of 

cultivating themselves. Example of it has already been mentioned 

above. 
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Sharp inequalities in the distribution of agricultural 

implements are seen in the villages. The marginal and poor peasants 

have fewer number o~. ploughs and no pump set. some landless 

households also own plough but they mainly give it out on rent. 

Almost all the midole farmers own plough and some of them even 

own pump set. In comparison. all the large faznters ·own plough. 

each more than one. They also own most of the pump sets in the 

villages. 

There are some households especially in the size-classes 

between 1-2.5 ac~s which own only one bullock. Though two 

bullocks are n~essary for pulling a plough. these householdS 

having only one bullock, try·to make adjustment with other who 

also own one bullocX. The arrangement is such that two friends 

or close kins take each others bullock for ploughing on the 
'\ 

alternative days. But whenever such adjusanent is not possible 

they go to the large farmers who have surplus bullocks. The 

adjustment is made in such a way that those who borrow bullocks 

have to plough the land of the owner of the bullocks first without 

any payment and next· day only he can plough his own land with the 

borrowed bullocks. 

.."t 
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Table- 18 

Distribution ot the main agricultural i~~lements and pump-sets according 
to the size-class holdings (in acres) in the three villages 

-
ize of Na~e of the villages 
oldinJs Bamangram Batla-Bhita Alokjhora 

(acres HHs Owning % No. of No. of HHs Ol.·ming % No. o£ No. of HHs Owning % No. of No. Of 
No. HHS NO. ploughs pump- No. HHs No. ploughs punp- No. HHS No. plouglts pump-

sets sets · sets 

0 82 3 3.66 3 0 34 2 5.89 2 - 176 6 3.40 6 -
o-1 48 22 45.24 22 1 9 - - - - 186 60 32.25 60 

1-2.5 50 28 56.,00 29 0 6 5 83.33 5 - 123 84 68.29 84 -
2.5-5 33 29 87.88 31 4 3 3 100.00 3 - 115 102 88.70 114 2· 

5-10 23 23 100.00 29 8 5 5 100.00 8 - 26 26 100.00 43 3 

ove 10 16 16 100.,00 29 23 - - - - - 14 14 100.00 30 6 

otal 252 121 143 36 57 15 18 640 292 337 11 
(48.01J (26. 31) (45. 63) 

~ 
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1 The lessor-lessee relation 

Although share-cropping was not unknO\'in during the pre-

colonial period, 'Share-croppers• as a class of cultivators were 

virtually n.on-existent. This class emerged during the colonial 

period in response tc the changes brought about in the agrarian 

policy by the colonial regime. The share-croppers were the by

product of British land policies like Permanent Settlement or the 

Ryotwari system. ~ the Feudatory areas also there was large 

scale sub-infudation. The mighty Tebhaga movement was launched 

in the rural are as of west Bengal in response to the worsening 

of their condition of ·work1~ 

After Independence a number of legislative measures were 

adopted for the security of the share-crcppers, increasing their 

crop-share and making it hereaitary etc. The most notable legisla

tive measures are 1950 Bargadar Act; 1955 West Bengal Land Ref·orm 
' 

Act. ·An amendment of the 1955 Act was made in 1971. we need not 

go into the details of the different provisions of these measures 

and their impact on tne share-croppers. 

The Operation Barga was introduced in west Bengal by the 

Left . .Front Government in 1977 \'l1i th the aim to plug the loopholes 

of the earlier measures and strengthen inplementation. ·A major 

problem with implementation was that the tenancy agreements were .. .,.. 

l. B. Dasgupta, Share-cropping in ~..rest Bengal a From Independence 
to Operation Barga, Economic and Political weekly, Review of 
Agriculture, June, 1984. 



