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In the present ohapter, an atienpt$ has been muade W0
discuas in detall the pattern snd exten$ of employment of faraers
of different size groups on their own ferms in orop produstion as
201l ss upkeep of bullock and milch antmals., The avallabilily of
human labcur and Lta uSilisation on the farms of different sizes
have alsc besn dealS. 7he utilization of bulloock labour days and
Lis svallsbllity on She ssmple faras are alac dissussed. The aain
problea fsded by the farmers in She atudy ares wae that of uneaplo=
yaent and under saployment. They reasined uheuployed for quite a

leng period during the yesr beownse of seasonal nature of arop

husboniey and lask of cotlage & subsidlary industries in She area,

The per fara utilisation of humsan labour daye in orop

producticn on the sample farms of 4ifferent sises has been glven
in sable ii=1,

Table L1ieq: Utilissdioz of humsn labour daye in crop predustion per
farm on the farms of different sises.

Sise group Usilizstion of human labour dave per Lars
(in hegtare) Fanily Hired

Below 4 “29079 32.34
(80.08) (19.94;
1 - 2 ’13-% 1550%

2 & above

(70.0%
25:85)

(29.97)
r
)

Avernge

323:3%,

559

Figuree in psrentheses indloate the perceantage 5o total labour day§
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Tablo Iieq, revesls that, on an average, utilisetion
of humsn labour in erop pmduoiln#u‘ fara cane to 283,95 days,
to which family lsbour contribused 62,03 per eent snd hired humsa
1a00ur 37.97 per cent. The per farm humsn lsbour utilization was
higher on larzer farms bessues of thelir large sise of farm business.
The usilisation of family lsbour dominated over the hired one on
the small farme, who generally performed all She farm operations
themselves exeeps during peak seasons when they Sook she help of
hired hunsy labour in cemplesing the fara operalions timeiy.is
sgsinst this, the large sized fermers depended more on hired humen
lsbour §o complete their farm operations in time,

he utilissbion of human labour days per hectare in erop
produosion on She sample farms of different simes iS5 glven in
table mﬁ.

Teble 1ie2: Usilisation of humak labour &ays in arop produatioa per
heolare on farms of different sizes.

Sise group Wﬂmﬂm
(ia hestare) Femily lsbour Hired labour

Below 4 202,80

1«2

2 and above

(80.06)

188,14
(70.03)
82.22
(27.82)

0. 52
(19.99)
80.52
(29.97)

213.7%6
(72.18)

Average

166.93
(62.03)

102,48
(37.97)

¥iguree

-

in parenthesss indiecale sthe peraentage o tolal 1sdour days

i
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Table 1is2, indlocates thal the tolal utilimation of
hunsn lsbour days tended Yo inersase with the ineresse in the
slse of farms., This inoreasing trend of humsn lsbour utilisstion
uas assooiated with the inerease in the intensity of arepping,
irrigation fasllities snd higher ares under high yielding ervop
varieties on the large sised famma. The averags udiliszation of
ladour cane 8¢ 269.11 days per hectars which varied from 253.32
days on the smallens farme %0 2935.%98 days on Whe largess sise
group of farms. On an average family and hired humen labour
ocontribused for 62,03 snd 37.97 per cont respectively o the
508al human lsbour utilization on the sampie faras.

The utilisabiocn of humsn labour days in upkeep of
bullosks per farsz and per hectars on the sanple farms of 41 ffe~
rent sises has beon shown in Teble IX-3,

Table 1i~3s Usilisation of human labour days in upkeep of

bullesks per farm ané der hectere under 41f7ferent
si®e groups.

