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3 i recent origion. whether agricultural labour cxisted as a distinct social
The emergence of agricultural labcur as a big soeial forcc is of

, 
classor category in the last century is a matter for the histor i;rns to dccidc,

i uu, one fact is indisputable the land relations that were introduced

I s, the British in the last century resulted in large scctions of the

peasantry getting expropriated from- land and becoming paupcrised'

i landless p"a'untsi ti ttt" 
"ou"e 

of further developments' this landlcss

, \ -;;;;ui o..ott agricultural labour' whose ranks alwavs got and arc

* \ ;,ir, ;"tiing repleniJed by furrher expropriation of the peasantrv and

" 17' 
'rural artisans' 

ricultural labour' constantly changed
t UifortunatelY, the concePt 'agr

f 
-'rroro 

";; 
to 

"tosu' 
: even the Unioa Ministry of Labour used

I ffi;;";; definitions ar different times. The first Agricultural Labour

{ ito"trr' conducted in 1950-51 took the quantum of hired employment

i in agriculture as the criterion' An agricultural labour family was

I defined as olre in which either the head of the family "t 
to:,:^^::.t:;:

denneu a; ulre rr! rY'.v 
i their main occupation' the

of the earners reported agricultural lab:ur as

main occupation bf u 
*p""ot 

being one in which he was engaged for

50 p.c. or more of the total number of days worked by him during the

Orriit", year. 'As for the agricultural labourers' all those who were

engaged as hired labourers in agricultural operations for 50 p'c' or more

of the days workeq b; theni during-the.previous year were deenrqdas

agricultural labourers' In the second Agricultural labour enquiry

conducted during 1956-5'1 ' the criterion adopted for demarcation of

agricutturat labour families was income and not employment' An

"Uri."f**t 
labour household was defined as one for which the rpajor

source of income during the previous year was agricultural wagss.

Further, the First eoq'ii'y toot only farming iplo gonsideratios for

^!: Jlt#t&,. ., *,,,,,r-o

*..*.#Jry,ff".
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defining wage-labour in agriculture, whereas the Seco-nd Enqliry to'k
into consideration dairyfarming, horiiculture, livestock brceding,
poultry and bee-keeping etc. Also. the concept of "employ mcnt and
unemployment" differed in the two enquiries. In the First E,nr;uiry,

wage employment for half the day or more was couoted as full day,s
occupation and less than that was ignored. All those wh<t workcd
even for a day in a month were taken to have been gainfully ernploycd
Consequently, employment data of the First Enquiry was some what not
precise and tended to be rather on the high-side. But the basic classilica-
tions of activity pattern adopted in the Second Enquiry were difi'erent
and more precise. They were at work, sub-divided into wage employ-
ment comprising agricultural labour, non-agricultural labour, employment
on salary basis ; 'self enoployment' on cultivation of land and .other sclf-
emplcyment'; not at work-but with job subdivided according to reasons
like sickness, weather conditions, ceremonials, and rest or holidays etc.

Due to this, a comparative stuCy with exactitude, is difficult.
However'the second trnquiry tried the comparison as eKact as possrble,
and comparison of wages, child labou, income and expenditure, indeb-
tedness etc. are made on almost the same basis so that no difficulty in
these respects is felt.

Agricultural labour is the section which received the least a ttention
from the rulers. Only in recent times there is some cbange Thf
emergence of a strong agricultural labour movement in some States,
coupled with the universal suffrage, necessitated paying attention to their
problems Now.a-days, it has become usual for every Statesn:ran and
politician to speak of the upliftof rhe underdog, of land to the tiller, of
harijan welfare and so on. But by and large, agricultural labour is the
least benefited by all this telk of development, uplift, reconstruction etc.
The stupendous problem is still to be touched-even its fringe is not get
touched. The director of the Labour Bureau, Union Ministry of Labour
and employment, makes this caustic but profound remark on fhis
subject. "Agriculture, in [ndia, is not only an economic activity,
but also a way of lifc since business and family life are intimately
connected with and interwoven in farming, the generat welfare of the
ruial community is a prior consideration for any improvement directed

*
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to strengthen the agricultural industry. The various Wanys and nlcans

q aiming at modifications of land tenure systems introdlrcing ol ncw

' methods of cultivation, development of agricultural qoopcr:ttion,

encouragement of rural settlements, etc., should not bc cgrrfincd to

physical targets but ought to be used for creating the sociarl backgrotrnd

for human satisfactions. The problem at present is thus ttot onc of
finding how an agrarian policy ought to work, but essentia lly of dcvising

a methodology and machinery by which a scheme will xuld, must work

in the rapidty changing economic and social conditions of tltc courrtry".

(Agricultural Labour in India Report on the Second En,-1uiry -l'iii)
Viewed from this angle, the Second Enquiry into tltc conditions

of agricultural labour reveals a dismal picture. The en<1uiry covcrcd

the first five year plan period, it had alsl studied the conditions of

agricultural labour in the community development areas and focusscd

,. light on the conditions in those areas as no better than in the no C.D.

1i; ut.ur Thus, the enquiry helped the entire nation to understand better
t the deplorable conditions in rvhich the agricultural labourers are living

and appreciate the necessity of basic and a radical reforms than those

for rebuilding our economy envisaged so far.

. In the following pages, a brief summary of the findings of the

Second Enquiry are given'

Nurnber Of Agricultural Labour House-Holdere t

- The general points that emerge from the survey into the number

of agricultuial labour house-hold are as follows. 
\

1. The total number of agricultural labour households come to

16.3 millions in l9i6-57. This figure is less by I 6 mil than that of
1950-51. This is largely due to the chaoge in the concept of

'agricultriral labour househoid' adopted in the second eaquiry'

2. The fall in number was marked in the States of Orissa,

Andhra Pradesh, Madras, Mysore and Kerala, the states with the Jargest

percentage of agricultural labour households.

3. Agricultural labour households are concentrated in certaio

'regions, particularly in the Scuthern and Eastern regions. These two

zones alone accounted to 60 p.c. of the total estimated number of

I



agricultural labour households in the country.

4. The number of landless agricultural labour househo lds havc

increased by 1956-57. They have 57 p.c. of the total, whereas, thcy

accsunted to about 50.0 p c. in 195G51.

5. The number of attached agricultural labour ho uscholds

have increased: Whereas their p.c. was only l0 in 1950-51, in 1956-51

it was 27 p.c. of the total.

6. The average size of the household had increased by 19 56 57 :

whereas it was 4'3 in 1950-51 it was 4'4 in 1956-57.

'1. The number of wage earners in tbe household had gone up

by 1956-57. It was 2'0 in 1950-51 and 2.03 in 1956-57. Of thesc wagc

earners, I'13 were men. 0'74 womon, and 0'16 children in 1956-57 as

compared to I'l to men,0'8 women, and 0'l children in l9i0-51.

8. The proportion of child wage-earners increased by 1956-5/.
Thc following tables will give particular of each State.

Statement 4'l
Statement 4")
Statement 4'4

IEmployrnent and Unernployment

Employment of agricultural labour depends upon many factors-
the extent of land utilisation, irrigation, crop season, intensity and
extensity, of farming, sizc of holding agricultural economy, prices and
so on. Some of these factors vary violently from year to year and
have a bearing on employment of agricultural labour.

Except that the concept "employment" was made more precise

in the Second Enquiry, other factors remained almost normal. Yet the
enquiry shows that employment had fallen by 1956-1957 compared to
1950-51.

While men workers .formed 55 p.c. of all agricultuial la,bourers
according to the First Enquiry, the corresponding figures was 56 in the
Second Enquiry. Wage employment of adult males did not show any
,nnpr!94 change over fhat of the First Enquiry (tableNo. 5'f). The

tt.
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k question of non-agricultural employment for all labour households had' slightly decreased from 29 days in 1950-51 to 27 days in 195G57.
The question of wage employment of labourers without Iand was more
than that of the labourers with land by about rs diys for casua,l
workers and 45 days for attached workers, the corresponding figures
in the First Enquiry being 35 days and 24 d,ays respectively.

The Second Enquiry also revealed the obnrxious conditions
under which attached workers in some regions were working crant
of loans to attached workers without interest solely for the purpose
of retaining them in service for an indeterminate period is not

. uncommon, though, in the words of the enquiry repor t, it might not
contain any pronounced element of agrestic serfdom. The grant of
tie-in-allotments to the labourers is also prevalent in many regions.

,t i

The second Enquiry revealed that women workers averagr

$rr employment was 131 days in agri:ullural, and l0 days in non-agriouft.
'' tural, labour, the corresp;nding figrrei io the First Enquiry being 120

and 14 days respectively. rhus, empioyrn3nr of women workers showed
an upward trend, unlike that of male workers. The following table
shows the employment of adult femrle agricultural labourers.

Statement 5'6.

That women employment forms a substantial part of the cmploy-
ment of the household is seen from the following table.

Staternent 5'7.

Because of a decrease in employment in agriculture, unemploy.
ment shows increase. 'Much of the rural labour force, confined almost
to agricultural work, is redundant. This redundency is more than a
seasonal phenomenon and shows that considerable hidden unemploy.
ment exists throughout the year. Employment in agriculturc being
seasonal, slack period is inevitable and has to be filled in only by other
occupations. But unemoloyment of agricultural workers reveals the
dearth of other occupations for them in the rural areas. The following
statement shows the unemployment position of agricultural workers.

Statement 5'9.
The reasons for unemploy..men-t,are i.mpor tan t.

i
.{
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Statement 5 l1'
Bmployment position is no better in the community pr<rjcct arcils :

the following two tables sho,v the employment and unemployrnent
position in the C.D. project areas.