109 

so difficult to prove. Hence, legislation was introduced to make 

it easier for the tenants to prove their status. Some concrete 

measures were taken in that direction1 • 

Firstly, the onus for proving that a person, not a family 

member, cultivating the land was not a tenant was put on the land 

owner; it was now for him to bother with lawyers, court and 

2 leg ai expenses • 

secondly, the land owners were now required, as in the 

1971 amendments, to issue a receipt in exchan~~ for crop share 

received from the share-cropper, specifying the plot number and 

other details. The significant chc:.nge now made to the provision 

was that non issue of such a receipt was a criminal offence liable 

to six months imprisonment, and/or R.s. 1, 000 fine. once such a 

receipt was issued this would be the only document needed by the 

share-cropper to prove his status as tenant3• 

Thirdly, the most popular measure was to launch a campaign 

for recording the share-croppers (ba~gadars) code-named • operation 

barga•, whiCh would speed up the established but time-consuming 

method of recording thrcugh the land settlement machinery. The 

first· step in the campaign was to identify areas with an expected. 

high level of concentration of share-cropping and to set up camps 

1. s. Dasgupta, op. cit. 

·· 2. D. Bandopadhyay, Land Reform in West Bengal, Calcutta, 
1979 (typed), pp 7•8. 

3. D. Bandopadhya, op. cit., PP• 6-81 Gove~r~nt of west Bengal, 
Board of Land Revenue, From Tebhaga to Operation Barga, 
calcutta, 1979; PP• 49-531 Government of West Bengal, 
Statistical Cell, Board of Revenue, Land Reform in west Bengal, 
Statistical Report VII, Calcutta, 1982, P• 12. 

··~ 

I 

I 
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there, whe~ a grcup of officials would meet villagers collec-

tively. The collective strength of the officials would counter 

the possibility of intimidation by the veste.d interests, while 

the collective participation of che villagers in the camp wculd 

make it easier to verify the claims of share-croppers on the spot. 

'l'hose confirn:ed as sharli:-croppers would be issued • temporary 

certificates' called parchas, which could then be used as evidence 

of their right and also to Obtain bank credit. By the end of 1982 

about 1.2 million share-croppers were recorded, thanks to 'opera

tion barga• • ·An important aspect of this canpaign was. to make the 

intended beneficiaries awsre of their rights. lt was during this 

campaign that the VaSt majority C•f share-crcpperS came to KnOW 

of the legol right which had remained unknown to them and left 

unimplemented for more than two decades1 • 

Fourthly, arr•endments were macle to the 1955 Act in orde+ 

to ren;ove the abuses of the • right' of the land owner to take· 

back the land from the share-cropper on the graunds of •self

cultivation·' 2 ~ 

(i) To resume such land for self-cultivation, the land 

O\vnt::r would have to prove that he or membe::rs of his family lived 

near that land during most of the year. 

(ii) He should also ·prove that most of his income is 

derived frcm such land; those having other sources of substantial 

1. Government of West Bengal, Board of Revenue, ep.cit., 
PP• 24-25(article by Benoy Choudhury, Minister of Land and 
Land Revenue of ~ne state Government). 

2. ·r.~ .• Ghosh, Land Reforms in ~vest Bengal: Legislation and 
Achievement, paper submitted to a seminar on Land Reform 
at Jaaavpur Cniversity, Calcucta, 1978, P.P• 13-17. 

.. .,. 
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income would not be- given the opportunity to take over land from 

the share-cropper for this reason. 

(iii) 'Persunal cultivation• would m~an exactly this; that 

is cultivation by himself or by members of the family directly, 

and net by way of employment of farm ser1ants or hired labourers. 

(iv) such resumption of land by the ~1ner should leave a 

minimum of 2.5 acres with the share-cropper for continued cu1ti

vation1. 

As the legislation n~1 stands, a share-cropper cannot be 

easily evicted. His right to cultivate land would be unaffected 

by sale or transfer of land, and would be paseed on to his 

successors after his death. He can be 1awful.1y evicted for the 

foll~~ing reasons, apart from the conditions under which resump

tion on th~ grounds of 'perscnal cultivation' is permitted2 a 

(a) where t.lE share-cropper fails to ·cultivate the land 

or uses it for non-agricultural purposes; 

(b) where the land is not cultivated by the share-cropper 

personally; 

(c) where the share-cropper fails to tender the due share 

of the produce. 

1. T.K. cnosh, op. cit. 

2. B. Dasgupta, op. cit. 

3. s. Dasgvpta, ·op. cit. 

..... 
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It is laid down that the crop shculo be delivered within 

seven days of threshing, while the place of threshing should be 

determined by the share-croppe_rs and made known to the land owner. 

