CHAPIER VII

- 50ME CONSIDERATICIE O BFIICIERCY

Tel INTRODUCTICONM

Having cbtained scme idza of dnput response, izz the previcus
c}he;c_:téx':,. on the basis of simple tebles @i costs of inputs used and
cutput produced pexr :acre, we -é:e%i:&;@: this chapter %o the consideraticn
of some gquestions of efficiency. That is o say, the £irst question
we ask mainly in this chepter is ‘.:_ How efficiently 'héve the farms

coped with the opportunities availsble in the zural economy?

éés.canély,- We may a.é}r. if “'t:?:zé ;écal isvel economy has beea
censcic;u's enwugh in mking use of ‘the-‘ naticnally cheap rescurcess
That is o say, has the basically labcur surplus econcmy been
conscious enem@h té substituts iabanfx‘s for r;-faziai%:al'gz ,i‘d suvit the needs
oiﬁ“ the present chapter wihat we do is to £ef ashj-.cn the basic dsta

sone of which are used fer tsbulaticn in the previcus chaptere

72 I@IGE:TIC%& ‘

It is cleaér from tebles Tal t;a Te? that the farmers cof the j
aréa have used whatever irzigation ﬁ‘-alciiity is esveileble. we have
already menticned in Chapter V that the main Qiffionlty of irrigetiem
facility is the irreguler sﬁ§p1§ 6f élcidtzicity. Hence the rege
pective figures of irrigatcgd scres may leck in uniformity. But what
is more, with more z—:egulér and prompt su;:g:zly Qﬁ wakter the figures

will convey different meanings and different productivity.
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The farmers of the area have ncw been réisirzg crops like
Winter=HLV paddy, mustard snd potato mainly on the basis of the
supg.vlyv of irz:i;;;atﬁ.cn water. Tables 7.2, 75 and 7.6 confirm ﬁhis:,:.,
We can thus say that left to themselves the farmers have shown
remarkable ef‘feiciency by making use of ixrigat,ien favilities toO
raise these three a.mpc:vrtanf: cx:ops. l‘h_:.s remark is almost wholly
applicable for Fre-fionscon Til Gilseeds 4 |

Table ?&3-

" moture snd Bxtent of Irrigation and Eﬂe;. Acre Value :
Total Cuiput

(1388-89)
éaz:m Gross e .za.&:ea Irricsted . o , ..  ,
size  prea  Private  GOVEs Deep TOGal i"‘_égf gﬁ;ﬁ;’g
(in = culti= wnini Deep Tubewell 4rrie {(in =)
Acres) vateéd Tube well gated Per net
cultiveble
. — - - -
1) (2) (4) . .15) 6) ___ (7)
upto 1 19,47 2016 23023 624 9205
- | 1) (68) (32)
lw2 41495 22459 ' 1.00 23459 1B.36 92334
. R (54) (2> {56) (44)
23 41208 20,76 1,78 22.54 18,50 9867
: {51) {4) {55} {45)
3%5 53.468 2172 ' B.89 30.61 21,07 9338
(4z2) ©(a7) (52) ~{41) '
510  B4.59 45,32 1167 56499 27.60 10123
(53) (14) (67) (33)
above 86,09 40,84 18492 59,76 26433 9808
10 (47 - (22) {(62) (31)
Potal 324,82' 162430 44,42 20672 118,1@ 9736
o $50) . (18) (62) . (36

bu] ote I:‘iz__,,ures in Parenthesis iudicate rarcentcage to i:hc—;—
area given to the CICPs



Tabla 72

(1988<89)

Hature and Extent of Irrigation and Per
acre value : Winter-HYV Paddy (Bors)
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Faym  Azex

_ size - given:

(in . 1o
Acras) <xop

_____Ares Irrigated

Drivate
Mini Deep:
Tukewell

Govi, Teep

Tubewell

Area
NG
Iryiem
gated

value of
Cutpuat
{(in &)

(3)

(4

(8)

©)

(7)

Upto 1 10,44

1w 20,83

2”3 16‘83

- 35 - 22448

S5=10 34433

above  31s00
ig

9,28
(89}
12417
(923
1516
(20)
14482
(66)
26466
(78)
31,00
{100}

1el6

1,66
£08)
1.07 -
{20)
?.n{ ﬁ&
{34)
767 -
{22)

