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Tenurial and Structural Changes in Indian Agriculture,

with Special Reference to the Effeets of Land Reforms

Tsuneo Hamaguchi

It will be needless here to give a full detail of the necessity and importance of land reforms
in newly independent India not only for their impact on agricultural development but for
the influence they exert on the lives of the rural population. The Third Five Year Plan
describes the objects of land reform programmes in the following words.

“The first is to remove such impediments to increase in agricultural production as arise
from the agrarian structure inherited from the past. This should help to create conditions
for evolving as speedily as possible an agricultural economy with high levels of efficiency
and productivity. The second object, which is closely related to the first, is to eliminate all
elements of exploitation and social injustice within the agrarian system, to provide security
for the tiller of soil, and assure equality of status and opportunity to all sections of the
rural population.”

The post-independence history of land reforms carried out by the State Governments under
the well-known slogan of ‘Land to the Tillers of the Soil’ can be broadly divided into three
phases with respect to the principal measures. The first phase started immediately after 1947
with the enactment for the abolition of intermediaries, implementation of which was almost com-
pleted by the end of the First Five Year Plan. During the second phase from the year 1953
many States enacted and implemented the measure of tenancy reforms. And the third phase
started from 1955 when Punjab (including PEPSU) and West Bengal imposed ceiling on
existing holdings. But in other States barring Jammu and Kashmir this measure was
seriously delayed and it was not until 1961 that legislation for ceiling on existing holdings
was enacted in all of the States.

This article concentrates on the study of the effects of above-mentioned land reforms
on the tenurial and structural aspects of Indian agriculture and also on the class struct-

ure of rural society, which I think is rather a neglected approach in the land reform
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studies hitherto. In the first chapter 1 will discuss the relationship between the abolition of
intermediaries and the change in land ownership relations, and the nature of rights which
tenants have acquired as a result of coming into direct relation with the state. The second
chapter deals with the effects of tenancy reforms and makes it clear that in spite of
the decrease in tenanted area, existing tenancy problems are aggravating, assuming the forms
of ‘informal tenancy’ and sharecropping system The third chapter is related to the progress
of ceiling legislation and its impact, especially brought about by the evasion, on the size class
distribution of cultivated holdings and the method of cultivation. Thué, will be made clear
the limitation of the land reforms policy of the Congress Government and the nature of the

agrarian problems in India today.
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WBOA v FOBIHERRFE O L BAEEOREILORECH LTLlEEOLoE
EHL D T TS EFTLRNTHS 5o 1 v FEFEEE 3%k 5 #EFHEIC S\ CEHMBEED
BREZSED LSBT 5o 1 0 HIAEROBE & UTHE Lo BRERE) AR T
BEEOHEERYBRET L ETHDo ChILL - TR & EEEOE EERKY FECH
B4 MEY HI N BT Thbo H2ORML, F1OBMEFEREELLDLOTH
5%, BEMEOL»OVEREMESHTFAECERYIM D R, T EELREL, 5002
JB O AT AN DI HAL S R DI ERTERTH Z L TH Do | X LTHMIEEHR DO v MR
H DT L HHEASE I — LIRS b b B IER ORI S fobiv T B,

19474 Ve Buke D PRI 3k < CE RABRIRIIMNBUF OMER D b Lie—#o MBI RE I H L,
FOBAAMEARIMC LD, A—HRThc Lo TRAZOERY EHD, T
HHIEDIE DD T, &k LTaEMciEz 5 2 LRETh D, FERSERBIC > T
B A ET DE, 95 1 B ESIEED DR ENEFE I, 1950FE A TH <
OM FREANEZHERR) TEBEI N, EEFEHE 1 KRS »EFTEFET LcFBAMESIED
BEIb, 852 BRSIMIENC Ko TR 1 BRE S BT T A0, & Q1953 FE LB OB IicEh LTy
BAMERIEOUE, 83 B Tl w s DRRAROIRE ST, F2%k 5 HiE
HET—BAAL Sh, 19595EDERAHIRS — 7/ A RETHEERBA S b L, KBFDIM
T19604E 2> H19GTF AT TR AR X RIS T 2 REREREOREHB TH 5, *+
LC@Em et ooy &, Mooz, HFEETE, BRERE ORI HhEeEo—R
ELTEBISR T 5,

KRGO BN, ElROEBELEEEBENAERENRG LREMCT v FREDAERRS LB
PSRRI ED X 5 B LA e b Lich 2 W B LT, a5 o 2R & B O
FEOURZBETIFHIEZONLILTHLDTH B, Ik, BROHBNL, 2o TcoE
ZRIZE & LTS 519614 ¥ TORIICIRE X TV 5,
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F1E RN TEZ I D PELE & - T E RS
C1Y LApraEisE oz

THEE DO L OO EBE LB O R TH RN EEHE OBEILITI950ERK T Tz &L A

ETRTET IR TS, bzl 4 VFBFFTBEEESI ¥ D L5 b T\ %,
[%3—v4— Y~ (Zamindari), ¢ +—F— 1 (Jagir), 1 +— 4 (Inam) 7c & OBEA

TEEHIEE L E TR DAL E% Lab T ions, 18 &AL TNCHEE Shice e R ZE

EEDFEIE CTHEE IR E S h, 2000 J7A LHEE Shp S HOMEEAER & OB BRI

Ao oo oo P37 b O O ML RER L S S DMTBFCRB LI, J @

PREINTEE BRI OFEMRIA Y S BEFHELLRTRLE, £1EDERDT, 1 VFDEHE
7 COHEFRBCRD OB 7 81960 = — 5 — D 5 L4AT% % L B 3 (5406375 = — H — 2 E A
FEHBERIN TS - 1op’, T CIR19564F & TILBER D43%, FHMEZHE TOEE0I0%
MM 2 CRRIEENER SN T b, FLTEDBIL 7~ v P35 (1956, 19574), » v
F(1958%), F— v AZ—vOF I — v — )~k (19594F) 7z & CREILEIEM LT
ShTkY, TOMDINTOENE TARTRIET TH - 1R k1) 5 Ef L &2 5 L PHME
EHERERESCEILEINEEL D LN TE D,

—fRC RN S LR IR BB X, CoEAT A MK LT ORI Lo TARKD
Vg b Rie B 25, LHPTENE BB Bk E LCRIIT 57 51, 8 1 BURC A
DFHEAD L OLEHTIWFEEYSL DR TSV 1 — v — ABBMANESE, 52
B L M O—E G LA EE TS DR LB HEYERTERO AT 77 —
A= ¥, BT F—a b5, BV O—FHIRDO D v —F— 05—, 53 CHHESEE LR
BRI TR L OFE Tb 2, TOMDIBHEEEMD O x —F— 18— 1 58 4 LT HE
b b OBAMAMADEE L Abtv, T~V FT, Rv_(,r—-375,<F5—2,<
4V —AREDMOIRFELTEEMNCEET 54 7 — &2 £ — VEGEAEZCH PR D, 25 L
FENEEBOMRD b, COBRHR L CHHERRA2ER &L oE#EARICE < PRATE
FilEoFIEEECILE LY, $TRAEFEONE, Jivh b+ ciedihMMES I h
Hefiltbh T34 ¥ b7~ U~ (Raiyatwari) $IEAEA LT, 4 v F&RCE—cH
gL Ll Z ETHBo Lichis T, HlEL LTORMAEZORILILED ¥ FHAENE L
LTDIAY v — Y —JEROEBEDIEE L /B 2 i35 FTLARWAS, LHFiEEEC L 7
BEEEIIT - LT—#Tilive LD 4 SOBOPBRENEZED > B, F2bF MDD «
— F = A F = VORI D - X SEBUEHE L UITEBEHEOSEE Th - €, THIFTERSE L
AL AR LA LIXABTH D, FHE, HAMF5— - FHcix TERD
DEF] & LTEMDIBE LY Ld Ty x —F— AVHIDOFRE Y v —F — L & — X, FEILEE
(Hyderabad Abolition of Jagirs Regulation, 1949) DIE{TIC X » TRERFTHE LT EBiED
T FFH, B, BEHEL K- TLEo s, B2RNRTIOREHEOLTWTEETHD
Ry & &= (Pattadar) E/MEEROBMRIE - LS ARETH- 1P,
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—F, ALYy —F—nA g~V ~BEIETh, HEI0WMOI x ~F— AL AE{RETL T~
Ca AR— VOBFTIIERE BN TL Do 2O (7 24— A%kGT) TREMBETOL
A MEREOOL S BERES (Khalsa) T, H%BTx—F—AF—Y—, 1I5FBFI—v
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w B — K= L BRI DB MR R SR 2 il bith o foe Licdio T, EIRE
(Rajasthan Land Reforms and Resumpnon of Jagirs Act, 1952; Ajmer Abolition of Inte-
rmediaries and Land Rcforms Act, 1955) DMEfTICHE LTIL Y + — F— A & — A7 HOFRGIE
PLEEINH D, HEBULAB000/L € =KD & v —F — 4 & — i3 B EIREE AR, B
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TIBPH SR & R B B L3 E o 7 — #— 4 (Khatedar) 12ig{b Lic®,