Should the land owner refuse to take delivery of the crop, or 

shculd he refuse to issue the receipt as ~quired by law, the 

share-cropper would be entitled to deliver it to the junior 

land reform officer., who \ITOUld then arrange for it to be sold and 

1 to make the payment t-o the land owner • 'I'he number of bargadars 

recorded in three districts b1 North Bengal is shown in the 

foll'-"Wing table. 

'l'able - 19 

Recording of bargadars u~~31st December, 1981 
(Operation Barga) 

----------------·------------------------------------------------~----District 

1'/est Dinajpur 
Cooch Behar 

oarjeeling 

west Bengal 

No. o£ Bargadars Recorded 

90,116 

58,624 

10,331 

11,25,826 

source: Government of west Bengal, Board of Revenue, statistical 
Cell., An Evaluation of Land Reforms in ivest Bengal, a 
study conducted by the Socio-Economic Research lnstitute, 
Calcutta., 1381. 

Share-cropping is the predominant form of tenanc~ in 

West Bengal. Official estimates suggest that there are about a 

million bargadars (share-cropp~rs) !n the state; other sets of 

calculation, based on notions of average area per bargadar and 

1. R. Khasnobis, Operation Barga-Limits to social Democratic 
Reform, Economic and Political weekly, Review of Agriculture, 
June, 1981. pp. A43-J~o48. 

..... 
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so on, confirm the official estimate as a good apProximation. 

However it is said that on the other hand the present leaders 

1 believe that there are 1. 5 million bargadars • 

Several recent studies ~Rudra and Bardhan (1978); 

DUtt (1981), Report -.o£ the National sample survey Eighth Round 

(1953-54), Seventeenth Round (1960-61), 'l'wenty-sixth Round (1970-

71)_7 confirm that share-cropping in west aengal is indeed a 

declining phenomenon2 • According to the National sample survey, 

the proportion of pperated land under tenancy declined frcm 

25.43 per cent in 1953-54 to 17 .. 65 per cent· in 1960•61. According 

...... 

to Kalyan Dutt, in 76 out of 1l0 villages covered, tenancy is 

decreasing; and in 71 out of these this is accompanied by an 

increase in the use of casual labour. :a·iplab Desgupta has mentioned 

four important reasons for its decline3 •. First, evictions· since the 

Flood Commission must have taken a heavy toll. second, the re~uc

tance of the land owners to initiate share-cropping agreements, 

if it had not already been in operation on his land, for fear of 

the legislations awarding a high share of the. crop to the share

cropper and shielding him against eviction. Third, the tendency 

towards a decline in __ the size of the holdings al)d hence, a 

declining need to get it cultivated by share-cropper as the 

population pressure on land is mounting. Fourth, the sp~ad of 

1. R. Ghosh, Agrarian Programme of Left Front Government, 
Economic and Political weekly, No. 25-26, 1981. 

2. A. Rudra and P.K. Bardhan, op. cit.;. 
K. Dutt, Cperation Barga a Gains and Constraints, Economic 
and Political weekly, June 20-27, 1981, P.P• A58-A60; 

National sample survey, 8th Round, Report Nc. 66, 1953-54, 
P• 571 Ibid, 17-th round, Report No. 144, 1960-61, P• 160. . . .,. 

3. B. Dasgupta, op. cit. 
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the new technology in agricultuxe, and the extension of the 

area under double-cropping, which makes cultivation with hired 

labour more worthwhile. 

Leasing-out land 

In Bamangram, 8(3.17 per cent) households have leased-cut 

17.66 acres of agricultural land. Out of these, 2 belong to the 

size-cl.::ss 1-1 .. 25 acres, 3 are in the size-class 2.5-S acres and 

the rest 3 are in the size-class 10 acres and above (see table-

20). 

OUt of total 2 lessors in the size-class 1-2.5 acres, one 

of them has started a small business at Raiganj. 'I'hus, he has to 

remain outside the village throughout the day. In the absence of 

any other adult male member in his family to look a£ter the· 

cultivation he had to lease-out the land. The other one has also 

a small medicine shop in the village market. He also said, "I· 

remain in the shop during the day time ... Both the respondents 

have leased-out all the 4 acres of ·land bhey own. Neither of them 
'· 

possess any plough nor any other agricultural implements. 