St4tement (5'12)

Staternent (5'13)

Wage Structure In Agriculture

Wage structure in agriculture is complex and has go t its urli(luc

features as compared with that of industry. Whereas wages in industry

ar..e completely monetised, it is not so in agriculture. Similarly, industrial

wages are regularly paid whereas in agriculture, they are paid

irregularly. wage differentials in agriculture are more markcd and

num'erous than industry. The cash wages in agriculture are particularly

maiked with disparity and generally differentials between wages of men

dnd: womeri in agriculture are more than what they are among industrial '#'
wbfkbrs. They are influenced not only by supply and demand but also

liy suCh 'other 
-elen:nts as crste, credit worthiness, vagaries of the

seasods, economy of the landholers etc.

In view of these characteristics of agricultural wages, lhe wage

struclure in agriculture is subject to constaht change in so far as their
wage,.differentials, their patterns and modes of wage piyment are

concerned, but their rigidities relating to tradition and custom that

lead to exploitation of workers have their persistant influence putting

lhe.wo-1kers to a disadvantage.

. -.Wages form the major part of the income of agricul tural labour

famities. This shows that they have hardly any other means or resources

t6i:'fog: invested in any enterprise in which they might be self-employed.

The following table will show this.

Staternent 6'l
'l During the First Enquiry, average income derived from wage

e.rrploymbntformedabout76p.c.ofthetotal,ofwhichagricultural
wage iiibome formed 64 p c. Duriqg the Second Enquiry, income from . $
agricultural wage constituted a higher quantum, namely 73 p c. while
that derived from non-agricultural wage employment was only 8 p.c.

i!
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Thus employment inside-occupations and income from
were less in 1956-57 than in 1950-51.

A considerable part of the wages were paid in ki nd or partly in

cash and partly in kind, with or without perquisites. Wage payntcnts

were influenced by factors like crops gtown, custom and tradition and

availability of cash resources to the landholders. The followirlg tlblc

will show the break up of wage payment.

Statement 6'2 
.

Daily cash wages have strategic importance, sincc thc over-

whelming majority of the agricultural labourers are casual workers-

These daily cash wage rates arc subject to constan t lluctuations.

The determinants are economic factors and socialogical factors.

Population pressure, land utilisation, size of holdings, pull of urban rnd

industrial production centres on the proximate rural regions, naturc of
j;., 

"rops 
grown, seasonal factors, caste and c:mnunity, custom lnd

l' traditional have got their pull and iofluenc: on the wage levels in

agriculture.

Il Considering'all these factor:, the wage rate for casual adult nrale

' workers declined compared with 1950-51. [t fell, at the all-lndia level,

t from '09 naye paise in 1950-51 to 96 N.P. in 1956'57. So also, thewage

fate for casual wonden workers felt, at the all [ndia level, from 68 n,p. in

1950.51 to 59 n.p. in 956-57. The wage rate of children, at the all

lndia level, dropped from 70 n'p' in 1950-51 to 53 n'p' in 1956-57' The

following table is instructive'

Statement 6'4

It would be interesting to see that wage differentials between men,

women and child workers had generally widened more in 19.56-57 than

in 1950-51. At the all-India level, while woflren's wages formed 62'4 pc.

of men's wage in 1950-51, the corresponding percentage in 1956-57

was 6t.5 sbowing some divergence, rhough negligible. Thedivergence

i between the wage rates of women and children is more marked ; whereas

{ children's wage rate was above that of women, at the all India level, in
P tgSO-St, it fell much below that of the latter in 1956'57-

The following tables are of interest. They show how wage rates

that sourcct
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Vaty for different kinds of work and between men and wornen for the ,'1

same kind of work.

Statemelt 6'5

Staieinent 6'6

A close study of the tables showing employment and wagc ratcs

reveals some distinct trends. At the all-India level, in the agricultural

sector,thequantumofrvorkforcasualmenworkersrcnratncdthe
;; ;, 167 days during 1950_51 and t9s6-s7, uut.aslTltural wage

luC O..tio"a from 109 n p' in 1950'51 to 96 n'p' in 1956 57 pcr dav'

Forwomenworkers,whereasemploymcntincreasedfrornl2()daysin
.1950-5ltol3ldaysinlg56.5T,theaveragewagefatetbragriculturul
op.ru,ioo. had fallen from 68 n'p' to 59 n'p' per day' in the srrnc pcrio{'

iiis trend shows the utter herpress condirions in which rhe agriculrural

laboure"s live and work'

Average wage is an indicator of the central tenderrcy onty,ulln.',

does not reveat variations in earnings among individu al workers I

employedindifferentagriculturaloperations;Itisonlyfrequency
dirt.itution of wage-paid man days as among 

^different 
*"*: t'"0: 

:lli F
oro"io* a more clear picture of the ext:nt of prcvarence of . prrticular 

i$

l"grL".rr. The fcllowing table will show this frequency distribution. 
fr

Statement 6'8

Basing on the per hous:hold agricultura', wage incomc and the

number of households, an estimate can be made of the total wage'bill in

"g,i,'r.ul'". 
The total wage-bill in |950 5l was estim,rted to bc Rs. 5000

Ji, *0.r"", in lg56_57, it rves estimated to be its i200 mil. Ihe

*a,.n," may be largely due to the fact that the proportion ol'attached

labour households was considerably higher (above 27 p.c.\ in 1956'52'as

"o*pur.d 
with 1950-5 1 (about l0 p'c.) and that the average annual

io"or. for attached labour households taken together frorn agricultural

wage employment in 1956-51rvas higher than in 1950'51. (see tables)

Agricultural wage rates fall far behind ir'dustrial 'uvage rates of

unskilled-workers. The following table, showing comparative wages

*t.* io agriculture and cotton textile industry Our biggest natiOnal

itidustiy- will bear out this statement'

I
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) Stiternent 6'11
Y

Thereisnosystemofpayingdearnessallowanceinagricultute;
r trot is there any system of linking wage rates to prices' As a rcsult wagc

$ rates in agriculture always trail far behind the prices. The following

tablc show this.

Staternent 6'13

Earning Strength and Size of Ineorne

For ascertaining the income of agricultural labour houschold

familywastakenastheunit.Eventboughthedefinitionofincomeisa
complex one the earnings of all the earners and earning dependents as

well as the income of the famiiy occurirg from property' cultivation of

land.eitherownedorirkenonlease-livestockelc.wetepooledtogether
andthe'totalincomeasceflained.Asthiswholeincomegoesforthe

ri,.. coti"ctiue maintainanf^ of the household' the level of living was

T" 
"r."r..d 

in terms of th" hoo,"hold as a whole and not for eaeh irrdividual,

The following table gives the average annual income of agricultu-

t ral labour households in 1950-51 and 1956'57'

Statement 7'2

'ih"." figures show that income from wage paid employment in

agriculturewasthemainsourceofincomeattheall-Indialeve|aswell
asineveryState.inlg50.5litfound64p.c.ofthetotal-incomeand
in 1956-57, 73 p.c. The income from land was very iittle; in fact it

had fallen since 1950-51. Whereas it was 13'4 pc. in 1950-51, it fell

to a mere 6'87 p.c. in 1956-57' Non'agricultural wage income also is

small,accountingforll'9p'c.in19:0-5land'7'99p'c'in1956-57'This
'showsthedireneedforradicallandreformanddevelopmentofsmall

andmediumsizeindustriesaswe|lascottageindustries.

If we further closely study the average annual income of different

categoriesofhouseholdswewill.findthatwhereastheincomeofattached
labourhouseholdshasrisenfromRs.4S0inlg50-51toRs.492.30in
1956-57, it had fallen in the case of casual labour households from

nr. ++z'io 1950-51 to Rs. 417'56 in 1956'57. Considering that clsual

labourefswerein.overwhelmingmajority,itisnow.onderthat\he

''.iii;.,
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average andual idcodr of agricurtural rabour househords had fatren. The
following table will show this.
Stateaent 7'B

This table shows the regrettabre feature that whereas thc carning +r

strength of the household had increased, the average annual incornc had Ifallen.

The total national income for 1956-57, according to the estimatcs
of the ceneral Statisticar organisation was about Rs. ll3,00o mir. Thctotal annual income of agricultural [abour hous:holds, from a' sourccs,
was estimated to be about Rs. 7120 m|.. Thus, whereu, tt," .g.i.urturallabour househords formed about 20 p.c. of the total househords in theentire country yet their share in the nationar income was onry about6'3 p.c.

Annual per capita also, accordingly showed a fall. The fortowing
comparative table shows this. r t
Stateaent Z.l0 '.r'

The conclusions that were drawn by the enquiry were :_
Conclusions : C3

'The following results emerge from the anarysis of the income of
agricultural tabour households as between 1950-51 and lgs6-s7 ;-'- 

"' 6.'

(i) The average annual income in 1956-57 was slightly lo,ver than
that in l95G5l at the all-India level.

(l'i) The average annual
states of Assam, Mysore, West
and Bombay. Slight fall was
aad Madhya Pradesh but lhe fall
and Bihar.

(ili wage-paid emplo-vment in agricurture was by far the major-source of famiry income and accounted for 73 percent of the total
income as against 64 percent in 1950-51 at the all-India lever. 

,

: At the State levels also, the percentage of income from thi, I
sg.gqce was high; in some states, it was as high as gl to g5 perceot.

income was higher in 1956-57 in the
Bengal, Andhra pradesh, Madras, punjab
noticed in the case of Orissa, Kerala

was marked in Rajasthan, Uttar pradesh

10



. Uu\ lncome from non-agridultural labour and that frorn cultivation
Y of land had fallen in 1956-57 as compared with 1950-5t, th c percentagc

of income from the first source being /and 12 and fro rn the sc-cond

* Z anO't: respectively, at the all-India level.

(u) Income from miscellaneous sources had slightly incrcascd in

1956-57.