W3 = = AR R ORI B A v FOBES Vv — b, Ean—ib, v
RN TFF=Ya, ST 4Y T FF - v (EREED OMM TR LITERE DL
—BEECHD, T I THEROWIIN G, LYbFAELOREVT Yy 2N TFT -2 DR
HMEREEEL TR 90 COMTELMBIERNOLFBBNZ LA ETRNTF I~ v &~ D
FrEHC, 205 bl7% GhifRE TIR20%) NEMHTH - 7o TOMOEFIIEIRD LR
DEBOWENLE TS TEFEE] O XOCFEOHEN % L o/IMEENMRE LT DTH Do
¥ I— v x— Y —FEEpk (Uttar Pradesh Zamindari Abolition and Land Reforms Act, 1950)
VE19529F I AT A, RSB LHEL, BPTEHED 7~ ¢ £ Y — (Bhumidhari), Effe
HEHED Y — & — Y — (Sirdari), THAMEHED 7+~ $ — (Asami) © 3 BRI HHEHL S,
EHEERC LDALEBIIELEDO L 51T, TREN33%, 66%, 1% Licolce 7V'— 3540 —H
EFTEHEDOIERIRC X ¢, HY I — & — oA itz al) o Lbs4s% &I
TEEEDVIMERO106F (B EHATI268) O&BE - TEA LICERS% ) b b 0T®, +
HWEEZOIEY 2 — v - L ORI EEFBROI% LD, FOMOEEIZOWT, <
THo7v— gk, HMEEALWATESE (7 1 44) HHEFCET AT
Y N L R LT B®,

& AT, hENEENEOEENEO LM EREOE Ly EEIC > THETIRL S 55
— A LRVD, L REESBIE (1950—5UERER) &19614F © vy A (ReHREE)
EEREHM EHBERR 2, TR L TR A AERM LT AMERE Rk L, EIER
=0, LHLMOMETERRCIE TS v FOLMA BRSSO FERIBEIZ L - & 1 Ll a8 s
FHRALTC20CY, MRECHRELIE L TAL 5 35 1 RBRESHMREC Xy, 1950
—SUFE DRI 10773548 F O EHAIIE 5RO L ks b T, LA OV TR 2EFE T
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i, 41.3%53MEM, 1.9 % SIEEMEL E 7o T ize SR BOFERHHIBEERT O v F i
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DEFERED T &ﬁf?éoﬁ?%ﬁﬁt/#%@ dﬁﬁkvmxﬁ%ﬁﬂm&@mmTMWF
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T EE52.7% (EELFDOLITONTIFLT.9%), MiAMERS.2% (BT L4.8%), EE
IMERE10.6%(FIUL9.7%)TH 5 W o i CRRBHE S SAR D, BREE 2T
Lo 5 1T 2% (I s (E ) 12 1950—5 148 £ 024, 9% i 19614 I By L, £ LT

B HIZBHLERAE DEFIN BB M2 R TR 6 REF B L CHRTL, AT H b bRk
1950—514F £ 056. 8% 7> HIIGLFITILTT .6 % 5 LT\ Do MBI MBI (X4 I 5 5 M
FMEAMT e T A D TOPEMRI LR 2 LI/ 508, 1950514 Ez s\ T/IMERLELER
DI CH o N OBITBEETH Do Tiohb, € n— A O EHEIITI0.8% 75 67.8
B WER VT = L TI322.3% 710 566.1%, Ty Eh e TS5 F— o TH2.5% 0 H91.4%, T —
Sy AR — VCIEA2. 7Y (T A —136.0%) 72 589.0%~EHEHER LTV B, FH1EZ LR
1, R BOMIRNT R RN EEHE R TH - IR TH D, TOFEIEOFENTE
B Th bbb T b, ks, WK TREINEEHE T oEE LR A LENEZ T,
Pl 2N FF—A=F, TF4X 3= F b, TAVFL Y e P FF—va, Y viind
T, IMEHIEER S FRIZHIE LT 5, Licdio TELDEL DDk, HMEF oL
AU, TCIRIER L X o A BIAEESE O LU S U CIT T S HER & iR ok ig o b
M EBHLEDEELZ BIb,

PLEDEBEN LW B2 X 5, PEINEENEOREILE, ~1 77— 3= Fir EETHED
Ty = F =Y ~FILROSE LT, MBI X TREDE LRSI, Hich ORBICA- 1T
BRSO LR L b LT D, L LT CTRMEAD THR TR o & 5 a1 RIS HET5 B
ks L ON961E & v A DS RIBHEC KT 5 TEFTEE] v L [iEbdHES) oFkit:
2 HTRE, BTEEEOZ Y LickR7 2o 0, b RBHERRA~O M@ AER L, +
DR EFHEOSHEOMBENRNE Lic & E 2 50 RE & whiulic bisvo RETE, i
NEZHE OB & o TR OBEBER TO 2 EOBO BRI, Wik bEFHNE2 bk
PEHBH LIS,
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FRANEEHEORIEORE, PRHAEZIERSFEIB Lo oW TEEBHED Lk
kR den fopy, B#f# (Sir, Khas, Khudkasht, Nijijot, Gharkhed /¢ &) FrEOHEFILE
EENEDo oo DREDT, Yo i« 75F—va, BXvH—n, 7Y —~LAoEMNT
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B R LA Lo TETHINAY 51T %50 cOSCBEALTREELS 37— R ILEET, B
IEVESERRT & ORI B L AR TH 505, BT MOB A fyc B L hud, SEROIAPRE
NEZEOHBMEE LY v 24« 755 — 2o TiEH § — V& — ) — 44935 = — 5 —D15%
YT B680F =—h—, En—ATRERKXRF I —vax— ) —HiR3870F =~ h— D5 b4% D
16675 =—H—, 77—+ A%~ VTIEPENTEL HEEHIT496007 = — » — D 8 BV 7= 541075
FmHm, YT —a b T CRPREATEE T EHR360T = — 4 — D 5 3% D1 =~ 5 —
THHW, ZDEFHOLHT/IMEBER LOERKS ERETE TR COEDIRTRHTH 525,
Ty BN T T Ty CET TR — v~ U —EIREHEC R 210E I &R F 02,37
2V B35 100 05 = — 5 — BLEo/MERCT/AMER OB T T fobi, BRILE Lo TMER
BE LS IR T3t b bY, TOBROIERICHBNOSRERO 1.5 B0/ Me
MEF § = vH—~ i Lo TREZR T 5B, Zo0 X 5 N EEHEORLEZFH Lic/h
eI BUR Uik, M iiic s\ CTIMEEDRE Y 5 1 Tz BB O KA, HEA S B/ MEE S £
LErhzrd, ZoBOEROLMPTEHEMEE T BB R4 o RET O BE o &
Lo TncDTHD W Fro/MeIUR Ly —EDHIBEX H# UTAEEBIL L T2 M TdME
BB TUI—BR LS, ey Yy I — 2o b I CRIBPENES R LB 025 %1
B52805 = — 5 — pVIMEME TR L-EETH D B, ‘