There are 3 households in the size-class 2.5-5 acres who 

have leased-out land. Md. l'-1airuddin owns 3.33 acres· of land. All 

the land he has leased-out to a close-kin. He said, "as l have 

no agricultural implements so I can not cultivate the land. If I 

can manage to purchase a plough I myself will cultivate the 

land11
• Akali Bewa owns 4 acres of land. She said, "it is not 

possible for a woman in the absence of any adult male to cultivate 

the land located at a considerable distance from home by hiring 

labourers. so, I have leased-out one acre of land. The rest 3 

acres I cultivate with the help of hired laboux:ers''. She owns a 
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wooden plough. The third household owns 3 acres land of which 

he has leased-out 1. 67 acres. 'l'he hcuseholder said, 11 the land 

which I have leased-out is located far away from the village. 

~he distance .creates some problems to supervise cultivation 

regularly 11
• 

In Batla-Bhita, there is no lessor. Al.l the share-croppers 

have leased-in land from the absentee land owners. 

In Alokjhora, there is no lessor in the size-class 10 

acres and above. On the oth~r hand, 2 households in the size

class 1-2.5 acres, and 3 households in the size-class 2.5-5 acres 

have leased-out land. In this village, 9 households have leaded

out 6.67 acres of agricultural land. Hence, out ot total 1158.57 

acres agricultural land only 6. 67 acres are not under direct 

operation of.the owner cultivators (see table-20). 

The above discussions can not give us a picture of either 

the total number of households or the total area leased-out. The 

introduction of "Barga-Registration" by the Left Front Govem

ment in 1977, has _caused the emergence of a new share-cropping 

system in which a plot of land is given out on share-cropping· 

basis either for a year or for a given season. In such cases it 

is difficult to enlist all households and area leased-out because 

it varies from one season to another. Moreover, the cases of the 

absentee land owners have not been included in our discussion. 

It is evident from the above discussions that irrespective· 

of size-classes leasing-out of land takes place. It can not be 

said that a given size-class group has only leased-out land to 

..... 
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another group. The caste factor does not have any significance 

in the process of share-cropping sy-stem. The assurance of wage 

labour also has very little significance. The richer section of 

the peasantry do not find it easy to get urban jobs. In the 

villages, ·along with economic reasons, leasing-out of land are 

also associated with a number of social, geographical, occupational 

factors. The notable reasons for leasing-out lands are sunmarized 

Family tzyea Family tYPe is an important determinant in leasing

out land. As we have seen that the predominant form of family 

type in the villages is nuclear. In most of the cases in a 

nuclear family there is only- one adult male. If he is engaged 
.. 

in'other occupation apart from cultivation like business or 

service it becomes difficult for him to cultivate all the land 

by hiring labourers. This sort of problem is also observed in 

case of a fragmented family if it is headed by a woman. 

Non-agricultural occupationa Non-agricultural occupations are 

partly responsible in leasing-out land~ AS they are engaged 

elsewhere, so they can not find time in cultivation. 

Agricultural imolernent2,: Agricultural implements are inevitable 

in the production process. some land-owning households which 

do not ~ossess any plough have leased-out either all or part of 

the land. 

,bocation of land: If the land is located far away from the. 

village, the land owner in place of cultivating it by himself 

lease-out the land to others. This is mainly because he can not 

...... 
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supervise the cultivation properly. 

Kinshipa It has been observed that in some cases a well-to-do 

peasant or a economically well-of£ household has poor kinsman. 

In such cases the fermer leases-out a part of his land to the 

latter. 

