
chapter. VII 

STRipl'URAL COMroSITION OF COST OF PRODUC'I'JON OF 

JUl'E IN THE SE.IEcrED BIDCKS OF OJOCH BEHAR DISTRICT 

7.1. Intro~~~ 

The aim of this chapter is broadly to exhibit the 

structural composition of cost of production of jute per 

. bigha in the selected blocks of Cooch Behar district. Speci

fically, the objectives to be st.udied in. this chapter area 

· (i) to identify the· cost items occupying the major shares 

in the cost of production of jute per bigha in the selected 

blocks of Cooch Behar district, (ii) to search out whether 

there remains inter-block and intra-block or in other words 

inter-size variation in the composition.of cost of production 

of jute per bigha and any relation between the shares of the 

major cost items with the size of holding along with its 

explanatory factor {s). 

The· study relating to the objectives as set out in· 

this chapter has been carried out on the basis of the cost 

concepts, namely, cost A1 , cost B and cost c. 

From Table 7.1 it is noticed that collective share of 

the cost item,, human labour, bullock labour and manures 

constitute the major share in the cost of production of jute 
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per bigha measured in terms of cost A1 in all the selected 

blocks and in the district as a whole. Among these three 

cost items, the dominant share is occupied by human labour 

followed by the items~ namely, bullock labour and manures 

in a descending order of importance in all the selected blocks 

and in the district as a whole. However, there remains negli-

gible variation among the shares of these co·st items over 

the selected blocks. 

Tables 7.2 and 7~3 simultaneously depict that the 

major part of the cost of production of jute per bigha mea-

sured in terms of cost B and cost c is constituted by the 

shares of .human labour, imputed value of owned land, bullock 

labour and manures in all the selected blocks and in the 

district as a whole. Among these cost items the share of 

human labou.r is observed to occupy the highest rank ;followed 

by iffij;luted value of owned land, bullock labour and manures in 

a descending order of importance irrespective of places. . 
Analogous to the case of cost A1 in the cases of cost B and 

cost C there exists unreni ar kab le variation among the shares 

of these cost items over the selected blocks of Cooch Behar 

district. 

The examination of Table 7.4 reveals that the share 

of cash expenditure is highly dominant in the cost of produc

tion of jute per bigha measured in terms of cost A1 and cost 

B but its share is relatively lower in comparison to cost ~ 
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and cost B while cost of production of jute per bigha is 

measured in terms of cost c. Yet its share in this case is 

not unremarkable. Again, similar to the previous cases the 

share of cash expenditure in the cost of production of jute 

per bigha measured in terms of cost A1 , cost B and cost C 

has negligible variation over all the selected blocks of 

Cooch Behar district.· 

7.3. Intra-Block Size-wise View 

Table 7.5 presents the structural composition of·cost 

0 f production of jute per bigha respective to the size of 

holding in the selected blocks of Cooch Behar district and 

in the district as a whole measured in terms of cost A1 • 

From this table it is evident that the shares of the cost items 

human labour, bullock labour and manures constitute the major 

portion of the cost of production of jute per bigha in all the 

size categories over all the selected blocks of Oooch Behar 

district and in the district as a whole. Among these cost 

items the highest share is occupied by human labour followed 

by bullock labour and manures in all the sizes of holding 

among all the selected blocks and in the district as a whole 

·except small size of holding in Haldibari block, Tufanganj 

block II and in the district as a whole and large size of 

holding in Cooch Behar block II where the share of the cost 

0 n human labour is followed by manures and bullock labour -in 
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a descending order of irrjportanc~. Again, there remains 

'negligible variation among the shares of these cost items 

over the size of holding in all the selected blocks and in 

the district as a whole. In spite of this it may be worthwhile 

to mention here that there remains positive relationship 

between the share of the cost items, namely, human labour 

and the size of holding in all the selected blocks except 

Cooch Behar block II where tre said relationship is negative. 

The relation between bullock.labou~ and the si~e of holding 

is negative in all the selected blocks. The relationship 

between the share of manures and the size of holding is nega

tive ·everywhere except Cooch Behar block II where no such 

precise relationship is noticed. 

From this it may be said that.respective to cost A
1 

in almost in all the selected blocks there remains positive 

relationship between the percentage share of cost on human 

labour and size of holding, negative relationship between 

the share of bullock labour cost and size of holding and 

negative relationship between the share of cost on manures 

and size o~ holding. And these facts are observed to be sub

stantiated with the general view of the district as a whole. 