Utilisation of husac labour daye
Pep Temm sr heclare

giss greup
(in heotare)

Below 1 9.99 15.55
1=-2 14,69 8.82
26 above 21.04 7.71

Aversge 12,01 1.0




Table IX=3 portrays Shat ok sn average, the uikilise~
Sion of humsn lsbour days in upkeep cf dulloocks per farm and
per hestare gane to 12,01 end 11.39 days respectively. The uti-
lisaticn of human labour éays per faura in upkeep of bullocks
showed an inoresssing Srend with the incorease in the sise of farmse,
wiile a reverse trend was noticed in oase of per heolars usili-
sabiocn of humen lsbour 4ays. T™he resson for higher usilisalion
of husan labour days in upkeep of bullocks per Lfars ok larger
farns was due S0 the faol Shal the farmers of larger holdings
were having sore nuaber of bdullocks for whoa more hunan lebeour
was Deeded, The reason for a decreasing trend in per heclare
utilization of hunen lebour days on large asised farms was thal
these Larms &414 not maintain She nuaber of bullocks in propession
of their operationsl ares.

The per farm and per heotare usilisalion of hunas lsbouy
days in upkeep of allah animsls under diffarens alme groups have
beean worked oul in Teble IX-@,

Table Ii-4: Utilizetion of humen labour dsys Lo upkeep of

mileh snimale per farm and per heatare oa farns
of aifferent sines.

Size group '

Below 1 35. 9% 7.8
1= 2 93.81 S6.38
28 above 148..'!) 54, 40

Average 59 .22 9% .20
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Table l1i~8 ghows that on an averaze, the per farm
and per hectare ultilisation of hunan lsbour days in upkeep of
nileh animals csae 0 9.22 days and 5.20 4ays respectively.
An incressing trend, in utilisation of humsn lshour &ays per
farm Lin the upkeep of mileh animals was ocbserved., The higher
udilisation of human lebour deys per fara in upkesp of aileh
snimsls on the large sised farms was due o the fact that the
l1arre sised Zfarms were mainiaining more nusber of mileh animals,
on per healsre basis, a reverse trend was ncticed. The reason
ior a 4ecreasing trend in uslliseticn of humsn lasbour édays in
upkeep of ailsh snimsls per heutare on the large sized farms was
due te the £0od Yhat the farmers of larger holdinge 414 no8 maine
tatn the nuader of milch animals in proportion of their fam sise.

¥ £ R I3 LA RS PRy iYL

snd upkeep »>f bulloeks snd milch animals per fara

The per fars utilisation of hussn labour days (both
fenily and hired human lasbour) in orop production and upkeep of
bullooks snd milch snimals oo the semple farms of different sises
is given in Teble 1195,

Table IX+5 revesls ¥nat She usilisation of husan
1sbour days per fars in erop production end upkeep of bullocke
end miloh enimsls, oR an average, oame to 354,82 days per snnum,
out of whigh She share of hired hussn labour sas for 107.68 days
shich agsounted for 30.3% per cen$ %o the totsl lebour days
attlised. The hired labour was meinly uesd in erop preduetion.
In upkeep of bullocks and miloh snimal 9, no hired lsbour was
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usilised, Out of the Sotal utilization of 247,14 days of family
labour, 175.91 days were utilised in orop produstion, .01 days
in upkeep of bullooks end 99,22 deys in upkeep of ailch snissls
shieh agcounted for 71,18 per cend, 4,86 per cent anéd 23,96 per
sent respestively bo the tolal utilization of family lsbour a-%

e utilizstion of 2usan lsbour days (both family
snd hired human lsbour ) ia orop produsiion and upkesp of
dullogkTs snd mileh sninals per heolere under 4ifferent sise
groups has deen shown in table X6,

Table IX-8, indicsleas thal, on an average, the
ubllisadion of husom lebour doye per hestare in crop prolduction
and upkesp of bullocks and milah aninale osme 80 336,70 daye
of which 234,52 days were faally labour and remsining 102.18
days hired humsn 1sbour. The hired humen lebour was msinly
used in ero: produstion while for the upkesp of bullocks snd
siloh snlmals, only faaily lzbour was used, OuV of the totsl
femily lebour useé on She ssmple farms, ok an aversge, 71.18
per sent wae used in upkeep of alleh animnls. The utilisation
of femily husen labour per heclars showed a degieasing trend
with She inoresse in the size of farms while thad of hired
husen lsbour showed a reverse ivend. Ihe reassn for higher
usilisadion of family labour 0a ssaller farcs was that but for
pesk agrioul ursl ssascis, these farms generally ggg& Lamily
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lsbour for all She fars operations. The larger faras gensrcally
enployed hired lsbour to compleis varlous farm operations in time

snd slsc as » partisl demonetration of higher soclal presiige. Ous
|

of the Sossl lebour utilisation of 3%6.70 days, fanily labour
accounted for 234,52 days snd hired human labour 102.198 days. On
an averaze, fasily and hired human lsbour accounted for 69,69
per osnt and 30,25 per cent respeatively to the tocdal labour utte

lisation.