Table - 20 
Distribution of households leasing-out and area 
leased-out by size-class of ownership holdings in 
Bamangram and Alokjhora 

Size of Name of the villages 
holding Bamangram Alokjhora (acres) 

No. of % Area % No. of " Al:ea 
.HHS leased- HHs leased-

out out 
(acres) (acresJ 

0 - - - - - - -
o-1 - - - - -
1-2.5 2 4.00 4 4.55 2 1.63 0.67 

2.5-5 3 9.09 6 4.81 3 2. 61 2.67 

5-10 4 15.38 3.33 

" 
--
0.31 

0.62 

1.73 
Above 10 3 18.76 7.66 2. 91 - - - ·-
Total 8 - 17.66 - 9 - 6.67 

~~d-in land 

In some areas where mechanization in agriculture is highly 

developed it is sometime found that the large land holding house

holds lease-in land on share-cropping basis from the saall land 

a~ning households. Contrary to this, where mechanization is not 

so developed it is generally found that the marginal faxmers 

generally seek land for share-cropping from large land owners. .. ... 
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Table - 21 
Distril:u tion of households leasing-in and areas leased-in b:i• 
size-class of ownership holdings in the three villages 

Size of .Name of ~be villa£eS 
holding ---

Bamangrarn Batla-Bhi ta Alokjhora (acres) 
' 

No. of % Area No. of % Area No. of % Area leased-in · 
HI-ls leased-in HHs leased-in .HHs (acres 

(acres) (acres) 
-

0 1 1.21 o. 67 2 5.89 2 5 2.85 6.10 
o-1 5 10.41 s. 67 1 11.11 1 11 s. 92 7. 92 

1-2.5 16 32.00 25.33 2 33.33 2. 67 5 4. 06 6.10 

2.5-5 5 15.15 6.00 ·- - - 5 4.34 9.43 

5-10 l 4.34 1.33 - - - 3 11.54 3.00 
Above 10 - - - -

-
Total 28 - 39.00 5 - 5.67 29 - 32.55 

4 
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In Bamangrarn, out of total 28 lessees 26 are either poor 

peasants or middle peasants. One large peasant is cultivating 

1.33 acres on crop-share basis. Besides one landless households 

has leased-in o. 67 acrer; of land. 

In Batla-Bhita, of the total 5 lessees 2 are landless, 

1 belongs to the size-class 0-1 acre and the rest 2 belong to 

the 1-2.5 acres. 

In Alokjhora, the size-class 0-1 acre comprises the highe~t 

number of lesseesQ The size-class 2.5-5 acres, 1-2.5 acres and 

the landless category comprise 5 share-cropping households each. 

Besides, there are 3· lessees in the size-class 5-10 acres. 

In all the three villages the land owners generally prefer 

the marginal or poor peasant as share-cropper. 'l'he marginal 

peasants have poor asset base in terms of ownership of land 

holding. They are eager to get land for cultivation on croP-share 

basis. The poor peas.ants are not only attached with cultivation 

but also have the necessary means of agricultural implements to 

cultivate the land. Although the large peasants have the maximum 

assets both in terms of land and agricultural implements they 

generally do not like to cultivate others lands as share-cropper. 

The poor peasants generally have less bargaining power. In the 

absence of supe.rior bargaining power of the lessors~ it can be 

presumed that the terms and conditions of contract will be more 

favc·urable to the land owners. The .land owners also prefer those 

as tenants who has less bargaining power, meek and abiding. It 

must be mentioned here that, besides agricultural implements many 

other considerations are taken into account. by land owners in 

.. .,. 
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In the villages, a new trend has emerged during the post 

'Operation Barga• days in taking control over the leased•out 

land by the land owner. The land owners are trying to get back the 

leased-out lane by making an adjustment with the lessees. The 

adjustrr:ent is made mainly by giving a specific amount of money, 

or a part of the leased-out land to the tenants. Cne such instance 

we have come across in Barnangram. Ghutu Roy had been cultivcting 

3.33 acres o.i share-crOpping basis of an absentee land owner. The 

land owner has transferred the ownership of half of the total 

leased-out land to him in exchange of his relinquisning the share

cropping rights on the other half of the land •. 

!l.E~Ei-~~ 

The various aspects of terms and conditions have been taken 

into cr.msideration in classifying the tenants. The most important 

considerations are share of produce and cost, length of lease, 

security and the legal status of terms and conditions. Here, we 

have classified ~he tenants into seasonal, unrecorded and recorded. 

Seasonal share-croEEe£ 

In this type o£ share-cropping arrangement a land owner 

makes contract with the share-cropper for a particular season 

··~· 

to avoid the bargadar recording. There are a, 1 and 4 seasonal 

share-croppers in Bamangram, Batla.Bhita and Alokjhora respectively. 