-

10,44

(1003

20- B3

£100)
16482

{200}

Zle B
(100}
3433
(100}
31*3‘@
(100}

5781

5207

Tﬁﬁél 135¢91

116409
(82 -

19482

(15) -

135,93

{3603

Note 3 Figures in parenthesis indicate percentage to the
grea given to tie Craipe



Pable 73
Nature ané BExtent of Irrigation and Pexr Acte
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value s Traditional Monsoon Paddy (aman)
(1288=89)
E’azm Rr@a ___ Area iz:ri‘ ated Area 'Value of
size given Private GOvVha Toka, None Output
(in to crop Mini Desp Deep. Irri~ (in Bs3)
acres) Tubewell Tubewell gated
1) @ (3 (4) (5) G) (7
Upto 1 7443 1,73 1,00 2,73 4,70 4271
| (23) (23) (36) (64) |
1=2 = 14423 2,21 - 222 12,02 3703
(i¢) (16) {(e4)
23 13,93 1.16 " 180 296 10497 4337
®) (13) @) (79)
35 1717 3424 4466 750 %27 3645
(23) (27} . (462 (54)
5«10 2753 7.79 - 779 15,74 . 3954
(28) (28) (72)
above 28400  7.00 4,00 11.00 17,00 3880
i0 | (356) {243 (39 (61) “
Total 108.29 2333  11.46 34,59 73,70 3920
- (23) (23)° (32) (68) |

Note Figures in 9 arenths szs indicate percentage to the

area given Lo cé"e cXop )
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Table 7.4
Nature and Extent ¢f Ixrigstion and Per acre Values
Kharif=HYV Paddy

(1988=59)..
F azm Aresn Dreg Irrigsted : hArea Value of
size given ¥rjvate Govte Totai N Cutput
(in to Mini Deep Deep Irri= (in E)
Acres) <rop Tubewell Tubewell - gated
W) (2) 3) (@) G) 6y (1)
Upto 1  1.38 - - .- 1438 4274
' ' (100)
1=2 607 1.36 - 116 4,91 5263
: (132) ' (1g) {81)
2=-3 7435 3.10 - ~ 3.10 44,25 5693
- {42) : {425 (58)
3=5 84086 1e51 22 50 4e Tl 4,05 Eo74
, (137 {32} {30) (50)
510 14445 5633 1,00 . 633 812 5529
, (37) {7) (44) (56)
above 17433 8,00 1.00 S0 Be 33 4446
10 {46) (G {52) (48)
Total 5S4.64 19,10 | 4450 23.5 3l.04 5079

(35) (8) (43) (57)

Ncte s Ficures in parenthesis indicate percentage to the
grea given to the crop.
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Nature snd prtent of Irrigaticn end Perx
Acre Value g pPotato .
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(1988=82)
Faxm  ares v Area Irrigated , Erea B Value of
size glven Frivaete GOV Tokal Nenes Cutput
(in to Mini Deep Deap Irrie (in Rs)
AcCres) ¢zop

Tubewell Tubewll

gated

(2

Gy ()

(5)

(6)

(7)

Upte i1 = - - - - - -
w2 <41 5} - w4l - 21273
| (300) : {100) -
2es3 «87 « 60 e 27 «B7 - 16221
E ~ (69) (31) {300) :
3m5 135 72 «63 1435 - 20326
. : (533 {47) 100)
Sel0 214 1415 «39 2414 - 13096
‘ : (5¢) {46) {200)
Above 3,00 2400 100 3,00 - 22083
10 (67) £23) {160)
Total 777  4.88 2.89 777 - 20256
(632 (37) (200} -

Hote  Figurés in parénithesis indicate percentage to the

area given Lo the CICpe



Tabla Te6

ﬁahure and Extent of Ixrigation and Per Acre
Value : Mus tazﬂ
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(1968-89)
Ferm  Avea Area Irrigsted | Area Value of
size given rrivate GOvee. Total HOme Cutrut
{in to Mini Deep Deep Irri- (in &)
Acres) crop Tubewell Tubewell gated
(1) {2} |2 . {4) (32 - (8 {7)
Upto 1 .22 .22 - 22 - 2659
{1060) (1&0)
2~=3 95 95 - : « 95 - 2511
: 200) : {109 |
3ed 1.27 a6l +66 1.27 - 3173
; {48) (52) (200 '
5«10 2466 1433 1433 2.66 - 3229
‘ {50) (50) {icoj '
i¢c (50) {50) - (ioo)
Total 8a43 4,78 3465 Be 43 b 3218
(57} (43) {100}