& AT, NSO I R & FEGC A HPTE OB & E O L BEERTTIT
REKKEENRNDoTeo SO LR, Ty EL e PS5 F—vallBlFA¥F §— V&~ LOHFTE
OBRBANG A RTEIREZIWEER L Do Tichb, 5=~ »—RiOBRBICE6S DV ¢
—VE=APBELTHBIEE 000 BT, ZOFEMERIIEAED 5 BT bigicicnn, MHT
1150=—  — LA EDBBED 7 BHEOF : — v A — ANFAETHEBIENI0SIZLE LT B, F
LCHHOZ Lish b, SOESMUEA DT LY HIERERE Y, 10474 B 24E Mg At
A 250.00 L€ —FEELE LT, IV i—vE—a1oEHC Lo s/ MEIEERIT13Y Tho 7=
By RYF $= VE =D BHHIC OV THEBZ DR S ThHo 1o W 25 LIy S~ v & — AP
BosHlEE» oThiE, PEMEZBFEORILT, BETHB LIV E L OFTEROIL
A% 50, HEMRFEIHALO T %% R8T < Shic oA H o K- iTE o b A 1w
ThHholcbEX DI ENTE Do £ LTKMGOPREANFEENGHR LB O/ MBIz E A
EVHBEIMEBRRL I NMEETH - 7o, PENEEHERIEEOBEAIL S 4, TodkdEixg)
MBS R HICRIE B D TH B,
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— 5, A FERZ I D BEIL CEUR & DEEBIGC A - 7o/ NEELEI200005 A & S h, 1961
G v ADBHES (I EEE E i) BH951H AW HST 52, = O
2 X o THRBSHHRD D 5 5 BONMEr M L2 2 L35 2 Thisbe —fF, &
HIBCERT DA v F IS 1 B LTS, 18HHFSR B £ & ) A (RIS & MR
DY LA S IR A AT 1858 L L O MRME 2 ISR LR, Bci A S0
timmﬁﬁﬁkvL&m%%@&%%%@VﬂAK%%m<ﬂ&@@%m'%mﬁﬁﬁbtw
THBHN, TN E ICEBHERILEE OF BE B Lt - HMTHo avknic, B
FEREOHFLR L O 4B PRPEIUER 1 h 2 2 AL HFTEBIRO BB (subinf-
eudation) #BIH LTl foo # DS MET ISR RS F O BB X » TR 52, Wik
DYy AN T T OBE D, T AR TE L2 mdECEE TR T
W MBI R 3 DR BT AN B 7L B, AN e ) OBO BB LA HEE
THZENRTED, TORRDPNTh- & SHMNAHEAL LTUEATR IR AT Y~
BT, IO vy~ vERAOHE (19404E) w hiul, ¥ i — v —A0 BT
AT N E EHFBHNMEL, 0 LicoBEMEE (54 ¥ 1) IMELEC X » TRE S )
fE D ARER &g TRl b L, M5 TS 4 v ML Lo/ MER & L GRE/D
TERPE G5 LW D BEASETF LT, 3 — va —A L BEOH LR L o a #+ 5
BEDOFIMERBN AL QW AHEENEH IR T 5 W,

Lichis C, PN EEHERILEENEOBY P EE] LRETHIMHK I - T, Z0oW
EREOZIEEL b T 2D TH BN, ML IENEEYRANTHRDZ L, ¥ i-vE—1
ENMEHEDOBC N T B F — 4 —~ &~ (Thekedar) , BIFiE%E, TEESE, xEE6H
i & THMIEE] 2L hEINES L 27 L, D8 MY IREHEANMELI EDTRED
(Efs = TR E OEBERIC A To T v AN e T FFmva, FI—vE—) —/NM(514 v
B TOXUMEE CFRIA Y 1), HHVEEILITHETA Y FONMEEE VS BIGRRD 55
H (FEADFRGERE EMEEOT % 51 e, Lo LML 2EY LA S EHE
LTCWBERYIF =i, TOMFY —, Y 75PN OFEMNTIREBINT & OBEHEBRIC A ook
& A EBEHIRO/NMEBR TR LM B - 1o MEETH B & B EINL, 7Y+ 5~
F (TS —va PFIRE TR, wh—F—Ta b T, v V= ([ F—2aH) Db
NFEEHEEREOSBSE T, & O CTBNE OBEEBRICAS oDk E0BoNMefETL 7 < PHAN
HEEAH LD THo 7o ToB, 5 LICBEnARTHHELFAE Lo, vy Zr 7355~
Ve, TA—F—Ya }F, FOvT—b, YT —va T (FF ALK~V — Girasdariih),
AV =y FY =, k= F e T TF Va2 THD, T, PHANEBAERELOFS
CEREZLZICOREE UTERBMERT, TEROMEE, & MBENMEESHIRIMEERDO KR
SFEEOEIC B R, FLUTOEMN OB TR TEY A THREYHEC O LTIV HLTL
BIDZ ETHB W

X TEFFE OEERRIC Ao 1MEBRED L S IHERIZ B LD THH I e DL 5
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BEMIA RS0, MEEEER] VORI FCIEH LTI S cfiflEs Lo s
A% b7 — ) — OEEE T L OTHo Ty BRI As T MO T THEHF AR B
BLIcZ EHRBER LIV DTH B FI0RITFEATEEWER LTS LHATEEOB R NG
E5E T LR 0 2657 B 2 B { S KA TR BHESE, /MER, JERH B ORI TR L
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HZBEBUREDEREDT, To LTABE V2V TOETHEEEIRBDIX, HWFIHEHE
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ERLE, Yv BA s TI53F =0 aDy—A &=, TyHh—»~h, En—ib, ¥V v+ TEHFE
BRI A 7o MMEED 5 b0 b & OFEHENERCED X S CHIFTERETETELVE
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TN DOERO M UTL DEFINTAIRTERE & Bie 5 508, HHIOBEERES E - o v
By BULLHREIhTRD, ARCEERHEIOLBFBEIRESRTHNDIETHD. Lin
LR OB S B E OLKHFILE DB, —FRG SEPC Lo RRRRIE S 1
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—~ D AR~ VDH AN e 5T — & — ) (Ghair Khatedar), 7Y+ 35—~F, =/~n—F—2 2 }
5o [HHE] (Nawin Sharat) ToOBR, LHEFEEHTE IR SRS+ va— -
# v 3 —AOHMRERIREEC L A2B 5 BN EEEBRC A BRIy 5 -},
Ron—F—va b T, AV~ TIMENRC o ThMEHE LM L E R T B,
WEER DL DL HD T, HIIC B HLEEZ O L S HEAIE - OILT v o — £34.25
% (—HEZHOBFHEESE 27.08%), €~—128.69%, ~F 4%+ 757 ~>=220.97%"
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DI TE S MBI BRBEMIT L - T, T BOMO L MBEDFFFRM 2213 Tre <, L
HOURBELRKELS B TLHDTH 5,

FTCIHEAI L 5, FARETR & BUF LA OEWER O bk, Wi oBEo—D2T
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BRI 508 D E L F—HECH > = LR TE v, ERCRBIFEESC L
TIEHEDALIELES T, L5 NESFIFEMUBHOEE T » LTEVE TRV & F
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HEERZ#HN LT, MEORBENERYERETILENDD LB b, & 2AT, Bfi
SR E SRR ADHEFI 2 T L O e WEBICIZS 2 5 DE D 3 DDERBHIF bR T,
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STRREHAL LBROKEORE NI FOBHOELELZ S 232 LTkD, »itbT L
EEOAEEERE T2 LI TERVDTHED,

—Fjy VA E = ADDT — 3 F = TR LA AT BRI, 1) s AR50
BOERE IR DL, 2) O HHARFIELRERZIBT AL H 5, F1 DTSV T
1%, 1959—60%F DML TV 2ELMTFBH 1 = — 5 — B D5, 770 € =2 52534 &~ ~0DiiE
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A PE AR C348. 840 v =) LT AUE S < b T, Lo h50% O MRS TIxEE A
FTARD 5 BOFE D Loy BF, EBRC—Bs SFC N CL2 BRI Ch B o L bF
EE UTHEL, 2081k, v—24— ) ~RFBENLYEE, BE, F8EOHIFEHEDL
n, BEROBEIBIHOLHIETE 335D THHL, 1 v FEFEOIRY b3uE, Fofl
OFBEIOTREE LG E A LT, L L5 OLEEN A Ui & 2 I WIRINE BT A
TE5ETHE, FFMHTETOME D BT LA I AR CTBUFRHRE A DRl %
S BBIC Y A XA DERENBNEVI L DEDZDTHLI® . Lizdis TRMOT
) — AAMK A FE L W, Ladejinsky 2 g, [ITXTOEREBMC O THiUEy —n
X ACRBEL, BIFEEEL LTESRTULABRELEENT, 525 O/MERo it
AR A DL TR TE R\ ] D TH S,