This shows that the relationship between the share of the 

human labour and the size of holding is positive, the relation

ship between the bullock labour and the size of holding is 
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negative and that between the share of manures and the size 

of holding is negative. 

The relationships which are exposed for the district 

as a whole'in the preceding paragrayh may be explained from 

the same table. The positive relationship between the share 

of the cost of human labour and the size of holding may be 

due to the higher shares of fertilizer and insecticides and 

pesticides over the size of holding.· The negative relation

ship between the share of bullock labour ano the size of 

holding may be attributed to the higher share of the machine 

labour over·the size of holding. And the negative relation

ship between the share of the cost of manures and the size of 

holding is probably due to the higher share of the cost of 

fertilizer over the size of holding. 

Table 7.6 reveals that the collective share of the 

cost on human labour, imput.ed value of owne.d land, bullock 

labour and manures consist of the dominant position of the 

cost of·production of jute per bigha measured in terms of 

cost B, in case of all. sizes of holding over all the selected 

blocks except large size of holding in Dinhata block I and 

in the district as a whole. The share of the cost on human 

labour is noticed to be the highest followed by the shares of 

imputed value of owned land,· cost on bullock labour and manures 

in a descending orde~ of importance in case of all sizes of 
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holding over all the selected blocks and in the district as 

a whole with a few exceptions regarding small size of holding 

in Haldibari block, Tufanganj block II and in the district 

as a whole and large size of holding in Cooch Behar block II 

and Dinhata block I. In these cases (except large size of 

holding .in Dinhata block I) the share of the human labour 

cost is followed by the shares ~f imputed value of owned· land·, 

cost on manures and cost on bullock labour in a descending · 

order of imPOrtance. 

The examination of the magnitudes of the shares of 

these cost items over all the sizes of holding in all the 

selected blocks and in the district as a whole shows that the 

magnitudes of the shares of the said cost items are negligibly 

varied over· the size of holding in all the selected blocks 

ana in the district as a whole. 

An exercise o.n searching about whether there remains 

any relation between·the shares.of the said cost items and 

the size of holding presents that a positive relation exists 

between the share of the human labour cost and size of hold

ing in Dinhata block I and Tuf anganj block II. In Haldibari 

and Cooch Behar block II no such precise relationship is 

observed. The relationsnip bet\~een the. share of cost of 

bullock labour and size of holding is negative in all the 

selected blocks. Share of the cost on manures and size of 

holding are observed to be negatively related in Haldibari 
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block and Dinhata block I, wherea~ no such precise relation

ship is found between these two in Cooch Behar block II and 

Tufanganj block II. The share of imputed value of owned land 

and size of holding are negatively related in all the selected 

. blocks exc~pt Haldibar:i block where no kind of relationship 

exists. However, the generalised state of the district as a 

whole regarding the said relations shows that there remains 

positive relationship between the share of the cost on human 

labour and size of holding and the negative relationship 

between the share of the cost. on bullock labour and size of 

holding, the share of the cost on manures and size'of holding 

and the share of the imputed value of owned land and the size 

of holding respectively. Although the explanatory factor!s) 

behind ·the negative relationship between the share of imp~ted 

value of owned land and size of holning may not be identi

fied from the table presented relating to the present context, 

the stated relationships between the share of the cost on 

human labour and size of holding, the share of the cost o.n 

bullock labour and size of holding and the share of the cost 

on manures and. size of holding are explained from Table 7.6 

with the similar factors mentioned in the analysis relating 

to cost A1 • 

From Table 7. 7 structural composition of the cost of 

production of jute per bigha measured in terms of cost C is 
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observed. Alike the case of cost B in this case the joint 

.shares of the cost on human labour, imputed· value of owned . 

land, bullock labour and manures compose. the major portion 

of the cost of production of jute per bigha over all the sizes 

of holoing in all the selected blocks except large size of 

holding in Dinhata block I and in the district as a whole. 

The share of the· cost of human labour is observed to stand on 

the topmost position follo\~ed by the shares of imputed value 

of owned land, bullock labour and manures over all the sizes 

of holding in all too selected blocks and in the district as 

a whole except small size of holding in Haldibari block, 

TUfan.ganj :block Il and in the district as a whole and large 

size of hQlding in Cooch Behar block II and Dinhata block r'. 

In these cases (except large size of holding in Dinhata block 

I) the highest share of the cost on human labour is followed 

bY the shares on the imputed value of owned land, manures 

and bullock labour in a descending .order of importance. The 

variation among the magnitudes of the shares of all these 

cost items here is unremarkable over all the sizes of holding 

in all the selected blocks and in the district as a whole. 