Note s Pigures in perenthesls indicate percentage to the

area given to tie CXole



Table 7.7

Nazture and Extent of Irrigetion and Per Acre Values
Pre=yionscon Til Oil Seed

(1988-89)
Fam  Area ___Area Izzigated area Value of
size glven private  Govis Total Hone. Gutput
{in to Bini Govhe | ITxie {in &)
Acres) crop Deep Tubewell gated
Tubewell

a2 3) (@ () (6) (7)
Upto 1 = - - - - -
1«2 . L4 <18 - »18 223 2334
, .. (44) ] (M) (56)
, ) (39) (15) (7&) (26)
Zm5 1035 «52 -« 50 1.02 «33 1933

, {33) {3?) f76) {24)
5«10 3,48 39 2233 . 3;32 «lG 1773

) (28} {587) (25) {5)
Above 3643 Reld 22 3e43 - 3012
10 £71) {29) £100)
Total  0.78 4,74 3,96 - 8,77 1.01 2351

(21) s0)

(493}

(10)

&ote 2 ricuzes in parenthesis lnalﬂate @arcanuage o the

arca given tG the CIoRe



743 YIELD RATE

The farn vield rate structure assumes added importance in
view of the fect that it sperates as a vital factor for judging
the efficlency of farxme The income concept has been a determining
factor f£or c@mutiz;g the extent of f£arm yleld ratae wWith the applie-
cation of different concepts of income, the resultant yield rates

tend €O varys

A picture of income and yield rates of faming activities
are available f£rom the tables 7.8 to 7+14- In calculsting these,
cost of producticn have been defined: in the following ways

{s) cost I s This cost inclucdes all sctual expenses
' - imputed value of home labour

{b) Cost II 3 Cost I + iLmputed value of home labour.

{c) Cost IITs Cost IX + =n estimated valus of interest on the
whole of yorking cavital. " '

Different concepts of income are measured es tle difference between
farm receipts and respective cost concept. Similarly vield rates are
measured as the raz‘:i-éef total velue of fam:n'rec:eipts) Lo the ress
pective cost concepts Following the varicus definitions of cost it
is evident that yield rete I and yield rste 1T will be msexinum

and minimum respectivaely.

For the tcbulation of Cost 11X, 10% zate of interest {(market

lending rate) has been zdded with the Cost IZ. adding 21l the imputed
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values of different components of CGSt, column 11 of Table 7.8
depicts that on the whole=faxméxé-manage& tc get more than two
times of the cost they incurréd. The yielﬁirate aeven approaches
three times to the cost of production if we exclude the imputed
values Of cost. Therefore, itvcanﬂbe sald szfely that the fermers

of the rural economy are producing crops efficiently with the ulven
state of facilities. Tables 7.9, 7410 and 711 show little veriaticn
in yield rates of different paddy crops. However, faorm recelpts snd
cests vary sharply foz diffexent paddy crops. Possibility remeains
to enhance the yield ze@es of Winter-ﬁzv'paddy ahd FherifeHYV paddy.
There is no douilt that with ﬁhe existingiﬁecilities farmers are
éerucing'these creps efficiently but the £ull potentizlity hes not
bicen taped. Thus farmers can prove their full efficiency if they
sra glven adeguate facilities. The vield rate excesds even more -
then three for potezto buk the yileld rabes £cx other none=paddy orips

are not 80 impressive as is evident from tables 7413 and 7.14.

Farm income coesificient is shown in tables 7,15 to 7.21

for the coasideration of efficiency. This coeefficient is calculated

o

5 the ratio of feorm inceme II to total value of cutput per asore.