7oL, &9 LRI ERER OBUFHEHZEC OO TEMTULE Bisvy &2, T
— A TR 19584 LA —FE A O PIE X BEIL T 5B A H U CE T 528, 19655 BT 7ot
18077 =—» — 2 THEHBEAZOHFEIRELISh T L DTHD @, L, %
O DI ORI OB L EH I FEE LOFMEREYEZ L CE ), CORBOMRY iR
L 7o BN GE T IMENE L IR MER A TR BT 2 — i D/AMER L RIS ALB-ST B 2 &1k
FIFEAYIE L CRAZTW D &l 2isve LA, BIFMEEEY L85 T, PRMEEH
DRI & o CEMPTEE L LEAWCET 200 E7 LcIBMEEDS, %45 X 5/
MR 5 AFEFTEORER RN R LFB L CERBDELXSL, BEOHEBRE & bisHin
REEEE LTRE L EATIE, ZOBROHIBE, & CHMEEORSRERERE
DAY DRVELNT Tle <, MIBD 1 v FORSEHOERKRCBIREROLE (L OAE L+ B
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feLiie, IBEEEEMEMB=FT —2HF I~ vE— ) —HIREYR-T, FOMDT vy~
by BERXVH =N, €y, Vo, DRl e FS5F—va (Y—NE—L) OEMTIL
FPRINEETEDBEILE L & h HOEEIIRERDNMER & REDMAMA L ZLG ST bh Tk,
R FE BIREBE 1k O E BN 7R W RIS R A D B IA C B EE Sh T be £ L TEOH
HIPADTRG LT L A ETXTHPENEZE~DOHES - BELOTHEFI T P T~V —
HARBCIH IR TR Y, PRNESHERILO b bTXERBAETORRLTRIETER
TWBIELEFRRETHIP, LLIDZ Exd o THEERE NIEN I/ 7 A i3k
EROPRNEE D DEFRCARR LT TH 5 ET 5N bR ERLRMELTE T
D EVvbintis bicl o FIMEED SHIFAOER - BIE Lo T2 DOEEIIER PMH
NEZOBER L MERS | EF OBE ) bESTMBBE I hiadn h T, T bicdEEgn
D e D IRIAT iebh i T 7o BRI X 5 BEEORIL 958 (Veth, Begar) IR -
Eif) (Abwab) HREDIAENSLHEC- TWAB®D o FBRELLGLWA LML T, k
WO D BB M e T B B MERH ML AT O B REE) DR & S L OMEMLEEIC X T
FTTERAFIINTETH Y, ChCHBENEE SRR, MUBOMREOEEEDOHU L&
BEPDIfE D LT X o TREMRABRIAECER L TH 5D TH Do 7ok 21X, G. Rosend
R X, FEREEAE PE AT Lo % Al 3R 13 1938—39F E D 4.5% 7> H1960—614F £
2 BHCBETLTHE® . 2 DT i3 1960—61EEDMBID 1 = — 5 — 4720 OHAEY
AR LD DMK X TLEST bh T b, (F13%) —7, HRENEE~OMES -
BE5 & OB 3R OB AIL64(514205 4 © — (FIF2 &) ©, THROIREMc X - <
5~ A T Do £ LTH 2 R 5 AEFEIR & Clostdh\ TR D HILFI35% D 2284560
T —T, TOXHLL ESBUFE, BAH0EL C-ABE&TELbLR T 5080, (B
NMEZEHFC OV TERIUE, LHBEEFHOFE Y DO RA N CTRFEN L OE TERE T
EIVWEETH S,
PRINEEHEOEIED ¥ 1 >OBELKEFEHERE, L LAZHORROBHERE O
RN EZ R THRIFNEIE LA LR Lo T, FhrdElnfgcaBcEt+ac s
BT ELBIERCRAGIC - 1o 2 & TH Do SO LITEAREIEER ORI\ T
EERERE L UEAER OFR % BRIEORF 2o T BERMICRD S D2 2 /s B, 5T
RER L LTRHICHR SN BIETH B2, BEEO1 v FORARE MBI 2 5 =
RAENERE D L BEROERCTDIHZL T D LRV 20 o ERERE SR L 5@, 514
FAL19504 fuc i) 5 23 « FRRERMIM OB SO L BURM, REHFMIcXs LORLE
LOTHBHN, FORANEE TR RET 2 H AT {, B EERII~OELD
MEA LTS TED, FADNOWLTEHIMEANNDKEFE R L, BINEREFOBRFOM
EER Lo T B ENHETH Do
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(13
(23

3>

(4>

(6)

(7>
(8)
9

€::3)

Govt. of India; 'Planning Commission, Progress of land reforms, Delhi, 1963, p. 3.
FeRRAMER | Cintermediaries) (364 % D IR 2 BEOMHES & ORICAET 5T~ C o]
PEREEERT 523, S & OB TR BRI O, BT X - THEE Shi P
7rft, AP TS O30 V- 53TV B, (Govt. of India, Planning Commission, Reports
of the Committees of the Panel on Land Reforms, Delhi, 1959, p. 10) #5RD Lk 518 f 535 —
AV ¢ —F -V F = LD BRI E LT MEEEE ) ORI TR,

A. M. Khusro, Economic and socal effects of Jagirdari abolition in Hyderabad, Hyderabad,
1958, pp. 18 —26. Lid\ o Th U v —F— A ¥ — ANHE LOFFEHELEL & 5 & Uitk tobid
Tikis\e  (3bid., p. 18) ;

B. S. Rathore, “Land tenure and land reforms in Rajasthan”, AICC Ecomomic Review, Vol. 18,
No. 16; Mar. 1, 1967, p.13; Dool Singh, Land reforms in Rajasthan; a study of evasion,
implemenation and socio-economic effects of land reforms, Pilani, 1964, pp.83—95.

Govt,of India, Planning Commission, DInplementation of land reforms; a review, Delhi, 1967,
pp. 121—123.

[H#efTA 3 | (semi-proprietors) {Xw v Z /o 73 F— v a OEH, T4 — F—, KAEES,
BRTE S, AREEEETHEE G Eh, - v £~ ) —BEETIPENESL LTRESR TV 5,
FRFEROMHITOWTIE Baljit Singh and Shridhar Misra, A study of land reforms in Uttar
Pradesh, Calcutta, 1964, pp. 21—22 &,

tbid., p. 123.

FHFTEREEC BT 5 ¥ — 4 & — A (BUFBEE ) ORLE ST OU TR T R

A v ¥ OLHFTECET 5 AMFTERO D HTh» & S ERYET 2L [FTE] L TArEHEd
T, FOWSRETERRC X » TRIeDH, kil 2 SORFCHTbhd, 1 FIBIFEL Y+ A, £
KA - PHEE v+ A (1953—S4E4EHEE), SEMHEMAE GE8 v v v 1 | 1933—54FE, $l67 v
v F 1 1959—GOSEEE SIS T AR RO BEA T, AR, WIS FIRR S ERIMER L ITERIC S
FRTV B, WE 1O 1 KIRENHAE (1950—514FE) L1961 & v ADMARE T, EilvME
He s ST Bo BEDOHIERCIBIFLEERE S & T T 505, TOZLUET DL TRKEIT 5
Nho Fads, 19518t vy AL\ TiL Govt. of India, Census of India, 1951, Vol. I, All-India,
Part II-B: Economic tables (general population), Delhi, 1951, pp. x-xi; Daniel and Alice
Thorner, Land and labour in India, Bombay, 1962, pp. 131—150; -HMufE - PHFw v+ 2D
WTlL Govt. of India, Planning Commission, Progress of land reforms, pp. 106—108; 4
HiEFATE I DU TIE Govt, of India, National Sample Survey, 8th round(July 1954-March 1955),
No. 10: First report on land holdings (rural sector), De:lhi, 1958, p. 10; #5 1 REZEF WA
1Co\~ThL Govt. of India, Ministry of Labour, Rural manpower and occupational structure;
report of the First Agricultural Labour Enquiry, Delhi, 1954, pp. 449—450; 1961 - v AT
NTIE Govt. of India, Census of India, 1961; instsuctions to enumerators, Delhi, 1959, pp-
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10