(uf; Income of attached labour ho':seholds was gencrally highcr

than that of their casual counter parts ; the proporatio n of attachcd

labour households 1956-57 was 27 percent rlf the total as ag=rinst l0 per-

cent in 1950-51- |

(rii) Income of households with land was higher than that of thosc

without land in the case of casual labourers, but in the case d[ attached

labour hou se holds lhe it ccme of those u'ithcut land was highet. The

. proportion of landless.households.had increased in 1956.57 as compared

{.i",oirt 1950'51, the figures b':ing 57 and 50 p'c' respectively'

(uiii) The earning stren-th of agricultural labour hruseholds had

^ increased in 1956-57 as compared with 1950-51, the figures being 2'2 and
e 

2'0 lespectively. In mrny States also, it had increased'

<f 
against Rs. 104.0 in 1950-51 ; the average size of households in 1956'57

n'as 4'4 as against 4'3 in 1950-51'

(t)Thenationalpercapitaincomein1956.5TwasRs.29|.5;
thus,thepercapitaincomeofagriculturallabourhouseho|dswasabout
4 percent of the national income per capita'

ConsumPtion and Cost Of Living

L

Data on expenditure on (1) food (2) clothing, footwear, bedding

and household requisites, (3) fuel and lighting (4) house rent and

repairs (5) services and miscellan3ous items and (6) ceremonies and

functions, was collected. The following table will give the consumption

expenditure.

(Statebent No. 8.1)
r" ' This table shows' that the average annual eipenditure was

l1
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considerably higher in all States during tg56-57 as co mpared with
1950-5L An interesting feature is that those States which recordrd
high expenditure in 1950-51. like Punjab Assam, West Bcngal and

Rajasthan, remained so in 1956-57 also whsreas states likc Madrls,
Madhya Pradesh and Orrisa which show:d low expenditu rc in 1950-51

remained so in 1956-57 also.

The most disquieting feature is that every State showcd expendi-

ture much higher than income The following table will show this.

Statement 8.2)

The per capita expenditure, on the basis of the avcrage size of

the family was as follows.

($tateoent 8.3, column l; 2' 3 only)

This was the average. But there were several households whict

spent much less thair this. Some fortunate farnilies Spent hore. So.",,i

it is necessary to see the level of living

(Statement 8'14) (
tt will be seen from the above table that a majority of States

hbd the maximum peicentage of households in the pet capita expendi-

tute group of Rs. l0l-150. ft was only Punjab and Assamthat 
q

registered a higher percentage of households where avetage per capita

expeiidituie exceeded Rs. 250.

That agricultural labour is the poorest among the rural house.

holds is an. undisputable fact. ,A comparison of their expenditure with

that of the rural households will show this.

(Statement 8.21)

Agricultural Labour horrseholds spent far greater percentage

of their income on foodgrains than the gen'eral rural housdholds and

consequeutly they spent far less on suoh items as are ealled protective

foods, ilothing etc.

One third of the total number of sample villages were located 'l I
iq the community project areas. A comparison of the pattern of

a

l.'.'
I

l'
I
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consumption in the two sets of villages will show, that gcnorally
) 1 speaking, there was not much difference. The following terbtc will show

this.

(StateJent B'22)

The conclusions arrived at by the survey are as fo llows.

Conclusion

In this Chapter an attempt has been made to indica.tc thc ditl'crent

facts of the consumption pattern of agricultural labour households

and their levels of living to the extent possible. In this conncctiorr

the results of the 1950-51 and 1956-57 Enquiries have bccn conrparc<l

and a comparative picture of the consumption pattern of agricultural

labour honseholds and all' rural households has also becn givenin

nutshell. The broad conclusions that emerge from the foregoing dis-

cussions are as follows ,-
- :- (r) --E;penditure being a function of income which was rather on

: ttle low,side, there was not mueh of a preference as regards goods and

r services on which money could be spended. It. was rather making both
:.1 ends meet, sornehow or other. In fact there was a deficit of Rs. 180

; at the all-India level, the average debt being Rs. 138.

,b (ti) The consumption expenditure in 1956-57 was considerably

higfter than in 1950-51 at the all-India level as also the State level.

(ur) The percentage expenditure on food 77'3 percent). While in
1956.57 was, however, lower than that in 1950'51 (85'3 percent) .

While the percentage expenditure on clothing and miscellaneous and

services group was practically the same at the two points of tirne tbat

on fueland lighti"g was considerably higher in 1956-57 (7'9 percent) and

it almost off set the fall in the percgntage expenditure States.

iu) fhe States in which tbe level of expenditure was relatively

high in 1950-51 continues to be high level expenditure States in l9-6-57.

The same was true for relatively low level expenditure States.

.r (u) As in | 95O 51, the consumption cxpenrlitule of hotiseholds

# with land was ge4erally:higher than their counterparts without land.

1uj1 fhere was not muoh change in the size of households as between

l3



1956-57 and 1950-51, but in sPite

1g5G57 the Per caPita exPenditurc

Rs. 91.4 in 1950'51. Both the figures

agricultural labourers.

of slightlY larger fnmilY sizc rn

on food was 108-4 as against

no doubt indicate the PovortYof

(uir)Theexpenditureonfoodwaslessheavilydomirratcdbytlt.Jt
on cereals in 1956-57 (63'6 percent of the total expenditurc orr lbod)

than in 1950-51 (79'2 Percent) .

(ulif) As in 1950-51, thepercapitrintakeofcereals pcrday was

roughly in the ratio of 50 : 50 in resp;ct of fine cereals (r ioc and whclt)

and coarse cereals. The intake of cereals (including the ccrcitl ct)ntctlt

of perquisites) per capita was almost the same as between thc two ptlints

oftime..However,thecerealcontentwaslessinlg5{:5Ttltarlitt
1950-51. In a few States, it was practically nil'

(ix) Spices continue to account for the largest share of expcnditurc

on food other than cereals and pulses. However, some improvcmcnt

(though slight) was noticed in the consumption of milk and milk

products and meat, fish and eggs in 1956'57'

(x) The services and miscellaneous group accounted for a larger

propoitioo of total expenditure (8'7 percent) in 1956'57 than in

195G51 (6'5 percent).

(xi) A frequently distribution statement of agricultural labour

households according to suitable per capita expenditure class was

prepared in order to have an idea of their clevels of living'. lt was

observed that, as in 1950-51, the size of lrouseholds went on decrcasing

as the expenditure levels rose. But unlike the results of the 19 j0'5 I

Enquirythepercentageexpenditureonioodwent.ontaperingoffatthe
relatively higher levels of expenditure'

(xif) The intake of cereals, however, went on iocreasing with the

rise in the expenditure classes' [t seemed to suggest that there was

stilt a m'easure of unsatisfied demand for cereals in the lower expendi'

ture levtls.

(xfir) There was

agricultural labour

not much difference in the consumption pattern ot'

households in the Community Project Areas and

l4
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non-Community Project Areas.

t (xfu) The annual per capita expenditure (excluding expc'<lirurc on
ceremonies of agricultural labour households in 1956-5J was lts. 140
as against Rs. 197 for all rural households according to the 9rh :rnd l()th
rounds of the National Sample survey conducted in May | 95-5 tr1 fu11y
1956. The corresponding figures for 1950-51 Agricul tural f.abour
Enquiry and 1949-50 National Sample Survey were Rs. 107 and lis. 204.

Extent and Incidence of Indebtednesg
That agricultural classes are steeped in heavy indebtcdness is

being seen for the last 3 decades. The Rurat credit Survey had rr:vcarctr
that, in the year of survey, it was found ttat it was stiil grouing.
The total extent of indebtedness of agricurtural labour, as a perccntag'

; of the total rural indebtedness mav not be great, but, compared to thcir
.} income its incidence was heavier than on the other rurar sections.

[. __ During both the Agricurrural Labour Enquiries (r950-5r and

fl956'57), cata on indebledness of agricultural labour househords were-icollected. The following table shows comparative position of indebted-
.lness of agricultural labour households as between 1950-51 and 1956_57.
t
(Stateorcnt 9.1)
i

1 Of the total debt per indebted family, namely Rs. I3g, Rs. 6l or
ibout 46 percent was incurred for meeting consumption expenditurc
q 1956-57, the corresponding figure in I950-5r being as bigh as 74 p.c.
!his, even though there was a shift in theposition in r95f-57, rhe
ecessity to incur debt for meeting consumption needs continued to
rount for the large proportion of the totat loan taken.

I The sources of borrowing shows that the clutches of employers,
rders and money renders continued to be strong and had even tighte-
l, whereas the role of cooperatives is almost absent. The followine
'le will show this

\. rternent 9'3)
ofj-.
nrt , fheextent of indebtedness in the community project areas also

appalhng. The percentage of indebtedness.families was slightly
i

p

{>,

,S

i-
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higher, but the average debt per indebted family vvas lower' -Thc follow-

ing table shows this. '"(

(Staternent 9'5)

Of the estimated total number of l6'3 million agricuLttrral labour

housebolds in the country 63'9 percent were indebted' with all :tvcragc

debt of Rs. 138/- per annurn' Thus' the total volume of dcbt of thc

ioO"t,"a agricultural labour families may be estimated at about Rs l4-10

million. A similar estimate tvas made on the basis of rcstrlts of thc

1950-51 Enquiry and it worked out to about Rs' 800/- rnillrorr' It is

significant to note that even though the estimated number of agricultu'

ral labour households in 1956-57 was less by 1'6 million as conrl'rarcd

withlg50.5l.thetotaldebtofindebtedagricuiturallabotrrfanrilics
had considerably increased in 1956-57'

The following conclusions emerge from 'this'

The main conclusions are as follows :-- 0)

(f) The proporation of indeed agricultural labour -households was

higher in 1956'57 as compared with 1950-51 the respective figures being 
€

64 and 45 Percent' '

(id) The increase in the proporation of indebted households was

rather marked in Utter Pradesh' Orissa' West Bengal' Kerala Madras c'

aud Bihar. In Assam, Bombay, Punjab and Rajasthao, the proporation'

was lower than in 1950-51'

(l'ii) The average debt per agricultural labour householLls per

"oouul 
was Rs.88 in 1956-57 as against Rs'4? in l95l-51 at the all'

India level. lt was higher in all States except in Assam' Bombay and

Rajasthan.