The view about the character of the relationship of 

the shares of the cost items and size of holding exhibits the 

existence of negative relationship between the share of cost 
,, 
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on human labour and the size of holding in Haldibari block 

and cooch Behar block II. But no kind of relationship between 

these is observed in Dinhata block I and Tufanganj block II. 

share of bullock labour cost and size of holding are nega

tivel¥ related in all the selected blocks except Haldibar1 

block and Dinhata block I where no relation between these is 

observed to exist. There exists no kind of relation between 

the share of cost of manures and the .size of holding in all 

the selected blocks except Cooch Behar block II where these 

two are positivelY related. The sh~e of_ the imputed value of 

0 wned land and size of holding are negatively related in all 

the selected blocks only except Haldibari block where there 

exists no relation between these two. 

The ·generalised view of the district as a whole sub

stantiates the negative relationship between the share of 

cost of human labour and size of holding and again between 

the share of the cost on bullock labour and size of holding. 

But the same establishes the non-existence of any kind of 

relationship between the share of cost on manures and the 

size of holding and between the share of imputed value of 

owned land and the size of holding. However, the explanatory 

factor(s). behind the said rel.ationships may be searched out 

from the table in the context. The. negative relationship 

.between· the share of the bullock labour cost and size of 

holding may be attributed to the share of the machine labour 
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cost. Besides, the negative relationship between the share 

of the human labour cost and size of holding may be due to 

the ag9regation of the insignificant share of the imputed 

value of family labour with the share of the hired human 

labour. This may be viewed in the following manner. The 

relationship between ·the _joint shares of hired human labour, 

farm·attached human labour and size of holding is positive 

but the same·takes an inverse form when the share of the 

imputed value of family labour is added with the joint share 

of the aforesaid of two factors. Therefore, it may be stated 

that the positive relationship between the joint shares of 

hired human labour and farm attached human labour is obviated 

due to the addition of the share of the imputed value of family 

labour cost. So, leaving the share of the family labour cost 

aside, in ·this case also a positive relationship between the 

jOint shar~e of the coeta on other two categories ot h\lman· 

labour and the size of holding is observed to exist. 

Table 7.8 manifests simultane·ously the shares of cash 

expenditure in· the cost of production of jute per bigha mea

sured in terms of cost A1 , cost B and cost c. The cash expendi

ture occupy the notably higher share in the cost A
1 

and cost 

B over all the sizes of holding in all the selected blocks 

and in the district as a whole. Though its share in cost c 
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is relatively lo'"er than those i~ cost .A1 ~nd cost B, it 

may be considered as the most important constituent of cost . 
c over all the sizes of holding in all the selected blocks 

and in the district as a.whole. Besides, the magnitudes of 

the shares of cash expenditure in the case of all cost mea-

sures are observed to have marginal variation over the sizes 

of holding in all the selected blocks and in the district as 

a whole. Yet there remains positive relationship between the 

share of cash expenditure and the size of holding in case of 

all cost measures in all the selected blocks and in the 

district as a whole except Dinhata block I and Haldibari 

block where no kind of relationship is observed to exist 

behind the said factors in case of c·ost A1 and cost B respec

tively. 

7 •. 4. Findings 

The discussion so far made in this chapter broadly 

reveals s 

.(a) In case of A1 the cost on human labour, bullock 

labour and rn.anures occupy· the largest share and in case of 

cost B and cost C the cost on human labour,· imputed value· of 
. . 

owned land, bullock labour and manures constitute the highest 

share i~ all the selected blocks and in the di-strict as a 

whole. 
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'(b) The cost on human labour occupies the highest share 

follo\~ed by the shares of the cost on bullock labour and manures 

in case of cost ~ and the cost on human labour stands on the 

topmost position followed py the shares of imputed value of 

owned land and the cost on bullock labour and manures in case 

of cost B and cost c in all 'the sizes of holding in all the 

selected blocks and in the district as a whole with a few 

size-level and block-level exceptions. 

(t:) The share of cash expenditure in the case of all 

the cost measures included in the discussion is remarkably 

high over all the sizes of holding in all the selected blocks 

and in the.district as a whole. 

(d) There remains size-wise and block-wise marginal 

variation among the magnitudes of the shares of the major cost 

items mentioned previously in the case of all the cost measures 

in this di.strict. The magnitudes of the share of cash expendi

ture in the case of all the cost measures considered here· have 

also size-wi.se and block-wise marginal variation in this 

district. 