(1D

(12)

13

a4

15>

(16)
an

(18)

3—5 BErh EThalR,

(BrA##HE ] (ownership cultivation), I'ff:*ﬁ’l\ﬁﬂ (pure tenancy), [iR&/ME] (mixed tenancy)
VRI9614F & v ARFHEFRIC KT 5451 Lo, Ticbba) Fifihs X CBURoRHE, b 5.
B, EEWERS TR MeR 2 - TEAD LS BRE LT 5 LOBHE, o —if
NEBUH, L (D) o bl s HOHE, Wrh ZRAIET 2R TH 428, AIE, b
g, BAMEQRREMT T, P. S. Sharma OfiZEC Lichiotee (P. S. Sharma, “A study of the
structural and tenurial aspects of rural economy in the light of 1961 census”, Indian Journal
of Agricultusal Economics, Vol. XX, No. 4; Oct./Dec. 1965, pp. 46—82) 7c¥s, 1961t vy
ATh [HHE] BREBRORIFEOR TR, (FEOREHEL LERT 50T, PR TECH
el LR LTEBSEC L 582 A48T A TH Do (Govt. of India, Census of India,
1961; instructions to enumerators, p. 15)

1 ¥ FBNEEEESOME T, BTN, 1) GHRaAR, 2) HEEiEE 3) RBEED
B0 3HMEATRT B ENRE LA, FIZ#HPTR SH T 2 HETRPROFWHITE AL
DB L X T\wb, (Govt. of India, Planning Commission, Reports of the Committees of the
Panel on Land Reforms, pp. 62—63) Liciio CEMOBETLHTDHHRCIEREELETh
T\vbe (Govt. of India, Progress of land reforms, pp. 49—55)

Ty B e T HF— L T Baljit Singh and Shridhar Misra, op. cit., FOfOHIZDT
1% Govt. of India, Planning Commission, Implementation of land reforms; a review OWFF1 5
FhbEH LI,

Baljit Singh and Shridhar Misra, op. ¢it.,, p. 163.
HHIER, [ v FOREER L LWEE—2 1 v FRRES ORI b BRI E 5 ¥ To—],

THPEE] 53475, 63—70<—,

R. R. Mishra, Report on the effecits of land reforms in Saurashira, Bombay, 1961, pp.65—69;
Govt. of India, Planning Commission, Implementation of land reforms; a review, p. 61.
Baljit Singh and Shridhar Misra, op. ¢it., p. 32.

Yy B T T T~ 2 BT D 3FTHET ST HRE M A AEO) £ ~ 7 = —Khatauni)
2 TEREEIRD b OWHY T Bo B I HELIRO SUMERRE, MY — v & -y —FEIERRROMWEC
IIE, REIEERBION1%, &R OM10% CTH -1 (Govt. of United Provinces, Report
of the United Provinces Zamindari Abolition Committee, Allahabad, 1948, Vol. I, p. 174, Vol.
I, pp. 7—8) Jo¥s, FMOLHBEROLHPHTERRC OV TREEE—, T4 v F, BaMcsT 5
hsRTE L/MEBIFR—1930REIE L, T7 o 7#E55) B 9EH 2 BxBlo BV 7 — iicoun Tz,
7o & 243 Bakarganj $5K 0 X 5115~ 20 o RRHERENFAET A EMLHTH L v,

(Govt. of Bengal, Report of the Land Revenue Commission, Bengal, Vol. I, Alipore, 1940,
pp. 33—37) ERROHFRE~S Y IARMREERLWEL I L T\ %o (Govt. of India, Final
report of the Famine Inquiry Commussion, Delhi, 1945, p. 438)

ML Ro1 v F ORFEUEOIEAT 2R L BRSFREFNERALOBEIL [1 ~ VO ¥ #&
FHCBOTHRAEZEDO LD 5NEGHFILR L, LHRBALOPERURETETHS] LTH N A
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as

(20)

@D

(22>

@

@4

(25)
(26)

@7

(28)

DRI, KFROXKILBOUL TEL2EIBENLLDLH IR THEN, LLEBWTE 2 b
HBEFHELD - XOEM, Be, REEREOMEL L<lbh T, tHIEOEHEOFN & &
IIAE X Twisls,  (Indian National Congress, Report of the Congress Agrarian Reforms
Committee, New Delhi, 1949, pp. 112—139) D Z XX, 5 2 wkiDICE L Lol ao fon
T, BREEA LEAMER (FE UCEEMER) 2O TEoNMEE, HMEIMef Lo REEeS
EHWHECE CLOEERIAL, BRHCEGNERAEE Y oobo L B, TORBYERTS
D ERAHIRSY, —TRLGHEUCRRHSYHEL, M chEAEEHE R LY EF
QO4SHEBEMID L€ LR MEERCHER 3 CITH U ic b3 o BRI R IR B L T B,
ST RO BERGED) & M O BRI oW TR S R e B R

FEMHEE A Y by —) ~HEO & Tlra— ey SRR R 5 Z & EHHY L HE #E 1
FRELE, & 2T 5 RFTE R ENC G A 20 &M & UCHBRLFIERS SRS,
AKICHY, A OHRE R B IR TH Do

A. M. Khusro, “Land reforms legislation and implementation in different States”, Indian Jour-
nal of Agricultural Economics, Vol. XIII, No. 1; Jan./Mar. 1962, p. 183.

thid., pp. 193—194.

Baljit Singh and Shridhar Misra, op. cif., pp. 125—120.

ibid., pp. 129 —130; Wolf Ladejinsky, A study on tenurial conditions in Package Districts, New
Delhi, 1966, p. 39.

Wolf Ladejinsky, #bid., p. 40.

Govt. of India, Planning Commission, Implementation of land reforms; a review, p. 3.

S HEOE &SRR X B ORI O B ER EFIRO R Lo EED 1 Dt T
HIFEoWTIE George Rosen, Democracy and ecomomic change in India, Berkeley, 1967 (&
IEH4BRBIR), HREHOWEL L Z OZEL KM LA bOREREIEN, T4 ¥ FREETHD
T BETOMMEL , (797 « 779 #%e) 835859 Bib 5o RO SHE LRI~
DA VA7 PEOWTIEL OENH LM, HHER, WHECKT B8R0 L Hhgesl . 7
TR BTEESE, Doy —7—, [Ebbo0obstRERYERE | ,7i#8:E Baljit Singh, Next step
in village India; a study of land reforms and group dynamics, Bombay, 1961; H. D. Malaviya,
Village panchayats in India, Bombay, 1956; McKim Marriot, Village India; studies in the little
community, Bomboy, 1961 75 & & &W,

Kedarnath Prasad o#fEEHc XiuiE, @MOMHIRA ORENIT1950—515-E D 45960075 v & — s B 1960
—B14EEED 9 fE720075 /L € — I RIRICHEIN LT 523, A EE IR~ D 5 1 v + v — ) — AR
RbET AR LMo BB B oINS 225 LB 1 RB XU 2RO 5 #EFTERA ORI 8 4
THEAT0 T e~ LTeho —T7F, IRFHNEE~OHHSIFRYIKHIC 8 {E67140 1 '~ (HUFfiie
AEBEOR) HEII TS, (Kedarnath Prasad, The economics of a backward region in a
backward economy; a case study of Bihar in relation to other States of India, Calcutta, 1967,
pp. 413—415)

R.R. Mishra, op. cit, p. 152, A M. Khusro, Economic and social effects of Jagirdari abolition
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31

‘and land reforms in Hyderabad, p. 105 Baljit Singh. and - Shridhar Misra, op.. cit, p. 21;
Dool Singh, op. cit.,, pp. 46—50, 118—121. D. Thorner Iz kg, T——#—=1FDioTEDOY
HHBORE LR L e 2 L3R D b » & SERIIRE TS Do HOTOKRY I~ v — L0
fLoD3 T B b V& TR BRI IBIE R 57 AVIMERL D DB BRI I 2 PR T 5 - Lk T &

L 76 785 T\ B, | (Daniel and Alice. Thorner, Land and labour in India, p. 63)

George Rosen, op. cit., p. 146. LiT»Th, WRHEEHGCHET EREE, HiRHO £
A EOMEY LEET Dbl Tllic\ o Jok, 1949—50F[EN H1961—62F [ T oRLSEEREDO&ZHE
TR (MAP19) 134.07%, ZOBEER E UToOMFNTIRENL1.99%, EEED HOWL.75
B THotre (Govt. of India, Ministry of Food and Agriculture,. Growth rates in agriculture,
Delhi, 1965, p.16)

Govt. of India, Planning Commission, Progress of land reforms, p. 4. ¢k, = 5 Li-Hils.