(iu) The average debt per indebtedioit"O"llt^ I-"t^..:t 
t" to

1956-57 as against 
"Rs' 

105 in 1950-51 The increase in average debi

per indebted household was rather marked in the States of Uttar

Prade sh, Bihar, Andhra Pradesh' Madras and Kerala'

(u) Broadly, the States which showed high debt in 1950-5lg

continued to remain so in 1956-57'

16



I t (ui) About 46 percent of the total debt per indebtcd horrschol<I
was incurred for meeting consumption expenditure irr 19.56_57 whilc' the corresponding figure in r950-5r was 74 percent. social prrrp()scs
accounted for 24 percent of the total loan in 1956-57 as against | (r pcr-
cent in 1950-51. Debts incurred for productive purposes formcrl t9 rnd
l0 percent respectively at the two point of time. Thcro w;rs, thus a
shift in the purpose of borrowing from meeting consurnption cxncndi-
tnre to production as well as sociar purpcses. The divcrsitrn ,rf 1u",.,

receipts to social purposes, though small, was not a hcalthy sig..

(vii) of the total loan taken, 34 percent was from nrorcy lc'dcrs,
44 percent from friends and relatives, etc., l5 percent from cmpr'ycrs.
5 percent from shopkeepers and only | 0 percent from co-operativc
iSocieties in 1956-57. Thus, co-operative Societies contin ued to playan
nsignificant part in loan transactions.

.{qE @iii) The proporation of indebted households was higher among
attached labour households than among casual labour households.

li (i! Debt per attached labour households was also generally higber
than that of casual labour household

_ (x) The total estimated volume.a
labour households in 1956-57 was Rs.

crores in 1950-51,

Women and Child Labour In Agriculture
\rVornen : Women agricultural labourers are generally drawn

from families of marginal landowners, small tenant-farmers and
landless classes. While agriculture labour itself is seasonal, employment
of women labour in agriculture is of a sporadic and intermittent nature.,
In view of poverty they have to work for supplementing farnily earnings
and even during non-agricultural season they may be seeking employ-
ment for wages in other occupations and in small industries nearby.

As such women wage labour is considerable in agriculture. In
1950'51, as per the First Enquiry, they constituted 40'4 percent of the
total agricultural wage-labour, whereas, in lg56-s7, their proportion
was 36'5 percent. But this decline is qqrq apparent than real for 1qu

of indebtedness ofagricultural
143 crores as against Rs. g0

1

t8z
-13
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definition of agricultural latrour. as was "*pi"io"d 
was clangctl in

I 956-57.

The following table gives the proportion women labour'

($taternent 10.I)

The position of women employmcnt and unempl<)ymcllt and

wages were .already given in the respective chapters'

The conclusions drawn were the followicg'

Conclusion

1f .1. The estimated number of women workers declirrcd fronl

14 million in 1950-51 to l2 million in 1956-57 for all lndia. Thcrc wris

a marked increase in women rvorkers in Uttar Pradesh, O rissa. l'trnjab

and Assam, and steep ilecline in Bihar, west Bengal, Andhra Prlrdcsh,

Madras and Kerala between the two points of time. Earning strensllt

of rvomen was also less at the all-lndia level. It was 0'80 in 1950-51 and

0.?4 in 1956-57. At State level too the earning strength had slightly

declined in mosi of the States except Uttar Pradesh, Orissa and Assam.

Though 3verage employment for wages had increased for all-India frorn

l3a days in 1956-57, there were wide variations at State level. Wornctt

rvere employed mostly in harvesting, weeding and transpl.tnting

operations. While their agricultural employment had increascd frorn

120 days in 1950.51 to lll days during 1956-57, their non-agricultrrrrl

employment had declined from 14 days to 10 days for all India. -I'hcy

were self-employed, on an average, only for 27 days. Averagc daily

wages of women had fallen from 63 n.p. during 1955'57 in agricLrltural

oDerations while non.agricultural wages had shown a slight incrertse

fr m 6l n.p. to 62 n.p wages levels in States showed dispartics in

rhe extent of fall. Wages for agricultural operations'had risen only

in Madhya pradesir and Ocissa lvhereas in themselves they werc low

at both thr points of time. Average wages for principal agricultural

operations (exctuding sowing) had also generally declined conrpared

with tfte levels obtaining in 1950-51 with sorne exceptions at trend w:rs

increase in wage disparties in the agricultural sector as compared with

1950-5 l.
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|1,2. The comparative situation during 1956.57 zrs bctwcen

villages surveyed in the Community Project Areas and non-Corllrnrrnity

Project Areas reqarding employment and wages of women rvorkcrs did

not show any improvement in the former. The position was rltt'hct

depressing as the following statement would show :-
The situation in community project areas is no better f<rr rvomcn'

The following table will show this'

(Statement 10'10)

Children :

The scope for employment of child labour in agriculturc ariscs

from the fact that from the employers' angle, child workers uray bc put

on different types of work at lorver wage raies than adult rntj1, whilc

from the point of view of parents, it either serves as a sottrcc of

supplementary income to the family or avoidance of cotrsumptiolt

\ :expenditure to the extent the chiid has his board and lodging rvith

the emplgyer, Employment of child labour in agriculture is nothing

uncommon, for such child labour is also engaged in bidi making,

domestic service, tailoring shops, restaurants' etc'

The proportion of child labourers in agriculture rnay bc low ;

itwas4.gpercentofthetotalagriculturallabourforceinl950.5l
whefeas it increased to 7'6 percent in 1956-57' But children working

for wages at a! age when they should bc going to school is a sign of

thedeplorableconditionsofagriculturallabourers.ThefoIlowingtab|c
shows the proportion of child labour'

(Statement 1l'l)
This shows that where child labour was small in number in

1950-51 in Kerala, U.P', Rajasihan and Pun;ab and was absent in

Assam, thcre was a large iocrease in 1956-57 in U'P' and Punjab'

Besides these States, there was sharp increase in Andhra Pradesh'

Mysore and MadhYa Pardesh also'

The 'wages of chitd labottr
t-

-l following table rvill show this'

(statement 1l'7)

Children are emPloYed not

had sharplY fallen bY 1956-57' The

only ag casual labourers but a9
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atlached labourers, mainly as cattle-tenders or farm lands to do routine

work of a light nature. But their wages are triflings'

Tbis in brief, is the report on the second Enquiry regarding thc

.ooditioo, of agricultural labours in India' The enquiry shows that

the conditions had deteriorated during the period of the first live year

plan. In the community project areas also' the same trend is visiblc'

This shows that something more, something basically new shoultl bc

done. The Director of the Labour Bureau himself says' " l'hc cn-

vironmental relationship between primary industries (agriculture) and

human energy is immediate and direct, whilst in secondary industrics

(manufacturing) , which take for their raw materials power thc products

of primary industries, economic rather than natural factors govern the

employment of human labour problems of the econornic and social

welfare concerning the man power engaged in primary and secondary

industries emerge, therefore, from divergent planes i'e' natural and

cultural respectively, and planning in the domain of labour. legislation

and social reform needs to be guided by the characteristic issue involved

in the reorganisation of the two fundamentally distinct wings of the

country's economic wings.

..since human labour and relations of production are originally

related to primary industries (agriculture) , the problem of agricultural

labour welfare are inextricabty bound up with those of the land one

cmerging imperceptably into the other. [n such a geo-econornic complex

of natural and cultural landscapes it is necessary that all planning for

agricultural labour welfare should begin with land reform. This fact,

complied with the tendency to unrestrained population increase and the

proportionate shrinkage in the mag-land ratio in consequence, warrants

radical reforms not only in the technique of primary production, but

also in the relative allocation of man-power in primary and secondary

industries in the country as a whole".

This is the conclusion arrived at by a senior officer of the

Government of [ndia, almost the same conclusion as is being advocatet'

for a long time by the Kisan Sabha. Yet the Government efforts

either at carrying oqt radical land reform or at raising the living standards

)

c
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of the men behind the plough are negligible. \,hat ever is bcing donc is
going to benifit only the upper layers of landholders and thc bulk of the
peasants and agricultural labourers are sinking more and morc in
poverty, unemployment and under employment and indeltedness.

Lifting agriculture from out of its low equilibriu m and brcaking
the mesh of interlocking factors such as out-dated technique, primary
poverty and low productivity needs, first and formost, radical and
reform, fixing fair wages, reducing tax.burdens, redemption of debt and
provision of cheap credit, all of which are gigantic and yct urgent tasks.
Only a mighty agrarian movement can achieve this.

)i
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TABLE I
Percentage Distribution of Agricultural Labou r

Households to Total Rural lfouse-holds

States and
Zonal

Council
Areas

Estimated number of hoseholds
(in million)

Rural Agricultural
Labour

Perc cnl.ugc rlf
agriculturaI
labo ur housc-
holds to total
rural housclrolrls

1950-51 1956-57 1950-51 1956-57 1950-51 t956-51

Central Zone 15.7

Uttar Pradesh I l.l
MadhYa Pradesh 4.6

Eastern Zone 15.4

Bihar 6.4

West Bengal 4.3

Orissa 2.8

Assam* 1.9

Soutbern Zone 12.5

Andhra Pradish 5.5
Madras 4.9
Kerala 2.1

Western Zone 9.8

Bombayt 6.9
Mysore 2.9

Nothern Zone 5.5

Rajastban 2.6
Punjabf 2,6

16.9

ll6
5.3

19.2

8.8

4.8

3.4
2.2

13.3

5.9
5.2
2.2

r0,6

7.3

6.6

2.9
3.2

2.9

t.6
1.3

5.1

2.6

1.1

1.2

0.2
6.3

2.8
2.7
0.8

3.1

20
1.1

0.5
0.2
0.3

J.J

2.0

t.3
5.2
2.6
1.2

1.0

0.4
4.5

2.1
1.9
0.5
2.8

1.9
0.9
0.5
o.2
0.3

18.41 19.53

14.4t t7.24
28.26 24.53
33.t 2 27.O8

40.63 29.55
25.58 2s.00
42.86 29.41
10,s3 18.t8
50.40 33.83
50.9 t 3s.s9
5s.10 36.s4
38.1 0 22.73
31.63 26.42
28.99 26.03
37.93 27 .27
9.O9 7.58
7.6e 6.90I1.54 9. t8

e,

Au Indias -5&e - A;-1 16.3 30.3e ;4A?