#3

Thu

3]

» 4t show the share of inccere in the totel value of autput.
The table 7415 ghcews that 59% of per ecre value of total ouput of

farms mekes the farms inceme. Tids value is decisively inpressive.
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‘Table 7.8
Yield Rate § Total cutput
(Pex Net acre)
{198E=52}
Farm size din Rupues , , ,

' ' : e . Yield Yield Yield
{in acres) gsézipta Cost I COSL IX COSt iI1 income I Iaccme 1I Income IIX Rete I Rate IX Rate Il
(1) 2} (3) (4) (53 (6) {7) {8) (2) (203 (11)
upto 1 9205 22312 3992 4631 6393 5213 4574‘ 4416 2430 1,98
1a2 9334 2808 3819 4430 65295 5818 4204 3,32 2.44 2.10
23 2857 3315 40958 2754 6552 5769 5113 2427 2440 2407
3mb 2238 2937 3819 4430 6341 5519 4208 JC I I A 2.44 2,10
5«10 10123 4374 4516 5239 5749 5607 4884 2431 224 1693
above 10 9808 3857 4023 4667 5911 5785 5142 2,51  2.43 2,10
Tcokal 9736 3526 4074 4726 6210 5660 5010 2476 2.38 2. 06




Table 749
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Yield Rate 3 Wintex=HYV Paddy (Boro)
(Far NglCultivated Acre)
(1988=89)
Farm size , _in Rupees _ . . . Yield Yield Yield
(in acres) . ..o Cost Cost II Cost ITI Income I Ipcome II Income 1y Love 1 Rate I3 Rete 1L
Rewipts :
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5 (6) (7) () ()  (20) (1)
Upto 1 5781 1542-24 2475 2607 4239 3306 3174 Se74% 233 2021 .
w2 5907 1885 2392 2519 4012 3515 3388 3011 2446 2¢ 34
2=3 6216 2279 2655 2797 3937 3563 3419 2,72 2434 2422
35 6213 2367 2566 2703 4046 3647 35310 2. 86 2«42 2s29
5«10 5762 2663 2711 26856 3098 : 395.1 2306 2416 2e012 1.85
Above 10 6132 2579 2643 2784 3553 3489 3348 2437 2432 2.32
Tatal 6001 2309 2596 2734 3692 3405 3267 2059 2431 2419




vield Rete 3 Traditional monsoon Paddy (aman)
' {(Per Net cultivated acre)

Tabhle 7,10
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1088=89
Fomm sise  _ , in_kupess e vield Yield vield
(in Aczes) . papm Cost I. Cost II Cost III Income I Iocome II Income Izx “ove I Rete II Rete iIX
o Recoipis : ‘ | '

(1) (2 ) (@) (5) (6} (7) ©) (¢) oy ()
vpto 1 4271 834 1843 1997 3437 2422 2074 5,12 2030 2,13
1= 3703 1099 1543 1656 2604 2160 2037 3¢36 2639 2,22

23 4337 1372 1815 1960 2965 2828 2377 3,46 2.38 2.2

365 3645 1170 1590 1717 2475 2055 1928 3001 2429 2412

Swl 0 3954 1652 1729 1867 2302 2219 2087 2439 2428 2412
Above 10 3680 1602 1661 1794 2278 2237 2086 2e42 2433 2416
Tobal 3920 1396 1683 1818 2524 2237 2302 2,80 2432 2415




(Per Net Cultiveted acre)

Table 70‘11
Yield Rate & Kharlf « HYV paddy
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198682
Faxm sige in rupses . ) _ Tield vield Yield
{in acres) Farm Cost I Cost II Cost III Income I Inceme IX Incame IIT Rote I Rate IX Rate III
Receipts ‘ ' . o '

(1) (2) (3) (4) (3) (6) (1) {3) (9) ___i0) __ (11)
Upto 1 4274 o537 1947 2051 3337 2327 2223 4,56 2,19 2,08
T 5263 1302 2193 2310 3951 3070 2953 4,04 2,27 2, 28
C3 5633 1536 1964 2069 4157 3729 3624 3,70 2.89 2,75
35 5074 1389 2089 2200 3635 2985 2874 2,42 2430 2431
Sell 5529 2179 2253 2373 3350 3275 2156 2,53 2,45 2433
2bove 10 4446 1681 1936 2039 2565 2510 2407 2036 2,29 2,18
Total 5079 1755 2077 2168 3324 3002 2891 9,89 2,44 2432




Y t'ﬁblii 7; 12

Yield mabe ¢ Potato

{(Pexr Not Cultivated Acre)
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198880
Farm slze _in_ Burees . . vield vield vield
(n scres)  papg Cost: I Cost II Cost III 3ncome I Income II Income Izx ~ove f Rete IT Rate 11
Receipts ,
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) () (7) (@) (@)  (1e)  (11)
Lea2 21273 5473 7794 8209 15300 13479 13064 3.88 2,72 2459
23 16221 5807 & 7058 7434 10414 9163 8787 279 2,28 2418
Bea5 20326 4976 5958 6276 15350 14368 14050 4,08 3,41 3,23
Sal0 19096 6533 6779 7141 12563 12317 11955 2482 2,81 2,67
pbove 10 22083 6221 6425 6768 15362 15658 15315 3,54 3,43 3,26
Total 20256 5952 6572 6922 19263 - 13684 13334 3438  3.08 2,92