(e) In the case of cost A1 the share of the cost on 

human labour is positively related with the size of holding 

and the shares of the cost on bullock labour, manures are 

inversely related with the size of holding in this district 
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although there remain diversified views in this regard over 

the selected blocks. 

(f) The share of the cost on human labour in the case 

of cost a ana that exclusive of the insignificant share of 

imputed value of family labour in case of cost C are observed 

to be r:ositively related with the size of holding in all the 

selected blocks and in the district as a whole. Again, the 

share of the cost on bullock labour and manures are negatively 

related with the size of holding in the case of cost B in 

this district, apart from the existence of some varied pic

tures over the selected blocks regarding this aspect. Although 

in the district as a whole the share of the cost on bullock 

labour is negatively related with the size of holding in the 

case of cost c, the share of the cost on manures is observed 

to be unrelated with the size of holding in this case with a 

few block-level exceptions. 

(g) The share of the i.ITlPuted value of owned land is. 

negatively related with the·size of holding in this district 

in the case of cost B whereas there remains no relationship 

between these two in the case of cost c. However, in the case 

of cost B and cost C regarding this there exist some diversi

fied views over the selected blocks. 
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(h)· size-wise higher share~ of fert.i lizer and insecti

cides and pesticides explain the positive relationship between 

the share of cost on human labour and size of holding in the 

case of all the cost measures in this district. SiZe-wise 

higher share of the cost on machine labour accounts for the 

· inverse relation.ship between the share of the cost on bul"lock 

labour and size of holding in this district irrespective of 

the cost basis. Besides, the higher shares of the cost of 

fertilizer probably interprets the negative relationship 

between the share of the cost on manures· and size of holding 

found in the cases of cost A1 and cost B in this district. 

(i) The share of the cash expenditure is positively 

related with the size of holding in all the selected blocks 

with a few-exceptions and in the district as a whole. 

Among these broad findings, the findings (a), (b) and 

(c) imply that in this district there exists size of holding

wise arid block-wise insignificant degree of heterogeneity in 

tne struetural QOfflPosition of cost of production of jute per 

bigha measured in terms of whatever cost basis. And the highest 

share of the cost on human labour among the shares of all other 

cost items in the cost of production of jute measured. in terms 

of whatever cost basis implies that the intensity of human 

labour use in jute production is the -highest in all other 

factor intensities. Moreover, the finding(c) indicates that 
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the degree of input market involvement in the production of 

jute is remarkably high in this district. 

The implication of the finding .(d) is that in this 

district siz~-wise and block-wise input intensity along with 

the degree of input market involvement of the jute growers 

is also insignificantly heterogeneous. In spite of this 

fact, the positive relationship between the share of human 

labour cost and the size of holding, the size-wise higher 

shares of cost on fertilizers and insecticides and pesticides 

and specially the same relationship between the share of cash 

expenditure ana the size of holding as explored in the success

ive findings excluding the finding (g), left out of consi

deration due to its irrelevance in this context, imply that 

in this district the larger the size of· holding the higher is 

the de~ndence on the market~supplied inputs. This, on the 

other hand, indicates the higher degree of input-market 

involvement of'the. jute growers with larger size of holding. 

Besides, from the nature of the explanatory factors behind 

the relationships stated in the findings (e) and (f) and 

its size-wise share as explqred in finding (h) one may assume 

that in this district intensity of the use of modern techno

logical inputs is higher among the larger size of jute grow

ing farms. 
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In fine, it may be concluded that respective to cost 

measures considered in this district there exists size-wise 

and blOck•wise insignificant heterogeneity in the structural 

composition pf cost of production of jute per bigha. The 

input-market involvement is remarkably high over all the sizes 

in all the selected blocks and in the district as a whole. 

aesides, block-wise input intensity and the degree of input-

market involvement are also insignificantly heterogeneous. 

Although, the same is true in respect of different sizes of 

holding in this district, the size-wise higher degree of input 

market .involvement and the s'ize-wise higher intensity of the 

use of modern technological inputs may not be ignored. 
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Table 7.1 .Percentage Share of Different Cost Items in the Cost of Productiqn of Jute per Bigha 
Measured on the Basis of Cost A1 in the Selected Blocks of cooch Behar District and 

in the District as a Whole for the Year 1992-93 

---------------------------------·------------------------------------------------------------~~-----------------Cost itarns 

Value of hired human labour 

Value of attached labour 

Total 

Hired bullock 

owned bullock 

Total 

Machinery charges 

seed 

Manures 

Fertilizers 

Insecticides and pesticides 

Irrigation charges 

Land revenue, cess and other 
taxes 
Depreciation dn implements 
and machineries 
Interest on working capital 

Total 

HalOiba.r:i 

57.97 

5.48 

63.45 

1.68 

8.26 

9.94. 