EEEORBATIEENHITES oI, ZoREOEMTET 2 BFILO THEXHD T B,
(Baljit Singh, 0p. cit,, p. 172—173; A. M. Khusro, Economic and social effects of Jagirdari
abolition and land reforms in Hyderabad, pp. 144—148) .

1 ¥ FVIEOESMBEE UTHEBEIBBORSR U R 2 HE, TOoEAL>RICEERM TN 0 B L
R & FERBHERETERDOBAOMETH o 1o &2 50, PREIFLVLFEEZERSD = 5
L7z i ¢ E R AR O — SR H S8 L O - SRBOEIINRE WHBIRO OGS » T 5
BT - T e, (Geoge Rosen, ap. cit., p. 147)

82 B MERIEOWIE L ME o PNMEBIR
(1) MEHEDHEDET & L OREER

FREINFEERIE DR IL 2 5 L SghifothE « IMEBIROFEE B &k b 23,
B ER2AFTE T 5 B s\ Th, ERBFABCRE O THS TRMEEDOS L HNED
BRENTCZEETCREBRHLIEB Y THD. —77, 1 vV FOREEDOKE L% LDDF1 T b
7=V —HIRTL, BRORE CIERNIHMHATH AL b 5T, T TRLMBOMEL
ﬁ#@%%mmkom<§ﬁbfmtgttzw,%1%%6%K;hm;i%&¥ﬁ@¢@%
HRix vy —730.7%, PEPSU26.6%, =54 ¥+ A—F +29.8%, ¥~ F3—221.7%, 7
v Y= 520.7% ETe> TE Y, 1948F I/ MEENEIE SN AR v <1 HOEERECTL ZOH
FO7 Yy T~ PSSR R CIEREEOMAMAT T132.8% 7V, A<~~~
2 b T e BT — ZHHIT I O MERITS0.9% THo 7P IMESTENMEE O£ L Lo
HEIRINDOERT, WThd i3 2 REFIEEE <, EFLREURIA TS X

3,

AMER AR TR EEANMEE L L, B0 LR E UGB e &l T H - 1 TEAME

BThDo T LTHEDOHEE, 1) MEEROLHFIAEEZE~OER, 2) MEORE - £E

b, 3) MR EHAEEYDO LW LEUTREITI D &C, LMATABIROEANZEL
5 XY Ly LAME « MEBERORELIHERORELEYBENETELDTH - 70
FTE1OBMC OV TOERFL, BUFMETNC I/ METER X » TTBEZBARG T3
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T EMTEIIMEREFIZ005 A, ZOHEBIXT00T =~ »— L ET, ZORRIEIEEDO LR
THho bbbA, 1956—57T4 LRI OFIAMARE 7 fE210075 = — 7 — i iUl 1 e i
129, RRFTEEEC AL NEE R BL I BLO TRV, L Lind b, £EMHAL
DT v v ¥ (1953—S44EEEM) L5165 v v F (1959—604F FESEM) D F — & & it
LTS & MEREE O ILEIC I 2 ORI —EDEAA o 7o Z EHM BTIe Bo Tl b,
Z OEEMHRE R SE/MEEE LITERICED 3 EROFTER &Y AV TW50T, T
ETH M) AR - FEARN, B - WP E (B - AEDWERSEHX2HHT) o
TRTCOIEEB M ER L, NMELEONERE T5 TREMLOEBILBICIIE R F — &
TH B, EFHBEEI Lo BIEEE/DMEL20.34% 1 B12.53% B L TR D, 1=—5—
RMHEBEA RO TR SRR CIE—ETh b, (BL6E) +2C, =5 LaZoBRR
MMEED TR B DIRLL ORI KD el U is by o

BALF 5 — A= FIics\ T MELEE (Hyderabad Tenancy and Agricultural Lands
Act, 1950) DEWIT L » TP+ — F ~ VIS 0T 2/ NME LR XS ERTTH T9.1%, 525/ ME
WL18.7% WAL, F4 7 —=—HTLEThEN2.8%, 9.0% DALy, HOHEILF
NEFEZ oD, (ELITE) L L, TORTFERL IMEEO LA CHED AL E
CHHERTONMEERR LD 7 e« A% b DR TR <, TR, HDWIETTe/MMet
BELEVOIEREL»ORFHEL LI > TWB1PDTHE, 1ok 21, 195VEROEERE D
e (protected tenant) D/NMEEMITHED1954—55EE I BT 2 BLOIRIUITEI’ED L LD
P — F - AHIC OIS Y NARZECTH DHHY, FOMITI2. 4% 0 LA, 17.8%H E F&iy
CMERLE ER L, 2.6 %0 ARV IMEBEUR L, £ LT 22.1 23R ERA/IMENIRUR Licdh - T
Whe L Mudod B/MERD B FEATER LE 21 UTNE R/ ME IR L OT5 b BB T 5
51 @ EhuE, A REA UICEREREENMERL2. 4% % 135 m i <40 % AR /M MEL A
WY TORTVWADTHboe 74 7 —=—HTIHRIIZ SARR D, GhnEho oML
#1402 D 5 BB EHFTAE BRI L, 13S0 TEIGEY T o T Do EFEREIMERT
THIOXHIEECHD & T, THRAMEEDEBRIZL b —BRE LVEIZRINZ bhicTH
55 EIBHTHNTE L S5,

FEEOHEEZILIAA v <41 MD/MEsr: (Bombay Tenancy and Agricultural Lands Act, 1948)
DEFHFECTCLYLMHLER T D, 7Y+ T — P TREI9ED X 5 /MME LRI B
FORBETIAY I~V —, 354 ¥ P 7 — Y —IRE LT 6L WA LTuw 5, 19
53544 [T & T /AMEELHEA Lic ki eEk00.8% <, s BTHHEY e
R Lok Fh s EES51.5% Tho foo F 7/ EEO B IEAERIT 1956 Fp 25 ¥ Titiy15s
AT L, 1951—54%F OEE R DMEE OB I MEREED27%, 1952~554H 0 &1k
Fo RSB ST T D38 AVIMERI O A BB £ LT 5P, B U/AMESLEMET Shic~~— 7
—a b T, AAF—ZAMHRCTL, SPMERC L5/ MEBHERT 1948 — 49 F E o
30.9% h> B1952—63JE4E1T1126. 9% 12 o TV B 7%, FOREBRITFE0E T—HEKRTH %0
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T N 1948495 FE D/ MEHL D 1952—53E BT 1T AL ORI TR &, HEDOHEL25.5%,
MEEO L HFEAL2.4%, F—/EERO EEMW50.8%, Meox21.3%ThH 5P, £ LTH
(EEUR LOTEHR D 5 585. 2% 1 EN L, TMEMTIL.6%FDMTH Do FIHBILTIT
Bo ToMEEIY, 63.9% 0025/ MERE, 26.4% D& MIMERE:, FOMI.7T% LS TED, IME
MR LVIMEHE D NL B e 53 ML e D R LT B Z EER Sh B0 TH DD,