Table 7+13

Yield rRate 3 Mustard
(Pexr Net Cultivated aAcre)
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1988-89
Farm sizZe , in Rupees . - Yvield Yielad Yield
Un acres)  pogn Cost I Cost II Cost IIT Inccme I Income II Income Iz Sove T Rate 1T Rate I
Receipts : |
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) )  (10) (11)
upto 1 2659 759 2304 2427 1900 355 232 3,50 1,15 1,09
1-’.2 - - - - - - - - - -
23 2511 1306 1879 1979 1205 632 532 1,92 1,33 1,26
3w5 3173 1155 1436 1533 2018 1737 1660 2.74 2,20 2,09
5=10 3229 1528 1643 1731 1701 1586 1498 2¢11 1.96 1,86
Above 10 3465 1332 1424 1500 2133 2041 1965 2,60 2443 2431
Total ‘3218 1351 1571 1655 1867 1657 1574 238 2,06 1,95




Table 7,14

Yield Rate s Pre=Monscon Til Cil Seed
(Pex Net Cultivated Acre)
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1988<89
Farm size N in Rupees . Yielé vield Yield
(in acres) .. Cost I Cost II Cost III Income I Income II Inccme Irx ~oce I Rete II Rate II1
Receipts

Upto 1 - n- - . - - - - - - -
1e2 2334 590. 1751 1844 1744 583 490 3495 1,33 1.26
2#3 2617 726 1415 1490 1891 1202 - 1127 3.60 1.85  1.75
35 1933 644 1248 1315 1289 685 618 3,00 1.55  1.46 |
5e10 1779 207 1044 1100 872 735 679 1,96 2,70 1,61 |
above 10 3012 1133 1262 1329 1879 1750 1683 2.65 2,39 2426

" ; h
Total 2351 895 1199 1263 1456 1152 1088 2462 1,96 1,86 |




Tzble 7.15 Table 7.16
Farm Income Co-efficients: Paxn Income Co-cfficients
Total Cutput ' Winter-HYV paddy {(Boro)
(1968=89) (1988~89)
Farm size | S*axm I.n_;comev' : Farm size ‘ Farm Income
(in Aczes) Co-efficient (in acres) Co=eificient
Upto 1 .57 uvpto 1 58
1=2 »5%9 C le2 «50
2m3 «959 2w3 «58
35 « 59 3=5 . . . . ; «59
S=10 56 . 5=10 54
Above 10 «60 above 10 «58-
Total W59 Total .57
Table 7.17 : Table 7.18
Farm Income Co-cfficient . Fearm Ingcome Coeefficient:
Traditicnal Monsoon Paddy Kharif«HYV Paddy
(zmen) (198B«53)
(1988+89)
Parm size  Farm Income Ferm Size Farm Income
(in Acres) - ' Co~efficient © (in Acres) Co-afficient
upto 1 . .57 upto 1 " 455
2—3 .58 . 2'3 356
3=5 «56 3=5 «59
5=10 » 957 S=10 « 52

Total «57 C Total 39

Note 2 Fam: Income Co=efficient
= Faxm Inccre II Cutput Ratio



Table 7,19
Farm Incoma Comgfficient:
bohato
{1988=83)
Farm si:é.e Farm Income
(in acxes)  Co-efficient
Upto 1 -
3-5 .71
5«10 « 65
aAbove 10 072
‘I‘Otal- 068
Teble 7.21

Farm Income Co-efiflicients
Pre=ponscon Til 0il Seed

- {1988«89)
Farm size Farm Income
(in Acres) Co=sfficient

upto 1 -

3-5 ’ i) 36

5«10 - 34

Abﬁve 10 PY 59

| Total ‘ 50

Note - g Ferm Income Co=efficient
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Farm Income Qoecfficient:
“Mustard
{1988=89)