0.27 

2.7'2 

9.91 

5.25 

1.96 

0.21 

0.31 

3.42 
2.56 

100.00 

Cooch Behar II Dinhata ·I Tufanganj II . Cooch Behar 
district 

61.33 

2.75 

64.08 

1.06 

9.85 

10.91 

o. 88 

2.58 

10.59 

2. 99 

1. OS 

0.18 

0.27 

3. 97 
2.50 

100.00 

52.70 

10.18 

62.88 

2.93 

8.01 

10.94 

3. 81 

8.89 

5.24 

1.17 

Q.86 

0.32 

3.32 
2.57 

100. oo 

52.53' 

4.70 

57 •. 23 

2.55 

12.32 

·14.87 

3.93 

13.43 

3. 68 

1.31 

0.19 

2.90 
2.46 

100.00 

56.49 

s. 60 

62.09 

1.98 

9. 55 

11.53 

0.31 

3.20 

10.66 

4.29 

1.40 

0.29 

0.27 

3.43 
2.53 

100. 00 



Table 7.2 Percentage Share of Different Cost Items in the cost of Production of Jute per Bigha 
Measured on the Basis of Cost B in the Selected Blocks of Cooch Behar District and in 
the District as a Whole for the Year 1992-93 

cost items Haldibari Cooch Behar II Dinhata I Tufangaaj II Cooch Behar 
district 
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. --
Value of hired human labour · 

Value of attached labour 

Total 

Hired bullock 

owned bullock 

Total 

Machinery charges 

Seed 

Manures 

Fertilizers 

Insecticides and pesticides 

Irrigation charges 

Land revenue, cess and 
other taxes 

Depreciation on implements 
and machineries 
Interest on working capital 
Imputed value of owned land 
Interest on fixed capital 

41.33 

3.90 

45.23 

1.20 

5.89 

7.09 

0.19 

1.94 

7.07 

.3.74 

1.40 

0.15 

0.22 

2.44 
1.83 

23.14 
5.56 

-----------------------------------------'total 100.00 

44.37 

1.99 

46.36 

0.77 

7.13 

7.90 

0.64 

1.87 

7.66 

2.16 

0.76 

0.13 

0.19 

2.88 
1.81 

21.68 
5.96 

1oo.oo 

37.25 

7.20 

44.45 

2.08 

5. 66 

7. 74. 

~~70 

6.29 

3.70 

0.82 

o. 61 

0.22 

2.34 
1.82 

23.-77 
5.54. 

100.00 

.37.59 

3.36 

40.95 

1.82 

8.82 

10.64 

2.81 

9. 61 

2.63 

0.94 

0.14 

2.07 
1. 76 

23"83 
4.62 

100. 00 

40.39 

4.00 

44.39 

1.42 

6.83 

8.25 

0.22 

2.28 

7. 62 

3. 07 

1.00 

0.21 

0.20 

2.45 
1.81 

23. OS 
5.45 

100.00 



Table 7. 3 Percentage Share of Different Cost Items in the ·cost of Production of Jute per Bigha 
Measured on the Basis of Cost C in the Selected· Blocks of Cooch Behar District and in 
the District as a Whole for the Year 1992-93 
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·------------------------------------------------------------- --- --------------------------------
Cost items Haldibari 

Value of hired human labour 33.66 
Value of attached labour 3.18 
Value of family labour 18.57 

Total 55.41 

Hired bullock 0.98 
owned bullock 4.80 

Total 5.78 
Machinery charges 0.15 
seed 1·.5s 
Manures 5.75 
Fertilizers 3.05 
Insectic~des and pesticides 1.14 
Irrigation charges 0.12 
Land revenue, cess and 

other taxes 0.18 
Depreciation on implements 

and machineries 1. 98 
Interest on working capital 1.49 
Imputed value of owned land 18.84 
Interest on fixed capital 4.53 

Total 100. CJO 

Cooch Behar I I Dinhata · I- T uf anganj II 

34.99 ,29. 23 27.87 
1.57 5. 65 2.49 

21.15 ·. 21.53 25.84 
57.71 56.41 56.20 

o. 60 1. 63 1.35 
5.62 4.44 6.54 
6.22 . 6. 07 7.89 
0.50 - -
1.47 2.12 2.09 
6.04 4.93 7.12 
1. 71 2. 91 1.95 
0.60 0.64 0.70 