I HOYFEDEE. HTIUE, IMELEOEFIC BT 5 0¥ b 280/ MEIEEROERI,
IMEEO T HFTEEZEANOER L VI ARO B LicHFAC L5 L0, s LA THEHHE]
% BN MEHIUE L OHEFI 2 380 DI HIES AR, HD\V I THFRIER ] Il o T
BARDPDVIEARERNECMEEL BT TR LB R L TW A ZERELNTH D, 2O LI
IMEST DGR & S BI/MEEL TS < —RI07T £ 1 BEOXREN LY E L Ab T D
&, BHEBC DV COR TR S BEEMEHOBRENZ LA EEHE L B2 Thien 2 8D T
T ETLRGTHEAL I HEVS_A MO~ —F —va + 5 o 7~ & HHFONET
HEOEFC VT V. M. Dandekar & G. J. Khudanpur 2% 45 1 i/ MEBIGT# L K
o TV B MMERIUR Uks X OVMES D AR 2 13/ MESRHERENEBC I3 % b o T
ZERRLTEY, B2EEBEOLMTEHIIMAREOHELEOFIBEIXIHENE-
SEHTHD Z LEWEE-> T Do 8 3TEEMERGEHTAC &M /IMEREIRE X C/MEE
TTCREEDKBELE - e R bRk @ LERST T 5013, o LTHSNRESET
AV DTH B,

F I VR =) ROV TE T v B TS5 F— v, RV F~ADL SR TXE
FPRINER 2 EBICHE L0 285 X TRAMERE O R L Az T izt LT
B h, AMBOEBRCRINTOUBHEXTORRETH S, LA LM E Lo MeEiT ek
Fk BIUMEE LA T T iewie e, ZOBEOBREC R0 KRR ESRITH S
b Tbe Tl i, Yy &L« 75 F— o O/PMEHIBEOHETF I~ V& — 1 —FEilkE &
LI — DB & o THEAT i, HiZR X 2/ MEEURE Logkik, MERHREH, mEEE»T
st T %o LHBERIHE O XIMEH & 453/ MEOSFHEREC Lo 5 LEOA(LITE21E
DEBHT, MEILERFIROBE CRIBCHD LT 52, FR/IMECEADBE D /s
WOT, TOEBIEEMBERIE T T 0 TR E EEo Thbe B YH - TR
P = VE— ) —FRIRRIC T - T IR 19504 12 528 IMER I (West Bengal Bargadars
Act,1950) PRI icdy, TOPNERAMERHAS], o LR LofIR, $% syt
5L0T, ZHBAKOHEEN L\ 2L 5 EThinve & LT OREREOREC L,
BAEMBITRIOE B LB T bl EERONE L AEWSEIO RO HEITE LA
EXEbo TR LT, £ OEAEF/MEENEERYHE L CHOHEEDPORESI50%1T
Figvo DI/IMEOTRE L1 45% M ORI 2 T 19536 DI 19614 ¥ Clo s 1 Bk s
WAMEEDO AR Z 2T b TR b, MEIUR LORF LB I RE L Qoo Th s,
F5227 X 19405 LI oF A TN L 2 38 AME D R A /R LT 528, BN E o e
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L0 5T, ZOMOFEMEMBII ULAKE LR T B EE L bRk,

TTF = Vv A2~ VOREREC I, PENMESHEORING ko T HEFSLFR
T&ieho FelBHENFES © BEH O/ NMESPUMEEE, MEHE (Rajasthan Tenancy Act,
1955) & k- TATHEME (Khatedari) #B§ATBHERIZ S5 2 bR T 525, FRETHE L-DR
DIPL2.4ABCTEY, TOBEITMEEOFEY MBI (35.2%), HWEDOET (26.7%),
H SRR (20.5%), Eofbilino T, /METEOEEDOR IOREY SMIENR LT
Vo BUTIMEEOEIMEIE LC18854/MEY: (Bihar Tenancy Act, 1885) W Xo T 5 €
o= L DIMERERZ DN TR GHRNB ETL A D,

2] /MeflEEoBWZEL
AV FEZEC BT 5 /MEHIE O B haoE O E R, MENEE Y K L TeBRTET
LTWSHIEIIEETE RV, TORBEN 6T LY Ty BlEodESc ! 52 5BUK
BICif- 70 b O Tllkieh o 7o TORER, HbdiE SO MERBECILCA RS BETIRER S
NIROCEBERMENNEEINRD 2L Lo Too Tib b, WNMEBERDBTHHE~DREE L/ MEH
LR DG/ M~ DERITH Do
S O ET I CrREA LI X B/AMEREUR LAV KEBICR S b, BERNT Y
B LThs o 2i3a v FBIF bR 2 FMOFERTH B0, PMEBIR LEMFET LA —F
7B Cho T, BN BE B AR DI SR TR AR D LB T Bo AMELEDEE
s BIOABHEE R RE S, RIRKCMEREZHIRT 5 2 Lic X » TEBLEOHR(LZ I D 2
LR HBETIE, T LA X ) BE X B ME A oL TR E S BRI /MEBIfR
ZHUT T B b2 i b, AMELEOM AR EET S oo HESHFC B LEfR LT 5
ZETHD. ZOIFIELKAMEI(nformal tenancy #H 5\ i} underground, disguised, concealed
OBBEFANMTIND) Db & Tihiiig & A ERPIIMEBRETHHES LTV 523, AR
COHERFEHEC L 2HEHHELREI R T2, MEEIIMEIIEORES S 1T2 2 &
ETET, RSO L TREEN 2L ERFFCEPR TV 2B, bHAZD L) Ik
KAMEHIE QBB EREC o0t & EEARTRETH 5%, S. C. Gupta (LIAFENESZHED
EHOHHEEE D7 { £ B 20%IEARMEHETCH 5 & L CTRBHBER D36.0% 23/ MEH
ThaHEHEL, B. Chatterji 12 X HIEIELTNMEDL GO 7o/ MEHK 35~40% , K. N. Raj 131k
£50% & % T\ 59, F 72319614 + v A (REHREE) wilSu CIMERRCH T2
IEBHERME QLR A B Lich D TH 52, FFARIMEHED /e b B - TFET S
TR RSN LB A Do T, ANIMEEIC KA IERHER T D R & ME
THIEE DA & DENCI /e A DAEBIBIR L AL T 2 b O Tikie Y, £EMHHAE 8 v v 1)
CXELMTEE (HAEMEELET) OBRAHO50%1% 1 = — » — R OBBLT, 60%255
=g — ki, T0%510=— 5 —RiOBRBITE L, 20=— 5 — D OB LT Hr20% 12
9, FHERERAL O UL REMPTER L3 & 5 3799, RO B 53471520
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2UBFEGT LM L1, FiEHER v LACBHERF 27 ) OB CIEBHEE &G T h
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DBEELBERTOFE MO RIS T, FEEOSI/MEEE LIXDPEET
EFDLDTHD W o 2 U CHEBROSUMEBRU T oML L A A, EHEEW, EEWW
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WMEEARIBIEII L TO D ERBVA L VEETH B, Mt (e Lv o, XIME
BIAUTOMEBLEDB L, BEALEEKE LDBAEX VI —L, Yy 2N+ FTFTF—2ad
5, 7V —80.25%, 7~V KT+ FITF—~vaT2.82%, TP v AE—V69.81%, v
v —767.08%, =T 4V« ST F—~266.12%, E—159.22%, T vy —£54.49% LT
bbo

— S MERE L Y FORBRBOLHTIREETBEC ST, HHVIEEEE LTinsE
EHICahbiioWiE ., SIENSG T, SHEEL EhD TREETY v & -
TIF—Ya, BRI =L, Ty — A8 OO THIMEES 2 L Bbh Tk D, /I
TERHAE OHAEED O F U EOERGEAHARNZRITH B Thiie, IMEHE D LE s
DI IMETGEEAN DR A v FOAMERBE OSBRI 2R T80 Cln <, S¥EAFEI L - CTLEKR
B FAEZ LD LT 5, o Laig, HMECEORE, £EFE citiELEz Lo 5/
TEHBOHEIE T L, 1961%F -« vy A XAud, #MME4.22%, BA/MEH 18.19% T, &
H22 4B LTt TBy LvL, BUF — 23T, MeblbsRa Bt L it
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%5§iim%€@ﬁm %&%%ﬁ%@ﬁw
(1) EEOBREGHfEEOEL

FRRIAN R IR DBEIE & AMERIE O3 T T BN MERE Y IR L 2 B R0 LTS
OB EFHEREORENLLER Lt D THo T, LhBETIHHIRE OSSR
B E BRI B8R TUE T4 DTl @ o 19514 H H1953—544E 5 ¥ C oA cid b 5723,
SEICOWTERE RIS HOEATRT EEAEDER Y TH b, Z ORI LT
BEREYRE LDy va—« pv i~ (19508) 2251070 T, RIELIS0ME {45758 o i