*Includes Manipur and Tripura.
x*The figures given in this Report relate to the old Bombay State as

a whole, since bifurcation took place only in May, 1950.

tlncludes Delhi and Himachal Pradesh.

f Includes Jammu and Kashmir. {



TABLE II

Percentage Distribution cf Agricultural Labour lfouschold

With and Without Land and of Casual and Att:rched

Labour Households in 1950-51 and 1956-517

Percentage of agricultural

labour households

Percentagc of igricultural

laboul houscholdsStates and

Zonal
Council
Areas

With land Without
land

Casual Attachcd

l95G5l t956-57 t950-51 1956-57 l95C-51 1956-57 50-51 5G57

a,

o

Central Zone

" Uttar Pradesh

Madhya'Pradesh

Eastern Zone

Bihar

West Bengal

Orissa

Assam

Southern Zone

Andhra Pradesh

Madras

Kerala

Western Zone
Bombay
Mysore

Northern Zone
Rajasthan

Punjab

38.69 49.57 51.31

40.13 55.59 59.87

35.97 40.52 63.03

57.87 50.56 42.13

64.rt 61.22 15.89

46.29 36.51 53.71

55.23 46.47 44.17

56.65 36.99 43.35

52.89 37.51 47.r1

46.29 34.26 53.7r

59.00 37.28 41.00

55.02 51.59 44.98

45.00 34.21 55.00
36.7r 33 28 63.29
59.64 36.18 40.36

27 .86 17.76 72.t4
4t t5 37.20 58.85

t6.37 9.26 53.63

50.43 83.2 63.06
44.41 99.8 63.97

59.48 7 5.5 61.69

49.44 93.0 65.38

38. i 8 99.0 58.4 8
63.49 91.3 78.69
53.51 8i.8 84.35
63.01 88.1 29.8a

62.49 94.6 84.03

65.74 87.5 82.94
62.72 98.6 84.3 2

48.41 99.7 87.48

65.79 86.5 85.30
66.72 82.3 83.t2
63.82 84.8 89.84

82.24 59.4 60.56
62.80 82 2 77.44

9tJ.74 45.7 53.41

l6.u 36.94

10.2 36.03

24.5 38.11

7.0 'i4.62

1.0 41.52

8.7 21.31

14.2 t5.65

tt.9 70.12

s.4 t5.97

t2.5 r7.06

t.4 15.68

o.3 t2.s2

13. i 1i.70
r7.7 16.88

5.2 t0.16

40.6 39.44

17.: 22.56

54.3 46.59

All-lndia 49.93 42.87 50.07 57.t3 90.3 73.37 9.7 26.63
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IABLE iII.

bstirnated Nurnber of Agricultural Labour'ers

in 1956-57 (Thousands)

States and Zonal Councii
Areas

Women Childrcn TotllMen

Central Zone

Uttar Pradesh

MadbYa Pradesh

Eastern Zone

Bihar

West Bengal

Orissa

Assam

Southern Zone

Andhra Pradesh

Madras

Kerala

Western Zone

BombaY

Mysore

Northern Zone

Rajasthan

Punjab

All-India I 8509 t2109 2539 :r,il ')

3824

2340

1484

6143

3053

1454

tL94

442

4831

2261

19s0

620

3069

2097

972

642

158

478

2456

I 180

1276

2646

1475

256

706

209

4052

2026

t594

432

272r

1850

871

234

130

103

588

3t4
274

530

259

58

166

41

77s

491

263

2l

565

400

165

8l
'))

59

6868

3834

3034'

9319

4787

l 768

2066

698

9658

4778

3807

I 073

6365

4347

2008

957

310

640

!1

J
a
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.TABLE IV

Percentage of Man-days Worked by Men anil Worrrert

Casual Workers
#

Zonal Council
Areas and

Stat. s

Percentage of
workers

Percentagc of man-dlys
worked in agricul.
tural opcrations

Men Women Men Wonrcn

f'

All-India
1950* 5l
1956-57

CentralZone
Uttar Pradesh

MadhYa Pradesh

Eastern Zone

Bihar
West Bengal

Orissa
Assam

Southern Zone

Andhra Pradesh

Madras
Kerala

Western Zone

BombaY
Mysore

Northern Zone

Rajasthan

Punjab

i?1
55.01

56.23

63.72

46.95

66.67

62.35

83.4s

57.83

7 ).0J

49.87

46.23

5r.27
60.67

47;lO
47.40
48.30

63.16
50.00

74.r9

43.8

37.94

35.70

28.32

44.8 I

28.26

32.16

13.79

3 5.54

24.00

42.89

44.16

42.68

38.20

44.06

44.22

43.7 5

29.82
42.31

19.35

52.3

40.42

46.66

52.82

39.53

60,05
59.68
63.50
44.93
62.94

47.50
45.38
46.72
62.r4

45.78
44.13
49.40

57.56

44.96

66.63

3t.2
31. 5t

30.95

22.00

41.29

18.02

23.32

8.82

18.91

13.98

37.84

39.48

37.96

29.04

39. l4
40.18

36.88

21.64

33.23

12.52

o,
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TABLE V

Percentage of Mandays and Average Nurnber oI. Days
Worked by Men and Wornen Casual Workers in

Different Agricultural Operations and
Non-agricultural Labour.

(All-India)

Percentage of man
days worked

Average numbcr ol'
days 'workcd

Operations
Men Womeo Men Womcn

Ploughing

Sowing

Transplanting

Weeding

Harvesting

All Agricultural
operations

Non-agricultural
operatlons

All Labour

@) 12.7
(bt 8.05

(a) 2.6
(b) t.r4
(a) 3.1
(b) 2.ee

(a) 6.0
(b) 6.13

(a) Lt.2
(b) 13.20

52.00 28.00
26.66 2.08

19.00 18.00
3.79 3.76

25.00 3l .00
9.90 16.50

'v,f
I
L

t

L

r
L

r
t

f
t
I

L

I
I

I

L

0.2
0.52

r.2
0.94

4.5
4.10

8.9
7.6s

11.54

,l

3 t.00
20.3r

40.00
43.68

44.00
30.8 I

42.OO
46.45

(a1 52.3
(b) 50.42

31.2
31.51

167.00 I19.00
166.95 126.82

(a) 10.0
(bi 9.03

.aJ.l
2.54

56.00
29.89

4t.00
to.23

(a) 62.3
(b) 59.45

34.9
34.05

200.c0 133.00
196.84 r 37.05

(a) First Agricultural tabour Enquiry, 1950-51.

(b) Second Agricultural Labour Enquiry, 1956 57.
LJ-



TABLE VI

Unernployrnent of Adult Men (Casual) and lUonrr:rr

'Workers During the years 1950-51 and

1956-57 for Different States.

Casual adult male

workers

Womcn

workcrs

States

I 950-5 I 1956-57 1956-57

*
Andhra Pradesh

Assam

Bihar

Bombay

Kerala

Madras

Madhya Pradesh

Mysore

Orissa

Punjab

Rajasthan

Uttar Pradesh

West Bengal

All-India

132

7l

85

r37

r25

r07

98

53

r55

99

48

93

126

94

120

ll3
170

162

fi1
il8
135

150

138

124

ll3

l9l
r23

214

t7l
109

2to
187

183

239

117

192

22Ll

169

196t28

27



TABLE VII

Average Nurnber of Days for which Casual
Adult Male Workers were Unemployed

for Certain Reasons. (f956-57)

States and Zonal Total Num-
Council ber of days
Areas unemoloved

Due to want for
of other

work reasons

[)crccntage of
days uncmployed
due to want of
work to the total

Central Zone

Uttar Pradesh

Madhya Pradesh

Eastern Zone

Bihar
West Bengal

Orissa

Assam

Southern Zone
Andhra Pradesh

Madras
Kerala

Western Zone

Bombay
Mysore

Northern Zone

Rajasthan
Punjab

All India

t22
124

lI7
t2r
120

113

135

94

147

r26
t62
170

115

ll3
118

t45
138

150

45

48

40

69

69

85

58

l3

92

71

107

ll6
49

48

52

69

64
72

77

'16

77

52

5l
28

77

8l

55

55

55

54

66

o)
66

77

74

78

36.89

38.71

34.19

57,02

57.50

75.22

42.96

13.83

62.59

56.35
66.05

68.24

42.61

42.48
44.07

47.26

46.38
48.00

G

6068t28 53.12
1l-

-

28
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TABLE Ix . j
Unernployrnent of Casual Male and Fernale Work<.rs; (Artrrtts)

in Cornrnunity Project Non-Cornrnunity proje*t nr,l"*.

Total Unem-
ployed days

Unemploycd tJrrr:rrrplorid
days due to duys ilrrc lo

lvant of u'crk olht r rclrsons
-%Men Woincn M;'i"*W&ir.n*--i{r'.ii-'-W;tc,r'

()

Community Project
Areas 128.68
Other than Communitv
Proiect Areas 127.99

200 8i

t94.t0

61.65 81.6{ {r4.0i I 19 19

TABLE X
Percentage of Annual Iucnrne, by Source, of All

Labrrur F{oqse-flolds.

69.37 87.59 :U2-.*lgr,L:,.-..