' 0.10 0.48 -
0.15 0.18 0.10 

2.27 1.84 1.54 
1.43 1.43 1.31 

17.09 18.65 17.67 
4.71 4.34 3.43 

100. oo 100.00 100.00 

Cooch Behar 
district 

31.66 
3.14 

21.63 
56.43 

1.11 
5.35 
6. 46 
0.18 
1.79 
5.97 
2.40 
o. 78 
0.17 

0.15 

1.92 
1.42 

18.06 
4.27 

100.00 
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Table 7. 4 Percentage share of Cash Expenditure in the cost ~, cost B and Cost C per 

Bigha of Jute in the Selected Blocks of cooch Behar District and in the 

District as a Whole for the Year 1992-93 

Name of the block ~entage share of cash expenditure iB 
Cost ~ Cost B Co~t c 
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------------------------------ -- ---------- ·---------.---------~------·---------

Haldibari 85.44 60.92 49.61 

Cooch Behar II 83.40 60.34 47.58 

Dinhata I 85.78 60~ 64 47.59 

Tufanganj II 82.12 58.76 43.58 

Cooch Behar district 84.22 60.22 47.20 

---------------------------------------------- -----·--------------
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Table 7. 5 Size-wise ..Percentage Share of Different Cost Items in the Cost of Production of Jute 
per Bigha Measured in Terms of Cost A1 in the Selected Blocks of COOch Behar District 

and in the District as a Whole for the Year 1992-93 

Cost items Haldibari Cooch Behar II 
Marginal Small -Large Marginal Small Large -- -

Value of hired human labour 60.74 59.26 49.92 64.87 60.67 52.01 
Value of attached labour 2.37 4.50 13.97 . - . 3.86 11;;91 

Total 63.11 63.76 63.89 64.87 64.53 63.92 
Hired bullock 2.53 1.30 0.43 1.59 o. 63 0.30 
Owned bullock 8.47 8.02 8.25 10.18 10.28 8.25 

Total 11.00 9.32 8. 68 11.77 10.91 8.55 
M13:chinery charges - - 1.29 0.52 0.93 1.68 
Seed 2.94 2. 63 2.39 2.83 2.41 2.13 
Manures 10.79 10.17 7.58 10.70 10.29 10.45 
Fertilizers 4.24 5.74 6.73 2.17 3.23 4.62 
Insecticides and pesticides 1.37 2.29 2.73 0.72 1.24 1.58 
Irrigation charges - - o. 99. - o. 62 
Land revenue, cess and other 

taxes 0.24 0.28 0.33 0.25 0.27 0.25 
Depreciation on implements 

and machineries 3.76 3.24 2.81 3.67 3.05 4.28 
Interest on working capital 2.55 2.57 2.s9· 2.50 2.52 2.54 

--
Total 100.00 100.00 100.00 100. oo 100.00 100.00 
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:Oinhata I Tufan~anj II Coach Behar districb 
Marginal Small Large Marginal small Large ·Marginal sn;~all Large 

- - -
56. 63- 52.11 46.48 . 53·.92 51.99 49.41 59.42 5.6. :l9 49.53 
1.31 13.29 22.17 1.&9 5.49 13.78 1.37 6. 59 15.49 

57.94 65.40 68.65 55.81 57.48 63.19 60.79 62.88 65.02 
5.86 1.14 0.18 4.14 0.83 0.27 3.31 0.99 0.30 
7.15 8. 69 a. 64 13.03 12.00 10.57 9.83 9. 63 8.72 

13.01 9.83 8.82 17.17 12.83 10.84 13.14 10.62 9.02 
. 0.15 0.2~ . 0.86 

4.66 3.48 2.76 4.44 3.59 2.95 3.61 2.99 2.50 
10.36. 8~92 6.19 14.10 13.61 10.62 11.50 10.70 8.50 
5.86 4. 03 5.83 2.14 5.51 5.40 3.45 4.69 5.70 
0.38 1. 69 1.88 1.02· 1. 71 1.54 0.91 1. 77 2.01 
1.25 0.80 o. 23 ·- - - 0.24 0.33 0.36 
o. ~3 o. 28 0.33 0.16 0.15 0.23 o.~2 o. 25 0.29 
3. 72 3.01 2.74 2. 71 2. 64 2.69 3-.47 3.01 3.18 
2.59 2.56 2.57 2.45 2.48 2.54 2.52 2.54 2.56 

100. uo 10 o. CJO 100.00 100.00 100. 00 100.00 1oo. uo 100.00 lOO. 00 

. ----------·---------------------------·----------------------
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Table 7.6 Size-wise Percentage Share of Different Cost Items in the Cost of Production of Jute per 
Bigha Measured in Terms of cost B in the Selected Blocks of cooch Behar District and in · 
the District as a Whole for the Year 1992-93 

cost items Haldibari Cooch Behar Il 
Marginal small Large · Marginal small .Large . 