- FParmm &Size Parm Income
(in Acres) Comefficient
ppto 1. 14
1=2 : -

2«3 ,26
3e5 « 55
5-10 « 50
above 10 52
Total : 52

= Farm Income I1i  Cutput Ratio



220
7.4 LABCUR CUEFFICIENT

Altheugh lend is the basic factor in agricultural proeducticn,
it is thrcough the sctive perticipation ¢f human labour that lend
can pré&uce the crops. Lebour used cn the farm is mainly érawm £rom
the working members of the family while in peak times, scme amount
6E extra lebour is hired from cutside the f£arme Two lebour o=
efficients have been tabuloted in tebles 7.22 to 7.28. Labour
ce~cificient I shows tihe share of velue of total mencdays in total
cost per ascre while the labour cewefficient I shOws the value of
tctal mandays in to;al value of cutput per scre. Evidently the
Gefinitions of labour cowcfficient suggest that the value of lsbour
co=egfficient I will be higher then the labocur cceeifficient II., If
¢ne goeg through the relevant tables, we ?an Eind that except potate,
£armers have-used abundant lsbour feor various cropsicultivatisn.
We hgve seeﬁ in the earlier chapters that bui studied regicn has
undergine tﬁraugh the precess of mechanisaticn hoeyscever medest it
may be. However this process has nct repleced machine foxr labou:u
with this moderate mechanisaticn the regicn is maintaining more
or less full employgent. Except potatc, for all other crops. share
of laboui cost in total cost of preduéticn is al?ays more than 50%.
In this region potate is grown with using lesser amount of labour.
éut in étﬁer parts'gf the state 0£HWQst Béngal potate is highly
lzbour intenéive cultivaticne In fact, thelr pex écre cutput is
also’higher. B& puzting-mcré lsbour in potgto cultivetion, this
region ¢an also produce potatc more efficiently. Thus, it cen be
said that this local econcomy is efficiently balancing the need o
the ﬁachine for cultivaticn and the natianélly chegper resourée

laboure
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Lebcur Ge-efificient 3 Totel Cutput
{1988-82)
Ferm Size Laboﬁr : Lekour value of
{(in acres) Co=efficient I Cowefficient II Teotal Mandays
L | (in Rs)
B D - 7) @
Jm2 .« 59 - 24 2253
203 « GO : «25 2472
3wb : , «61 ' : 225 2348
5«10 59 26 2673
rbove 10 .57 23 2326
Total «59 .25 2419
| Tzble 7,23 |
Lebour Co-efficient . s winter~HYV Paddy (Boro)
" {(1988=89)

Farm size Lebour : Lzbour Value of

(in Acres) coewegfficient I Co-gfficient IX - Tctal Mandeys
_ (in k)

(1) | €2) A (3) (4)
upto 1 .56 .28 1397
1-2 51 .21 1243

23 #53 .22 1415
3-5 , .54 .22 1392
5-10 | .52 -24 1416
above 10 .54 23 1451
Total | .54 .23 1392

Note : Labour Co-efficient I
= Value of Mandays '._'éotal Cost Ratio
Lebair Coeefficlent II _
= Valve ¢f Mandeys Total value Ratio



222

Table 7+24 _
Labour Co=gfficient & Traditicnal Monsoen Pasddy (Amen)
{1288«82)
Farm Size Labour Labour value Of
{(in aAcres) Comegificient I Comgfficient 1I  Total Mandays
(in Bs)
(1) (23 _(3) (4)
Upto 1 172' .‘31 1328
1=2 »70 $29 1089
23 « 75 «32 1397
3=5 «75 «32 1187
510 473 «32 1275
Above 10 » 70 +30 1168 -
Total «73 «31 1227
Teble 7,25
Labour Coweificient 3 Kherdf HYV paddy
{1988=89)

FParm Size Labour Labour value of
(in acres) Coeefficient I Cowgificient II  Total Mendays

| (in Es)
(1) (2) (3) (4)
upto 1 .81 37 1589
le2 add 29 1569
Z2=3 « 64 22 1270
3~5 #75 .31 11575
Swl0 +66 027 1496
Above 10 -64 .28 1257
Total W57 .28 1412

Note s Labcur Cc)!-effic:'iént I
- = Value of MondGays Total Cost Ratlo

Labour Co=cfficient II
= Value of Mandeys Total Velue Ectiﬁ
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Table 7.26
. Lebour Co=afficient 3 Potato

(1988=69)

Farm Size . Lebour . . Labour Value of
{in ncres) ca-cfficient I | Qoseffjcient IXI Total Mendays