Agricutrtural

States and
7,onal

Council
Areas

Agricultural wage Non-agricultural
employment wage employment Total

1950-51. 1956-57 1950-51 1956_57 I 950.5t tg56_57

7

Central Zone
Uttar Pradesh
Madhya Pradesh

Eastern Zone
Bihar
West Bengal
Orissa
Assam

Southern Zone
Andhra Pradesh
Madras
Kerala

Western Zone
Bombay
Mysore

Northern Zone
Rajasthan
Punjab

68.8
68.9
68.8
63.2
61.3
61.3
55.9
7 t.6
62.4
60.6
62.{)
67.9
66.5
I1.8
57.O
56.7
50.9
60.9

13.2
67.0
83.6
67.8
t 1-.,
55 6
6t.4
84.8
76.s
74.0
83.3
65.9
77.6
I t.0
7 t.0
7 5.5
14.9
757

I 1.3
t02
13.t)
14"4
r2.a
16.3
19.4
1,s.6

9.7
I1.0
7.3

1) 1

r 0.6
10.4
l0.fl
1 l.!)
8.8

14.4

8.6
10.0
6.2

I 1.3
l0 8
t 5.7

2. -j
+,y
4.9
5.0
4.;
5.0
4.5
5.00

10.0
9.9
9.9

80. I r3l.tt
79. | 17.0
8 t.ri 89.tJ
77.6 'i9.1

76.3 82. t80.6 7 t .l
7 s.3 18.0
s7.2 87.3
72.r 81.4
7 1.6 18.9
6e.3 88 380.6 70.4
17.1 82.6
82.2 85.5
67.8 76 968.6 ti 5.5
59.7 84.4
75.) 85.6

All-India 64.2 73.0 I1.9 8.0 76.!___gU_
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TABLE XI

Percentage* of Man-{ays lVorke.d by Casual Adu lt Workers
Under f,)ifferent Modeg of Wage Fayment

States and

Zonal

CounciI
Areas

Cash Kind (]rsh rrrrcl Kind

1950-51 1956-57 1950-51 1956-57 195{) -5 | 1e56.57

.,
6

6

o

Uttar Pradesh 55.6

Medhya Pradesh 35.5

Central Zone 46.5

Bihar 40.9

West Bengal 78.1

Orissa 40.7

Assam 96.5

Eastern Zone 51.0

Andhra Pradesh 59.5

Madras 64.4

Kerala 64.1

Southern Zone 62.3

Bombay 65.9

Mysore 55.6

Western Zone 62.2

Rajasthan 88.6

Punjab 33.3

Northern Zolr,: 60.4

ti 2 5.6

-1.3 6 tt

8.1 5, r

J.J t.)
5.0 36.4

r99 7.3

2.5 19.0

7.6 16.l
L 4.4 7.3

| 2.0 6.8

9.s 23.4

12.7 8.7

6.3 I t.3
l 9.1 10.8

I 0.9 I l.l
3.1 tt.2

25.7 l0.l
16.0 10.6

41.9

rl.7
't7 .)

27.2

51.2

3s.7

69.3

37.s

54.5
51 

'.
48.6

54.9

63,0

51.5

60.3

6i.l
53.2

56.6

35. I
49.8

41.8

53.3

15.7

36.5

0.6

39.1

23.0
?t <

24.5

22.6

23.4
21.4

22.6
4.9

38.7

20.9

5t.5
62.3

57.0
6,s.3

12.4

57.0

tJ. t

46.4

38.5

36.0

28.0

JO.4

,.\'l
J+- /

28.6

27.7
36.7

328

All-India 5q.0 48.7 31.3 40.5 9.8 l0 8

*Percentage for 19"50-51 do not add up to 100 since the
children is not included.

In each case the balance relates to chitdren.

1l

share of



TABLE XTI

Average Daily Wage (in f{aye Paise) of Wornen Casual
Labourers as Cornpared to That of Men aad

Children in Agricultural Operations

Daily wa_ee in Naye Paise Percentage l)crccntagc
of women's crI childrcir'.s

State and
Zonal
Council
Areas

Children Women
wages to

Men mcnts
wagcs to

wtl nlc n 's

1950 1956 i950 1956

-51 - 57 -5t -57

alers_il_ wtrscs ilr

1950 1956 1950 1956 I 950 1950

-5t._57-51 -57 _5l _57

ill0.l

Central Zone

Uttar Pradesh

Madhya Pradesh

Eastern Zone

Bihar
West Bengal

Orissa

Assam
Southern Zone

Andhra Pradesh

Madras

Kerala
Westren Zone
Bombay

Mysore

Northern Zone

Rajasthan

Punjab

56 80 6l
55 105 65

57 51 59

67 96 94

70 lll 74

89 104 98

51 49 55

100 148 il5
45 6] s4

4S 61 55

39 59 48

63 79 70
49 63 5s

50 66 55

47 67 5s

58 113 79

44 94 6l
69 t34 122

100 86 80.0 70.9

I 18 92 89.0 70.'1

79 76 64.6 77.6
124 105 77.4 69.S

126 9t 88 I 81.3
166 t43 62.7 68.5

7 t 80 68.1 68.8
190 154 17 .9 74.7
l0t 9t 62.4 59.3
91 87 64.9 63.2
97 84 50.8 57 .l

126 128 62.9 54.7

91 86 64.9 64.0
l0 t 87 65.3 6 \.2

90 84 66.3 5s.5

156 163 72 4 48.5

123 98 76.4 62.2

r 84 198 72.8 6r.6

il5.0 91.8

I14.3 84.6

tt3.7 96 6

to2.t 90.5

10r.5 94.6

l2 5.0 90.8

106.1 92.7

87.0

93.7 8 3.3

iis 9 tt7 3

t00.0 8t.3
86.1 !'0.0

95.2 89 I
86.4 90.9

1 t 5.8 85.5

83.2 73.4

95.7 72.t
73.1 56.6

92

t20
58

98

ll6
130

52

59

56

,.9

68

60

57

66

94

90

98

s

e

All-India 70 53 68 69 109 96 62.4 61.5 102.9 89.8
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TABLE XITI

Darly Wage Rates of Casual Adult Male Workers for

Irnportant Agricultural Operations (Naye P aise)

Ploughing Weeding Trans-
planting

Harvest. tli;llllilng opcratiortsStates and
Zonal

Council
Areas 1950 1956 1950 1956 1950 1956 1950 I 956 le50 1956

-st-st -51 -57-51 -57 -51 --57 -51 "57

lll0

*

Central Zone 95

Uttar Pradesh 107

Madhya Pradesh 8L

Eastern Zone 111

Bihar 103

West Bengal 163

Orissa 7 L

Assam 174

89 8t
94 lO2

80 56

104 ll0
94 104

143 146

63 74

168 2lO

97 82

90 76

91 76

130 120

94 78

97 80

88 73

182 144

108 115

208 t69

69 88 104

76 108 106

58 64 68

ll0 127 123

89 130 l0l
t4l L7| 160

79 73 87

144 186 157

14 83 91.

82 84 9l
61 73 92

116 78

76 95 111

79 102 lr2
66 83 108

134 138 133

83 ll2 100

173 160 134

l3l 94

158 97

100 89

156 103

181 92

t74 135

85 8l
193 146

96 83

95 8t

81 81

144 r32
100 84

102 87

96 77

201 202

124 110

268 247

100 86

lt8 92

79 76

r24 106

126 9l
166 145

72 80

190 154

l0l 9t
97 E7

97 84

126 t28
97 86

101 87

90 84

I 56 163

123 98

184 198

Southern Zone

Andhra Pradesh

Madras

Kerala
Western Zone

BombaY

Mysore

Northern Zone

Rajasthan

Punjab

All-India

109

tt2
107

llJ
93

94

9l
166

t44
184

105 100 89 88 116 111 126 93 109 96
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TABLE XIV
Average Wages of Casual Wornen Agricultural lVcrrkers f.rr

Ioportant Operatione

(Naye Paisc)

Sowing Weeding Transplant- Harvcst- All Agri-
ing ing cultirml

opc ratl0llsStates and
Zonal

Council
Areas

1950 1956 1950

--51 -57 -5t
1956 1950 1956 1950 1956 l9-50 195(r

-57-51 -57-51 -s7.-5t s7

ill0

Central Zone 74

Uttar Pradesh 88

Madhya Pradesh 57

Eastern Zone 89

Bihar 103

West Bengal 99

Orissa 43

Assam 155

Southern Zone 60

Andhra Pradesh 64

Madras 52

Kerala 76

Western Zone 55

Bombay 54

Mysore 57

Northern Zone 42

Rajasthan 90

Punjab

63 6t 54

51 7+ 53

77 46 55

101 8l 64

87 86 6t
ll5 9l tr4
62 48 68

107 155 107

74 51 48

81 53 50

6t 4t 45

108 74 57

62 51 50

56 50 5l
66 53 47

38 lll 67

38 98 65

r23 t94

70 72 llt
78 74 r42
60 68 74

92 85 135

99 85 183

ttz ll6 110

47 56 53

t65 t54 163

59 59 72

59 64 69

56 53 66

69 59 t02
64 73 74

69 96 77

55 87 68

74 68 221

70 35 l0l
78 100 326

64 80 6l

67 r05 65

62 51 59

70 96 74

73 lll 74

68 104 98

58 49 55

'99 t48 l15

54 63 54

56 61 55

49 59 48

72 79 70

53 63 5:,

54 66 5i
53 57 '5

105 I 13 79

67 91 6l
140 134 r22

All-India 5968548260

?1

52 72 69 79 58



TABLE XV
-

--FercentqE"

wage srabs (Naye paise) of man-drrys rv.rkcd

-issols r-_- t9-56-578

sefow 62 13.5 - Zt.5-
62 to 87 ... 2t.t 22.2
87 to ll2 27.1 3 t .0lt2 to 137 16.0 9.3

137 to 162 l0.l 9.5
162 to 187 4.4 2.5
187 to 212 4.0 2.5
212 and above 3.8 1.2

Mean wage (Naye Paise) _-109-__--- 
9'6--

TABLE XVT
cornparative staternent Showiog the over-all Agricultural

wage for Casual Male Workers and the Dailv- Wase
with Dearness Allowance of Unskilled Workers in

Cotton Textile fndustry at Dilferent Centres.
(Nave Paise)-_ __EPigl- -Om t-aeiic u i:T?iiF,age

turai wage for
adult casual

of cotton
textile un-

Perccntagc
of agricul-
tural wage
in col. 2 to
industrial
wage in
col. 3

Name of the male workers skilled
StateiCentre worker,

rncludins
D. A.