-~-

Value of hired htBDan labour 43.&5 41.93 37.20 46.47 44.85 38.79 
Value of attached labour 1. 71 3.18 10.41 - 2.86 8.88 

Total. 45.56 45.11 47.61 46.47 47.71 47.67 
Hired bullock 1.82 o. 92 0.32 1.14 0.47 0.22 
owned bullock 6.12 5.67 6.15 7.30 7. 60 6 •. 15 

Total 7.94 6.59 6.47 8.44 8.07 6.37 
Machinery charges - - . o. 96 0.37 0.69 1.25 
Seed 2.12 1.86 1.78 2. 03 1.78 1. 59 
Manures 7.79 7.19 s. 65 7.66 7. 60 7.80 
Fertilizers 3.06 4.06 5.·o1 1. 55 2.39 3.45 
Insecticides and pesticides o. 99 1. 62 2.04 . o. 52 o. 91 1.18 
Irrigation charges - - 0.74 - 0.46 
Land revenue, cess and other·taxes 0.17 0.20 0.25 0.18 0.20 0.18 
Depreciation on implements and 

machineries 2.72 2.30 2.09 2. 63 2.~5 3.19 
Interest on working capital 1. 84 1.82 1. 92 1.79 1.86 "' 1. 90 
Imputed value of owned land 22.83 23.68 20.20 22.26 21.42 19.15 
Interest on fixed capital 4.98 5.57 5 .• 28 6.10 4. 66 . 6.27 

- -
Total 100.00 1oo.oo 100.00 100. 00 100.00 100.00 ---
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--
Dinhata I Tufanganj II Cooch Behar district 

Marginal Small large Marginal· Smalr . ·Large Marginal Small Large 

38.41 37.58 35.03 37.49 38.41 37.84 41.88 40.83 37.18 
0.89 9.59 16.71 1.31 4.06 10.56 0.97 . 4.78 i1.63 

39.30 47.17 51.74 38.80 42.47 48.40 42.85 45.61 48.81 
3.97 0.82 0.13 2.88 0.·61 0.20 2.33 0.72 0.23 
4.85 6.27 6.51 9.06 8.86 8.10 6.93 6.98 6.54 
8.82 7.09 6.64 11.94 9.47 8.30 9.26 7.70 6.77 

0.10 0.16 0.65 
3 • 1 6 2 • s1 2 • oa 3 • o8 2 • 65 2 .2 6 2 • s 5 2. 1 1 1 • 8 8 
7.02 6.43 4.66 9.80 10.06 8.14 8.11 ·7.76 6.38 
3.98 2.91 4.39 1.49 4.07 . 4.14 2.43 3.40 4.28 
0.26 1.22 1.42 0.71 1.27 1.18 0.64 1.28 1.51 
0.85 0.57 0.18 - - - 0.17 0.24 0.27 
0.16 Q.2o 0.25 0.11 0.11 0.17 0.16 0.18 0.22 
2.52 2.17 2.06 1.89 1.95 2.06 2.44 2.18 2.39 
1.75 1.65 1.94 1.70 1.83 1.94 1.77 1.84 1.92 

27.27 22.34 19.51 25.94 21.75 19.27 24.35 2?.40 19.58 
4.91 s.s4 s.13 4.54 4.37 4.14 5.17 s.oa s.34 

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------100.00 100.00 100.00 1oo. oo 1oo.oo 1oo.oo 100 •. 00 100.00 100.00 



Table 7.7 Size-wise Percentage Share of Different Cost Items in the Cost of Production of Jute per 
Bigha Measured in Terms of Cost C in the Selected Blocks of Cooch Behar District and in 
the District.as a Whole for the Year 1992-93 

Cost items 

value of hired human labour 
Value of attached laboUr 
value of family labour. 