In workinsz ou$ the Sotal avallsbility of famlily humsa
1sbour days, the Sotal nusber of family workers have been mul ti-

plied by ¥O dsys. 300 &ays of 8 heurs each have bsan taken as
the avallsble working days per farm worker per annum, ™he avallea~
bility of buman lsbour days and 1%s total utilisation in agriocul=
bural sorks {or ferms of diiferent sises have been eslculated in
Teble 137,

Peble 1X=7: The avallabilily of family humen labour daye and
Lys total utilisasion on faras of Alfferent sises.

Sise group ' Avallable "Yanily lebour ' “amily human
(in hectars) :tanu; husan :ds.n usilised ' labour 8ays
' 9 &

Below 4 720,00 17533 584,67
(24,35%) (75.65)
{ 54.06) (55.94)

2 & above 870.00 394,01 #75.99
(25.28) ( 5R.72;

Average 747,00 247 . 14 899 .86
( 33.08) (66,92)

Flgares in parongtheges denote percanitage 80 total availaeble
family lsbour.




. 20Y ¢
Table Ii-7 shows Shat on en average, out of the totel
available family lsbour daye of 747 per farm, per annum, only
33,08 per oent was ubilised in agrioultural worke and the rest
66.92 per cent remalned un-utilized.

ipp) s of Bul)

In general, the fermere maintain ocne pair of bullooks.
The employment of bullock lsbour per farm and per hestare in orop
produciion under diffsrent sise of holdings has been glven in
Teble 1i-8,

Table IX-8: Ubilimssion of bullock labour days per farm
and pser heotare on farms cof different sises.

dize group ° » 810 3 4
(in heotare)’ Yer farm “ar hectare

Relow % Q“o% 38,27
1=-2 37.67 22464

2 & above 52.5% 15,.2%

Average 29:33 AR L) _
igble lief ghiuws Shat the averase uttlizaticn of

bullock lsbour per heatare omne to 28,41 daye Ln a year, ‘he
per hectare utilisation of bullook labour waz higher on the

gmeller farms and lower on the larger farmas because the larger
faras aospleted their tillsse operations with the help of
traators w:ich were available oo hire in the aren either from

Agro Jentre or from Ppivate ouners.




The utilisasicn of bullook labcur days snd 188 svalle=
bilidy on farans of 4ifferend sizes has been worked out in Table

I1x=9 ¢

Tebdle IX=O; Avallability snd utilisation of bulleok labour
days on faras of different sisea.

Siee group ' 2o farg 4
(in hoalaxo'kvatlablo Utllined' Percentage ~vailable 'UBilis
'utllllntlon "

: - 'of svailsbiliix .

Below 4 99.00 24.,% 28,75 15,'00 38.27
2 & above 180G .00 52.55 2.9 66,00 19.2%

Average 114,00 25.83 6.1 108,00 28.41

Teble 1i~9 portrays thal on an average, ocul of 114
aveileble bullock labour days only 25.17 per senk were udilined
in ferm operation by She sample farma. The ulilisaiion of bullook
lsbour deys on sasller farne was still bad. T8 ouas only 258,73
per eent on the smallest sise group of farms ad 29.19 per oenld
on the largest sise group of faras. Un per hesigre basis, ous of
total svallebility of 108 daye, On sn aversie only 28.41 dayse
were utilised and for rest ol ¥nae pes siod, they reaained idlie.

The utilisation of bulloek lsbour was better on larger faras
bessuse of larser seresis sonasnded sgainst avsilable ;prly on

one hand and higher intensiiy of eropping on the large slse group

of feras op She other.