In this type of tenancy, the tenns and conditions between . 

lessor and lessee are fixed orally and not in a written form. 
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Hence, the lessee has no written document to produce in the court 

in case of a dispute. This is a private arrangement which the 

lessor and the lessee make by mutual agreement. PeOple with low 

bargaining power are bound to lose in such a situation as the 

poor tenants often do. Both lessor and lessee have equal share 

of the harvest excluding the straw which goes to share--cropper. 

The share-cropper in this arrangement is to bear the total cost 

of cultivation. They do riot get any share of cost from the lessors. 

Even if seeds are advanced it is treated as loan and realised 

immediately after the harvest. 

Under this type of tenancy in the villages studied, the 

lessors belong mainly to the size-class 5-lO acres and 10 acres 

and above. ~n the other hand, the lessees belong to the l~1er 

strata of the .agrarian hierarchy. Nonna11y, both lessors and 

lessees are the residents of the same village. 

~nrecorded share-cropper 

There are 7 unrecorded share-croppers in Bamangram. Most 

of the lessors and the lessees are the residents of the same 

village and belong to the sane caste or comnunity. The lessors 

are known eo the lessees either through kinship or friendship. 

In some cases, the lessors and the lessees belong to the same ...... 

political party or the latter are dependent upon the former for 

political help as the lessor is often an influential political 

leader in the locality. It is also observed that, the lessees are 

dependent upon the lessors for consumption loan, agricultural 

work etc. Hence, we find that, caste/community, neighbourhood 

and kinship relations, political relations, poverty are the main 



·~ .• ·. 

122 

constraints to be registered as bargadars. The unrecorded share

croppers are different from that cf the seasonal share-croppers 

only by the length of lease. There is hardly any difference with 

respect to share in produce, cost and terms and conditions of the 

contract. 

All these share-croppers consider them as permanent share-

croppers although they are not either registered or have any 

vTritten form o£ document. 'rhe sense of permanancy has developed 

among themselves because they have been cultivating the same plot 

of land for many years. There is no dispute between lessors and 

lessees regarding crop-share and other terms and conditions. Both 

the parties have been following the customary rules over the 

distribution of crop-share. In majority cases decisions regarding 

the crop to be cultivated are taken through mutual consent. 

There are o~o unrecorded bargadars in Batla-Bhita. The 

important reasons for not getting registered are mutual under~ 

standing between the parties over crop share and crop production. 

Moreover, the lessors were reported to be very considerate towards 

the lessees. 'I'he land owners co-operate with the tenants bt giving 

half seeds, half expenditure of pesticides and occasional loans. 

Both share-crcpper and land O'dller enjoy 50a50 share of the main 

crops and t.~e straw goes to· the share-cropper. The tenants in 

this villaga are con£ ident that if the land owners want to get 

back land for self-cultivation they will have to give half of 

the total leased-out land. 

In Alokjhora, out of total 29 share-croppers, 9 are 

unrecorded. The terms and conditions for the share-cropping 
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arrangements are more or less same as mentioned in case of other 

two villages. 

Recorded share-cropper 

In Bamangram, out of total 28 share-croppers 18 have 

recorded themselves as bargadars. The recorded bargadars are 

different from that of the seasonal and unrecorded bargadars 

in their share in produce and cost, security, length of lease, 

and the status of terms and conditions. The point worth mentioning 

here is that in almost all the cases except one, the lessors are 

absentee· land owners, In this village, we have come ac-ross only 

one share-cropper who has not registered his name as bargadar in 

the land of absentee land owner. The said share-cropper told me, 

n I have been cultivating the land as bargadar since the last ten 

years. There has been no dispute with the land owner during this 

period. The land owner helps me in crisis, provides half seeds, 

bear half cost of irrigation, fertilizer etc. I do not want to 

break this cordial relations and do not think it necessary to 

get my name registered as bargadar". He also told me that "even 

if the land owner wants to get back the land for self-cultivation 

he must give me ·half of the total leased~out l~d". At the time 

of registration as bargadars of the land of the absentee land 

owners, the share-croppers have been supported by the villagers 

!respective of class, caste and political affiliation. Moreover, 

the question of kin_ship. and informal relationships are of little 

significance when the lessors and the lessees are not the resi

dents of the same village. 