Total 
Hired bullock 
Owned bullock 

Total 
Machinery charges 
seed 
Manures 
Fertilizers 
Insecticides and pesticides 
Irrigation charges 
Land revenue, cess and other taxes 
Depreciation on implerrents and 

machineries 
Interest on working capital 
Imputed value of owned land 
Interest on fixed capital 

Haldibari 
Marginal- small~ -- Large 

--
33.63 35.02 33.18 
1.31 2.66 9.29 

23.30 16.48 1 o.ao 
58.24 54.16 53.27 
1.40 0.77 0.29 
4. 69 4.74 5.48 
6.09 5. 51 5. 77 

0.86 
1. 63 1.55 1.59 
5. 98 6.01 5.04 
2.35 3.39 4.47 
0.76 1.35 1.82 
- - o. 66 

0.13 0.17 o. 22 

2.08 1.92 1.87 
1.41 1.52 1. 71 

17.51 19.77 18.02 
3.82 4.65 4.70 

--------

Cooch Behar II 
M~rginal Small Large 

35.39 35.30 33.75 
- 2.25 7.73 

23.85 21.27 12.99 
59.24 58.82 54.47 

0.87 0.37 0.20 
5.56 5.98 5.35 
6.43 6.35 5.55 
0.29 o.S4 1.09 
1.54 1.40 1.38 
5.84 5.99 ·6. 78 
1.18 1.88 3 .oo 
0.39 o. 72 1.02 
- 0.36 

0.13 0.16 0.16 

2. 00 1. 78. 2. 78 
1.3 6 1.46 1.65 

16.95 16.87 16.66 
4. 65 3.67 5.46 
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Total 100.00 100.00 100.00 . 10 o. 00 100.00 100. 00 --
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--- --
Dinhata I Tufanganj II Cooch Behar district 

Marginal · Small - Margina~ Large. Marginal ·Small Large Small Large 

----
27.08 31.;1-5 31.76 26.15 29.95 32.52 30.75 33.10 32.88 
o. 62 8.02 15.15 0.92 3.16 9.07 o. 71 3.88 io.29 

2 9. so . 16.32 9.32 30.24 22.01 14.06 26.59 18.91 11.57 
57.20 55.79 56.23 57.31 55.12 55.65 58.05 55.89 54.74 
2.80 0.69 0.12 2.01 0.48 0.18 1. 71 0.58 0.20 
3.42 5. 25 5. 91 6.32 6. 91 6.96 5. 09 5. 67 5.79 
6.22 5.94 6.03 8.33 7.39 7.14 6.80 6.25 5.99 

- - - o. 08 0.13 0.57 
2.23 2'.10 . 1. 88 2.15 2.07 1.94 1.87 1.76 1.66 
4.95 5.38 4. 23 6.84 7.84 6.99 5.95 6.29 5.64 
2.80 2.43 3. 98 1.04 3.17 3.55 1.78 2. 76 3.78 
0.18 1 •. 02 1.29 0.49 0.99 1. 02 0.47 1. 04 1.33 
0.60 0.48 0.16 - - - 0.13 0.19 0.24 
0.11 0.17 o. 23 0.08 0.09 0.15 0.11 0.15 0.19 
1. 78 1.81 1.87 1.31 1.52 1.77 1.79 1.77 2.11 
1.24 1.55 1.76 1.19 1.43 1.67 1.30 1.49 1.70 

19.23 18.70 17.69 18.1'0 16.97 16.56 17.88 18.16 17.32 
3.46 4. 63 4.65 3•16 3.41 3.56 3.79 4.12 4.73 

100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 1 oo. 00 100. 00 1 oo. 00 

--------------------------------- --- ------------------------------------------



....... 

T able 7. 8 s iz e-w i se Percentage Share of Cash Exp_endi ture in the Cost ~ , Cost B and Cost C J:e r 

Bigha of Jute in the Selected Blocks of Cooch Behar District and in the District as a 

Whole for the Year 1992-93 

·Name of the block Farm size Percentage· share of cash~xpenditure in -Cost~ Cost B Coste 

---
Haldibari Marginal 84.98 61.35 47.05 

Small 85.88 60.77 50.75 
I.ar<Je 86.03 64.11 57.19 

Cooch Behar II Marginal 83.40 59 .• 75 45.50 
Small 83.89 62.01 48.82 
Large 84.68 63.16 54.95 

Dinhata I Marginal 86.30 58.53 41.26 
Small 85.46 61.63 51.57 
Large 85.72 64.60 58.58 

. Tufanganj II Marginal 81.65 56.76 39.60 
Small 82.72 61.11 47.66 
Large 83.98 64.32 55.27 

Cooch Behar Marginal 83.96 59.18 43.45 
district Small 84.58 61.34 49.74 

Large 85.25 64.00 56.60 
.. 
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