B B » {in ks)
R - ()
urto 1 - ) - -
1e2 »31 211 2487
2«3 «37 16 2619
3-5 #38 «l0 - 2070
Sei0 34 012 2319
above 10 .26 . «07 1694
Total " 31 .10 2077

Table 727 ,
Labour Co=efficient & Mustard
{1986~89)
Porm size ~ Lebour B pebour value of
{in Acxes) ComefEicient I Comefficient II - Totel Mandays
7 (in &)
upto 1 £73 .63 1700
12 - | - -

2e3 _ «55 041 1038
3«5 53 .24 763
5«10 60 «30 391
Zbove 10 « 54 «22 . 77%
Total - ';55 | «27 894

ﬁoté Lab@ur Cc-neffic.ient I
= Value of Mandays Total Cost Rat:s.c

Labour Coeefficient I
= Value of Mandays Total Value Ratio
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Table 7.28
Lobour Comefficient s Pre-Monscon Til 0id Seed

{1988~83)
Famn $ize Labcur Labour Vvaiue of
(in Aczes) Co~cificient I Coeefficient II Total Mandays

- _ : (in &)

L3 L2} - (3) {4)
Upto 1 - - -
1=2 266 29 1161
23 : « 58 0 3C 955
35 ' »78 50 382
S=10 «7d »41 743
above 10 #0807 _ »28 853
Toral oG9 535 837

Ncte & Labour CQ-eizzolent I ’
= Velue of Mandays Total Cost Ratio

Labour Co-efficient II
= Valuee of Mandays Total value Ratio

On the whole, even though a great deal of iaputs, which
are produced &utsic= “re lecal econcmy. are used in the locality,
the lzbour coeefficient figures asre indicative of the fact thak
the high cutput performance of the locality, as brought to licht
i a previcus chapter, was realiéed throuch che use of a lot of
a&d;tianal labour. The portent, cbv1cusly} is that a few +iwes
moxe,employment is pessible through scientific regtructuring of
agriculture, not to spas} of the restrnctnr;ng cf the whole of

local level rural econumy.
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The lebour co-gificient is an incicator of the efficiency
of the general planners, whoever they may be, of the local level
rural economy. If£ the planners could have used zll the tools avalle
able in the tool-pbOyi cf devéloprent plammers, the labcur-ccefficient

mdight have been still highere

75 CAPITAL COEFFICIE SNT AND CARI ITal, LABUDR RARIO

The respective tebles confirmnm that capital co=eificient
end capital lgbour ratio azre low. Thus so far mechines have not
substituted much leboure In other words, these cosefficients support

the high lebour coesificisnts of fauin COSLSs
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i eble 7. 2‘9

Capltal Cmefficlmt and Cepital Labour Ratios
Total Gutput

(1926=83)

Farm Size - | Capitai 4' j Fixed Current Fixed o Capiﬁal
{in scres) Coeefficient Co-efficient I Current Labouy

Coecffiicient II Ratho
L3 (2) _ (3) - (4) ~{5)
1=2 »03 ' 41 17 015
23 +«03 i «30 - —:.,3.5 o13
3=5 .02 ‘ +39 T 40 «10
Smi(} 03 ) «41 T 18 «13
Pabgfia 10 s 03 o 4‘3 bl? - 16
Total .03 o4l .16 o4

Tapble 7.30.

Capital Co»c.z.ficie*it and x..ap:.e.:.l Labcur Ratios
Winter~HYV paddy (Boxo)

{1568«B9)

Farm Size Cavital : Figed Current 'Fixed Ca;::ital
(in aAcres) Co=-efficient Co-eificient I Current Labour

comzfficient IX Ratio
) () . (3) ) (5)
1=2 <03 249 *19 «14
2"’3 - 02 .__.-47 ’ - 20 013
3-5 - 62 ) Y 46 - 19 & Gg
above 10 «03 o «46 . «18 «13
Total 202 246 220 212

Notes Capital implies only :::Lxed capital

Pixed gurrent Co-efficient I = Fixed Capital + Current inputs
Total cost

- Pized CapitalsCurrent Inputs
Total value

- FPixmed Current Coesgfficient (I =




ii‘able ’7. 31

Capital Co=egfficient and Capitel Labour Rgtios
Traditional Mcauscon peddy (Amen) .