Bornbay State:-
BombaY
Ahmedabad
Sholapur
Baroda
Nagpur

Madhya Pradesh :-
Indore

Madras State: -
Madras

Uttar Pradesh : -kanpur
West Bengal State : -

West Bengal

87
87
87
87
87

76

84

92

t43

401
382

21.7
22.8

244 35.7
347 25.1

233

298 29.2

328 2t.2

312 26.9

330 27.9

35



TABLE XVII

Wage Index and Consurner Price Index Nurrrbcrs

(Base 1950-51 :100)

State

Wage index
for male Casual

workers
1956-57

Consuntcr
l)ricc lndcx

Numbcr
1956-57

Madhya Pradesh

Bihar

West Bengal

Orissa

Assam

Andhra Pradesh

Madras

Kerala

Bombay

Mysore

Rajasthan

Punjab

All.India

96

1)

86

lll

8l

90

81

102

86

93

80

108

108

90

109

104

l16

l0ti

l0l

104

104

104

92

99

10188

36



TABLE XVIII
Average Annual lncorne of Agricultural Labour

House-holds by Sources (Rupees)

Average annual income per lrorrsc-hold
States

and Zonal
Council

Areas

Cultivation Agricultural
of land labour

Non-aqricul ltrral- _ 
i"f;;; 

.. " orhcrs

1950

-51
1956 1950 1956

-57 -51 - 57
I 950 1956 l950 l9-5 6

5t -57 - 51 5',1

e

I 2 J 4 ) 6 / u !)--X1ifi4bffia.rffi785
-Jr -J/ - )l )i-6-- 7- r.r----r-

--2

J 4

- (10.9) (7 62) (68.8) (13.22) (n.3) (8.ss) (e.0) ( r0.6t )
Uttar pradelh 61.71 34.88 379.64 249.64 56.20 37.O7 -51.45 i0.91

(i 1.2) (e.36) (68-eJ (61 02) (t\t.zl !e.e -s) (e.7) (1t.67 )

Madhya Pradesh6i.06 15.84 269.01 281.17 50.33 20 9] ,10.10' 18.49
(10.5) (4.7) {68.8) (83.58) (l-1.0) \6.2 2l Q.1) (5.4e)

Eastern Zone 55.15 39.54 319.79 328 22 12.86 54.65 5u.20 61.75
(lo.l1 $.r7) (63.2) (61.72) (r4.4) (l!.2e) (ll 5) il2.7s)

Bihar 56.71 37.81 344.01 299.12 61.20 45.22 70.08 -17.50
(10 6) (e.00) (64.3) (71.31) (12.0) (10.76) (13.1) r8.9)

West Bengal 46.21 65.23 391.94 365.48 99.10 103.40 71.75 123.21
(7.6) e.92) (64.3) (5s.60) (16.3) (15.71) (11.8) (18.7s)

Orissa 59.16 27.72 199.06 208.53 6s.96 40. l0 24.82 42.51
(17.4) (8.69) (55.9) (6s.40) (1e.4) (t2.s8) (7.3) (13.33)

Assanr 40.19 t2.70 436.05 640.02 95.00 18.95 37.76 t2.96
(6.6) (1.68) (71.6) (84 2) (!l qL (J.sr I (6.2) (t0 ee)

Southern Zone 71.16 24.63 243.98 310.98 37.93 l9 93 37.93 50.92
(18.2) (6.06) (62.4)_ (i6.sr-) (2.tt 11.e0) Q.7) (12.s3)

AndhraPradesh 65.15 29.06 230.89 315.20 41.91 20.82 41.05 60.84
(17.1) (6.82) (60.6) {74.01) (l 1.0) (4.8e) ( I l.l) ( 14.2s)
83.85 10.69 230.02 3t2 64 27 08 18.91 30.05 31.02
(22.6) (2.8s) (62.0) (83.31) (7.1) (s.04) (8.1) (8.80)
45.20 55.10 329.99 286.86 61.72 19.81 49.09 13.66
(9.3) (12.74) (67.9) (65.86) (12.7) (4.s1) (10.1)(16.86)
52.18 27.50 269.t9 357.86 43.04 22.81 40. l9 51. l6

(13-0) (5.96) (66.5) (77.s6) (10,6) (4.96 (9.e) (ll.s2)
3g.s+ 28.02 297.97 363 99 43.16 20.09 34.03 37.4ci
t9.6) i6.2s) (71.8) (80.96) ( 10.4r (4.41) (8.2) (8.3s)

71.88 26.42 221.t6 345.10 41.90 28.63 50.u6 85.68
(1e.3) (s.44) (s7.0) (71.01) (!q 8) (5.8e) (t2.e) (t7.64)
90.72 t4.66 337.42 459.58 17.11 60.88 I t2.7 5 33.10
(14.0r Q.4t) (56.7) (75.48) (l l.9r (10.00) (17.4) (lr.r)
t'63.96 23.t8 307.94 25t.76 53.24 33.43 79.86 27.86
(27.r) (6.e0) (sO.e) (74.88) (8.8) p.e4) (13.2) (S.28)'28.t3 10.51 4r7.77 553.91 98.78 72.rs t4t.32 e4.84
(4.1) (r.44) (60.9) t75.74) (t4.4\ (9.86) (?0.6) (12.96)
5q.go 30.07 286.97 319.1 s 55. l9 t4.94 46.94' s2.91
r3.4) (e87\ \64.2t {73.04) (rt.e) (7.ee) (10.5) (12.10)

Madras

Kerala

Western Zone

Bombay

Mysore

Northern Zone

Rajasthan

Punjab

All-India

Figures in brackets are percentage to total income from all sources.



TABLE XIX

Incorne and Earoing Strength of Agricultural Labour
Households in 1950-51 and 1956-57.

Zonal Council

Areas

and

States

Average earning

strength

Average annual

incomc o f agricul-

tural labour housc-

holds (in tts.)

I 950-5 I 1956-57 l95G5r r 956-s7

Central Zone

Uttar Pradesh

Madhya Pradesh

Eastern Zone

Bihar
West Bengal

Orissa

Assam

Southern Zone

Andhra Pradesh

Madras

Kerala

Western Zone
Bombay
Mysore

Nothern Zone

Rajasthan

Punjab

All-India

1.8

1.4

2.3

1.9

2.2

1.5

1.8

1.3

2.1
<) ^)

2.0

2.0

2.4

2.4
2.1

1.8

2.1

1.7

i.)

2.2

2.5

1.9

2.O

I.6
2.1

1.9

2.3

2.4

2.3

2.4
2.4
2.5

2.t
2.1

2.1

478

551

391

506

535

608

340

609

391

381

37 t,

486

406

415

388

648

605

686

481

420
657

319

755

406

426

J/)

.tJ I

46r
450
486

609

316

131

358

372

336

2.0 2.2 447 4+J I

38



.TABLE XX

innual Per Capita fncome of Casual and .Attached Agricultural
Labour lfouse-Holds in 1956-57.

1950-51 1956 - 57

States and
Zonal

Council
Areas

Casual Attached Casual Attachctl

Annual per capita
income

Annual pcr capita
incc,mo

#

|}

Central Zone
Uttar Pradesh

Madhya Pradesb

Eastern Zone
Bihar
West Bengal
Orissa

Assam

Southern Zone
Andhra Pradesh

Madras

Kerala
Western Zone

Bombay
Mysore

Northern Zone

Rajasthan

Punjab

All-India 102.8 108.7

1il.9
t31.2
86.8

I 18.4

Ir8.7
149.8

8.9
t67.2

90.2

87.0

88. I
105.7

88.4

90.0

87.5

r23.9

r 33.6

1 16.1

109.3

137.1

92.4

121.5

153.2

1 69.8

74.8
162.4

109.8

t23.3
7 5.4

353.3

103.0

100.9

104.2

I 78.5

156.8

161.5

'19.9

81.0

77.8

t01.2
84.0

I 45.8
74.3

177.0

98.2
t06.2

94.3

84.3

100.9

96.2

r00.0

118.7

82.4

139.4

81.8

19.7

85.5
l20.rJ

95.5
183.9

87.t
I 89.3

89.4

95.5

79.1

96.0

tt7.5
t25.9
93-l

130.2

59. I
t44 2

97.r 105.0

39



TABLE XXI
Average Annual consurrption Expenditure of Asricultural

Labour Fanoilies (excluding Cerernonials)
by ConsumPtion GrouPs

percentage to total

Total Food
(in Rs.)