...... 
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The reigstered share-croppers get 75 per cent crops under 

this arrangements. The 7Si25 crop share with costs borne fully by 

the tenant is considered as the form of tenancy and indicates a 

relative freedom of the tenant in production system. The post 

reform measure is such that the lessor can not evict the lessees 

at his own will because of the written terms and conditions. 

Here, the tenants enjoy the hereditary right over cultivating 

the land on share-~ropping basis. 'l'his type of share-cropping is 

less exploitative than the ether forms of share-cropping arrange-

ments. 

The mode of payment with respect to the recorded bargadars 

are diffeL·ent from one village to anothe-r. Unlike in Bamangram, 

in Batla-~hita crop is divided on 50 1 50 basis and ihe land 

cvmers here bear a part of the expenditure of cultivation. In 

this village, 2 share-croppers have registered their names as 

bargadars. 

In Alokjhora, 15 share-croppers have ·been able to register 

their names as bargadars, more in those cases where land is owned 

by the absentee land owners. An example may be given here. Bhava 

Ranjan Sen owns 0.66 acre of land and in addition, has leased-

in another 1.33 acres of land. Out of these 1.33 acres he has 

leased-in, o. 6~ acre. is recorded and the rest o. 33 acre'~; is 

unrecorded. The recorded o. 66 acre~;~ is owned by an absentee 

land owner, and the unrecorded 0.66 acre~ is owned by a fellow 

villager. 

.. "t 
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summary 

In the preceding discussions \"'E! have seen the dimension 

of inequality over land control in the villages. OUr study reveals 

that on the one hand, the magnitude of landlessness, and on the 

other hand, the concentration of agricultural lnnd into the few 

hands of large lane Odners. The landless and the margina~poor 

peasants together co~stitute the highest percentage of· households 

in these villages who have little control ov~r land and other 

means of production. They are wholy or partly dependent upon 

wage labourer. 

sociologically and economically the villages are dominated 

by the Scheduled Castes and the Huslims. l"lost o£ the large farners 

and the landless poor peasants belong to these communities. Hence, 

caste and class dd!mot overlap in these villages. It must be 

mentioned here that, caste and other traditional values play 

significant role in the production relations if the land owning 

group belong to ·upper castes who do not like manual labour. 

Hence, even a small farmer of such caste is dependent upon the 

hired labourers for cultivation. 'l'he caste barrier does not play 

much significance in the villages unaer study. We have further 

seen that a two or -~hree tier classification of the agrarian 

class structure sounos more a legal classification than a 

sociological ones. It iS observed that a particulax household 

is represented as a cultivator, agricultural labourer and tenant 

at the same time. 
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Some of the landless and poor peasants have entered into 

tenancy arrangement. It is not only the upper stratu~ of the 

agrarian category who have leased-out land, even a small or 

marginal farmer is also found as lepsor. This is dependent not 

only upon the size-class but many other factors lil<e f arnily type, 

non-agricultural occupation, agricultural implements location of 

land, kinship etc. 

Sharp inequalities in the distribution of agricultural 

implements like plough pump-set etc. is evident frc>m the above 

discussions. On the one hand, the u1~er strata of the agrarian 

hierarchy possess considerable command ov~r agricultural imple

ments but on the other hand, the farmers belonging to lower 

strata who constitute the overwhelming majority, have little 

necessary agricultural implements. 

The influences of diverse kinds of l&ld reforms, market 

forces, pv-pulation pressure - have simplified the structure of 

l&ld cvntrol in the villages. Intermediary tenures have been 

abolished, ~ld the types of intermediary tenants reduced in 

number. The top two groups of the agrarian hierarchy are increa-

singly being dependent upon· the hired labourers. 

There is a uniform trend in all the three villages that 

the lessees.have registered their names as bargaaars more in the 

lands of absentee land O"O..mers than that· in the lands of fellow 

villc:.gers. 'I'he fellO\iT village l?md ormers have bem able to make 

scme so.::t of adjustment with the tenants. we have observed caste/ 
. \· .. 

community, neighbourhood and kinship relations, political rela-

tic.ns, poverty a.re the main constraints to the recoraing of 

their names as bargadars. 

''Of 