{1988-83)
Faxm Siée' Cépital 'Fixeé_current ;Fixé& Capital
(in »crés) Coecfficient Cow-zfficient I current - Leboup
co=cfficient II Ratic
(1) (2) {3) _(4) (5)
vpto 1 .05 «28 - ed2 15
- Zw3 <04 _ 24 10 . +12
Sl «05 - 27 - «ld - «16
above 16 «05 : +30 ) . «13 ol
Total 205 - 227 . h «gga o 16
Teble 7.32

o g B

Capital Co=efficient endé Cepital chudr Ratios
Kharxif-HYV paddy

s , » e b 268289} |
Parm Size Cepital Fixned Current Fixed Casital
(in acrss) Coecificient Qoeefficient I current Lebiur
. : ) Cosefficient II Ratio
£2) (2) 53 | _t4 (5)
Upto 1 03 12 « 05 « 03
w2 «03 .29 ) ‘al2 o1l
2«3 »03 «36 212 15
3«5 : »01 . «25 7 1D » 05
- 5210 «03 34 «14 »13
rbove 10 . 05 «36 " .15 «17
Total .03 33 .13 »13

Note Cahital lwplaee cnly £ized capital

Fixed Current Ccwafficient I = ¥ ixed caﬁital & Current Inmuts
Total cost

Fixed CUrxept Co=cfficient II = Pixed Capital + Current Insuts
Total value »
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Table 7633

cfapital Cowcfficient and Copdeal Lablur Rabios
botate
‘ ({1983=83)

¥arm ..,.Lae Cepital rixe& Current Iixed Capital
{(in .*‘.czcs) CO-eFfa.cz.ent Go=efficient I current Labouy

cc»exf.;.cx.ant Iz hetio
) (2) o $3) 4 _{5)
ppto 1 - - - -
2=3 « 01 +03 -l 'gbg
3eb + 008 »06 wlD & 08
Sl «002 . =66 . e23 0%
rbove 10 +01 ' o T8 | e2d T elB

Total =003 269 22 09

Table 7 34
Capital Ceezfficicnt and Capital Labcur Ratios

rMuskbarG

{1988=83).
Faym Size Capltal | Fixed Current Fixed . | Capital
(:z.n Acges) Cb-mi-x.cz.ent Comefficient I current Lebour

_ ‘ : cc—:::ici@nt II Retdo

L) {2) — 3) {4) )
spto 1 «06 - 427 e *10
1m2 - - | - : o
23 08 .45 ©33 .21
3=5 «03 .47 .21 © .15
5=10 «01 40 «20 «04
Above 10 «03 46 »19 o14
Tagal .03 244 - | 621 o312
noLes C&mltal implies ¢nly £ixed cavital

Fixed Current Ce~cificient I = Fixed Capital 3 Current I:mut¢~
.Lotal cost

Fimed Current Cc-“efficient ':£I' Fived Caz.;ital 4+ Current Ingnts
: ’ Total value




Table 7,35

Caplical Co=effiaient and Ceopital Leabouyr Ratios
Pre=pMonscoa Til 0il Seed
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{1988«89}

Farm size Capital Fixed Current Fized "CEpital
{in Acres) Co=efficient Cowefficient I current Lebour

cocwefficient IX Ratio
(1) (2) (3) (4) (3)
vpto 1 - - - -
2m3 « 008 «32 «317 *17
3‘-5 ‘:02 022 fié ,05
Self «02 «29 - « 17 « 05
above 10 «03 . 33 .13 «11
Total .03 .31 . 15 09

Note 3 CBNital imrlics cnly fixed capital

;ixed gurrent COneff101eqt Ie= Pixed cggital + Current Innuts

Toeal cost

‘Pixed Current caaefficieﬂt IX = FPized Canital + Current Invuts

Total valve
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7.6 COICLUSICN

zl}espite_. absence OF on the spot training £scilities of the

farmers at the village level, the farmers of the area heve shom

suné readiness to exploit the cpportunities made availsble to
them in the -ﬁcs:fzig( of riew‘ breed seeds, inorganic i:‘erti‘lisey:s,*
i?zigaticn, insé.cticidé.aa There seems no stippege of rise, in the
foresecable future, in this efficiency if t&*e planners of the locai
level cconomy devote themselves to the cuntinsucus improverent of 'the
skill and efficiency by *v"ari_imﬁ measures inCiuding restructuring

of the use and developrent (not merely mointenance) of lands’