Clothing lruel and Scrviccs
and Lighting artd

Footwear* nrisccllancotts
I tcrns

1950 1956

-51 - 57
1950 1956 !950

-51 -57 -51
1956 1950 1956

-57 - 51 5l
1950 1956

5t- 57

ll

Central Zone 478 589 86.2 78.1 7 .l 6.9 0.9 8.4 5.8 (t '6

Uttar Pradesh 548 615 84.7 78.9 7.8 7 -l l l 7 '6 6.4 6'L'

r'Iadhya Fradesh 395 549 88.7 76.6 5-9 6-5 0.7 l0'0 4'7 6'9

Eastern Zone 529 654 87.9 79.6 4.8 4'8 l' l 8.2 6''2 7 '4

Bihar 575 617 89.9 81.7 4.5 4'6 0'9 8'2 4'7 5 5 I

West Bengal 625 725 85.9 78.7 4.7 5'2 l'2 8'l 82 8'0

Orissa 33I 482 84.979.6 6.3 4'6 I'5 8'8 7'3 7'os

Assam 622 lO44 85.7 74.7 4.3 4'9 l'l 7'7 8'9 l2'7

Southern Zone 403 541 82-6 76.5 6.5 5.5 l' t 7'3 9'8 l0'7

Andhra Pradesh 407 575 84.2 78-l 6.8 5.8 l.l 6'9 7'9 9'2

Madras 373 488 82.9 75-4 6.8 5.9 0'9 7'5 9'4 ll'2
Kerala 487 595 77.8 73 0 5.1 3-2 1.4 8.6 15.7 l5-2

Western Zone 42I 639 83.8 74.9 7.5 7.1 1.4 8.0 /.3 l0-0

Bombay 428 620 86.2 75.r 6-9 7.0 l-4 8.1 5.5 9.8

IVlysore 407 679 79.5 74.5 8.6 7-2 l'5 7.1 10.4 10-6

Northern Zone 666 963 84.7 72,2 7.8 i0.4 0.8 6.0 6 7 ll-4
Rajasthan 580 734 84.7 l5-0 9-4 ll.5 O-7 6.0 5'2 7.5

Punjab 740 1066 84.7 71.3 6.8 l0.l 0 9 5 9 7.6 l2-7

All-India 461 617 85.3 77 .3 6.3 6.1 1 . 1 7 .9 7 .3 8. ',I

*Includes bedding and household requisites.
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TABLE XXII

Average Annual fncome and Expenditure (Excluding

Ceremoniale) of Agricultural Labour ffouse-

holds in 1956-57 (Rupees)

States and
Zonal

Council Areas

lncome per
house-
hold

Expcnrliturc
pcr housc-

holds

fi

{}

Central Zone

Uttar Pradesh

Madhya Pradesh

Eastern Zone

Bihar

West Bengal
Orissa
Assam

Southern Zone
Andhra Pradesh

Madras

Kerala

Western Zone

Bombay

Mysore

Northern Zone

Rajasthan
Panjab

All-India

358
JI)

JJO

484

420

657

319

755

206
426

375

437

461

450

486

609

636
731

589

6t5
. 549

654

617

725
482

1,044

541

575

488

595

639

620

679

963

734

1,066

437 6r7

4l



TABLE XXIII

Per Capita Consurnption Expenditure

States and
Zanal

Council
Areas

Size
of

family

Total Corrsurnp-
tron exl.rcndi
ture pcr ca-

pit a*
tRs.)

Uttar Pradesh

Madhya Pradesh

Central Zone

Bihar

West Bengal

Ori:sa
Assam

Eastern Zone

Andhra Pradesh

Madras

Kerala

Southern Zone
Bombay

Mysore

Western Zone
Rajasthan
Punjab

Northern Zone

All-India

+.oJ

4.16

4.44

1.76
4.27

4.t7
4.06

4.47

4.08
4.08

5.09

4.20
4.45

4.50

4.46

4.39

5.16

4.92

13<-

t3-3

t34
13()
t7l
ll6
258

t47
t4L
120

tt7
t29
t4l
t52

t45
167

2tr

t99

a

t4l4.40

*Includes expenditure on ceremonies.
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,I'ABLE XXTV

Percentage Distribution of Estirnated Number of Agricultural
Labour House-Holds by Annual Per Capita

Expenditure Classrs During 1956-1957.

States and
Zonal

Council
Areas

Annual per capita expenditure classes (in I{upccs)

0-50 5r- 101-
100 150

151- 201- 251- 301- 351 and
200 250 300 350 abovc

Centrai Zone

Uttar Pradesh

Madhya Pradesh

Eastern Zone

Bihar
West Bengal

Orissa

Assam

Southern Zone

Andhra Pradesh

Madras

Kerala

Western Zone

Bombay

Mysore
Northern Zone

Rajasthan

Punjab

All-India

2.70 26.47 35.94 17.76 7.29 1.98

2.93 26.87 34.65 17.88 1.47 i.13
2.36 25.88 37.90 17.58 7.00 ,1.95

t.4g 24.22 zg'Os 2t 0l I 1.60 5. I0
1.76 30.30 31.43 2t.66 8.91 2.38

10.86 26.70 28.11 17.68 1.72

3.19 35.23 35.91 15.06 6.95 2.3t

1.02 8.32 13.59 20.89 18.86

3.30 28.11 31.2t t9.i6 9.05 4.06

1.83 20.62 31.r0 22.31 11.20 5.49

4.40 34.43 29.91 18.48 6.99 3.07

5.42 36.45 28.04 13.83 7.48 1.68

2.61 3.25

3.23 3.64

t.61 2.66

3. r 8 4.30

2.15 t.4l
4.72 4.21

o.68 0.67

l o. l4 27. l8
- lf a..z.L t /.)4

2.29 3.16

r.54 l.l6
3.92 3.18

1.67 23.66 32.90 20.00 9.73 4.12 3.66 3.66

1.74 25.77 3s.7'1 17.99 8.05 4 42 l.tO 3.16

1.53 t9.26 26.92 24.18 13.24 5.35 4.81 4.70
0.75 tt.47 23.3t 21.99 13.72 t0.t5 4.89 13.72

2.45 20.86 29.45 20.86 10.43 6.75 4.D 4.9r
7.40 20.27 22.47 15.07 t1.78 5.20 17.81

2.24 25.25 31.52 19.88 9.77 4.68 2.92 3.74

4J



TABLE XXV

Annual Per Capita Expenditure of Agriculturrl Labour

Households and all Rural Households
( Itupccs)

Agricultural
ConsumPtion labour housc-

Groups holds (1956-
)/)

Rural
holds

(Mav
May

house- Agricultural Ilural hotrsc-

NSS labour housc- holds NSS

1955 to holds (1956- (MaY 1955 trr

1956)* 57) MaY 1956)*

Actuals (Rs.) Percentagc to total

I. FOOD:-
Foodgrains '-.
Edible Oil
Sugar
Milk & Milk
Products

Salt.

Meat Fish

and Eggs-

Other food ..-

II. Fuel and

Lighting.
III. House Rent...

IV. Cloihing and

Footwear.
V. Services and

Miscellaneous

items.

Total ExPenditure.

79.7 4

3.65
2.39

3.38

0.54

3. sB

15.08

11.04

0.05

8.48

12.22

5. l6
23.04

4t.to
5.40

s.28

17.22

0.72

13.26

0.48

1 8.30

33.21

56.86

2.60
1.70

2.41

0.46

2.55

10.75

7.87

0.04

6.05

3 7.9E

2.14

2.68

tt.75

0.37

2.(t')

I 1.70

6.7 4

0.24

9.30

i 6. 8rJ8.71

t40.25 l 96.86 100.00 100.00

*National Sample Survey Draft Reports No'
rounds), I 959.

42 and 45 (9th and l0th
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TABLE XXVII

Extent of Indebtedness of Agricultural Labour [Icruseholcts

States and
Zonal

Council
A reas

Percentage of
indebted house-

holds

Average debt A vcragc dcbt
per household per indclrtcd

(Rupees) ho uschold (Rs.)

1950-51 t956-57 1950-51 1956-57 1950_51 1956.57

Central Zone 32.9

Uttar Pradesh 21.9

Madhya Pradesh 45.9

Eastern Zone 33.8

Bihar 41.9

West Ben:al 32.9

Orissa 16.9

Assam 39.2

Southern Zone 51.9

Andhra Pradesh 58.9

Madras 46.0

Kerala 47.8

Western Zone 51.9

Bombay 49.5

Mysore 61.7

Northern Zone 76.0

Rajasthan 64.6

Punjab 85.8

62 t70

32 te7

79 lotl

7 ri l0l
95 142

44 56

50 67

71 35

89 l.l2

100 154

89 124

43 19

t37 128

98 r0l

l9l t61

336 358

343 3s2

332 363

62.O

71.8

47.3

6:1.2

68.5

69.2

59. I
29.9

70.2

66.2

'12.3

49. I

55.2

46" 8

728

73.6

6t.6

79.0

2l

27

40

l5
9

29

45

59

38

2L

'7A

49

ll8
9.4.7

222

285

105

t4l
5l

65

97

39

39

l0

9l
102

90

63

7l

47

120

264

218

287

(-i

All-India 41.5 63.9 A1 l0588 138
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Sources of Borrowiag

TABLE XXVIII

(Per Agricultural Labour lfouschcld.)
( Il upccs)

States
Zonal

Council
Areas

Employers Shopkecpe rs Money
lenders

Co-o 1-rcrativc Othcrs
socictics

1950 1956 1950 1956 1950 1956 1950 t95(, t950 t9-56
51 -57 -51 -57 *_sl - 57 -51 57 - 5t 57

.,
ilr0

Central Zooe 18 27
Uttar Pradesh 12 25

Madhya Pradesh 22 32

r7 57

7 7l
,.1 ri

41 45

54 69

il ll
36304
52

27171
40 80

15 24 2

891
59302
42222
E3421

138 87 2

219 t72
84583

22278
2 s94
13140
1t232

13 38

11328
3523

i8

24268
23349
r6294

18 52

44567
53254
36284
2 79 137

67 ll8
3 87 145

5

8
a
J

6

5

l0

4

2

8

J

5

5

6

I
l6

att

t.l

Eastern Zoce
Bihar
West Bengal
Orissa

Assam

Southern Zone
Andhra Pradesh

' Madras

Kerala

Western Zone
Bombay
Mysore

Northern Zone
Rajasthan

Punjab

23212
26332
t98l
184

64 l0 5

l1 l0 5

18r79
l0 4 ...
927

15 6

86
247
99 19

26 32
r25 ll

12

l2
ll
JJ

36

32

25

16

38

98
2.5

147

AII-India 6l3847382l22
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