N TEZHE OFELE & /IMERIE OSGEEDEHBER ORB IS MRS C S 2 fod v PRI 5
LDEEZTICE, FOBIOEAITME L TNV, &EMcEmE LTRBLS 52 &1,
10 — 5 —RGOBECTHKEFUIHM LTV 35, ThEECIHCED L, —HREEIZ
75 =—h—RECHRI L, FRULEOEBETIIS L TWBEZETHD, 2B —»—LED
Bl oW CIHBAHEECH D L2, T TR TE Vv, 2D Ei17.5 ~10=—
H— B LT EEBRERE AR LT0 50, i TEORERBX I T IFMLEL
TnBH I ERBRT D, Lcia T, 262~ —UEOBRBEC4 ZOREVNEREEHFDIZS % L

, —HTIRT0% DEFRMN 5 =— 5 — REGORERH- T, ZETHRET 2 EBIHLT ALY
% &\ S BIREARBEERFR LT eDTH B,

T D& 5 I AR RS HIE OB IR & AMEHIE OB ORA A MFEHFE-> TR D,
BB AR EE S E TR v M kT 2 KB oS E L, BIFEREE L kKL
BT ABREBRBOEELY LIENE LD LD ThHD, TCIRIMEOEREBIRBEIETE
&GO THRUMCRR S T LB OHIR, & b b BEaH 3 2 RERE D
BEBBOENEHE 2 R 5 HEFTETSICOEAIN, &5 AkfiniadnidmE ey
B B0 L 5 MEEENDRENSH - D THDD, L LTI OB =7 ML aBlE
OPHFEEZ ) G2 CREMIHFELET TV 5, BFOXAETHLHECEBEORE
B0 TNICDTH D, BT IUE L7BREM (surplus land) OBESREYEEZI AT
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XA R ST BAVM R B ER WE T, ThE TOLIBEDOFIE SHRI AT
R TBOMHERRLDTH- o

& AT, HHRE ORI T 5RO @i ko niB o iR L &
BN, BEOHBIFEOLMTERRONE &1/ 67, i LAHFHAEED Bt
FOHTHEE LT—ERERNTMEBBR L FHRIL T3 o o o ST CrER L
EBDTHD. LivL, BAMOMRC & 28RO BHEIIAEE VS B, HbkE0ENY
DG AR K REMFEEOTRCCEEEL L O THEORETH S ewic, ThET
D FHEI X o CTHMFTEE RO LEAICEET B AR Uc/IMESR b &9 CREH R
BOHE « FEE» LRMAEHNDH D, FMCLELIWERCE S £ CEENEOF
P L EROYRE -l E% Ol 2RTW5@, TDk, 1950EMK ¥ Tk
TULEMEsy va— e pv i~ (19506), vy —7 (PEPSUR &S TIIGE), T
Vi (19554E), 7 v — 4 (1958%) D4 M8 9, oilikx 5L {1960FE T A
THBMEEHZ T Do T LTEHBENSLL G5 X 51T, HIRRKEE LM AZERE L kL
BhA Lieds THEMER T b,

B35 AEFIER A T A i IR O REBEC X o TER BRI REE L
fody, BBOCEEE Lic o BEE I b 2145 =— 5 — T, FTOMPRTEES v -1
776500 — =, Py Vh— o hY I —Ad5m—D—, SV y—TF36H850=—H—, ¥
Yy BN e TG F =0 20f52100=—H—, =on—F—Ta FTI6EFHB0=—H—, =F 4%« F
5F =Y 6 HTI00=—p~, /¥y 5~ 38800=—h—~, T—VYIFTF e TFF~>a 35
4000 — B ~—, = FF~ A 2750200~ — LHEE IR T BD, 5B T OO M2\ THKE
Thicd LTh, BBECART LS RIMENETCRAROBHBONA B E+s 2 &
ETEIRe LIk T, HHBAEOHIRBEDOZIE L o 21303 Th o BB BRI
i, H— T4 - FEROHRC X - CEMEAY R UL 5 & 75 L EEET) (Bhudan,
Gramdan) DB EHIS3TT = — » ~ Ok L OB HI~D Al L7z LT, MEMaBEOH
B DESEHECIBE T A LR TELD-TeDTH B,

R ORI E A RS L7 b LciFEY, U LAKRMREE P RE S T LT
T8 feEET A & 2 b DT, 7T RIBRERTINC 0 528 « S KBS AT e e
FE, PHOERE OBB NS MEEEC I~ 0L, D Bbh T 50, Tihbh, E29F L5
&, 19504E BT T T 037 IR T LT dr o 7025 = — i — L L O BBIT 19508 NS s E
Tl Dido ) LB ba L e TR D, & I50=— 2~ EoBEBOBAEMIEE LV, &
DERTTA v FCBT D ERBIMOWURLY T 2T 5 2 LIXRAET, 1 v FEEoizss
SEZRBRESTEHLRER DI LIRS FTL D, £ENiF cER I b D,
5 = — 5 — RiGOBEBUTLIB0E NI &L A S oL, 55 =—»—BLE25=—» —F
M OBBLIRET B L T2 b b, BEHREIISZTVWHIETHD, Lichis
Ty 5=~ —REOHEBIT OV, HHHFEOHEOZL TR, B OMHEMEERA L & X
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FIEHIE O FELRTR O/ T, K TEOHERILEETMUI A~ DRt ¥ X 2iE0M L b
AHADI &, TTLRBABICEESBELARTHA v FEECREL T X BRESEZ~O
BEEMCERES 2 LI 5N T, BEFEE L LTOmBLMD A b L BB L1z
TR OWURE LT BL0EEZ bh, &5 L AOEINCS LTkt ofis k2o
ERE B Ned b2l bW bITHD, —Ji5 =~ — L E25=~» —REDOHE X
T ETRERBEOIRKRBEIA AU LTk, LM oEENLL LHENZRB0£ L
WNEDRBIZEENRTWB L ELRS,

LIAT, 4 VIFEECKEOTLSD ) DEBORE U5 A) HROB2HOEE (b
HP1E) REALCHHEL, FMCHEIEREEKEYRET 2 BB OREY TRENRE]
(economic holding) & B\ ik TFKHEAFAH] (family holding) & ST 5P, Z (2
BHoO®E) —(FFE (REFE) —if ERMIRAL2000 € —) o 3B AL Lic AL M.
Khusro ffigHic g, £EFEOREFENEEBEIII0~15=2—-3~THo®, &iud,
H T E R D 70 580~90% D LR BRI RN /-3, oML efE040~50%ic
TER BENREERY 5 =~ b —ETD T L, fok 219505 (LI D & EE D MU R EE
LT &L OMIT 20 TR EE Uin EBbh B, ThTL7k60% DEEN IEREFEEH
BEEIZBL, O LDAEEIINS ThHb, L LI DI LIREE L CHiuc B liE s L
AU, BHOERO KRS SEFEIE AL LOBRBIC S 5 & LR ER L, REREOZRHE
LAETLMBIL DS LT ThH D, S, 1950FROBELEEORRIIFE LTRENRZOBED
B L DL D THo oo 7ob 21E, KON Raj OEENT X4, 1949—50%E BE £51958—594F fF
¥ COLEEFEOHEMMSITBHE IT0E V€~ Tho 722’ TD35.3%% L B0 ¥~ Ean
BARADD 3B TERCETEEB (30.0=— 7 — M EOBMEOREMEEERE wislo
Thote @ S Co Gupta 2EHI210.0 =~ ~ L LOBRBEOBRRTCZ OWMNGDIEEA L
LEBLDLRTHE LTS W F- G Rosen O Cix, 1950—514F FE2 51960—61
FEEETOMCEENELEET (194849 EIHE) 434651 & — 255 BIVfEL € ~1236% f#
VT B, 16=— 2 — R OBII270E A € — D BIBUEA € —1230%, 15=— 5 — Ll LD
IE164[E N € — s B2U0EA €~ ~NEA6B WML T B, L hA A, BURFOMEEIATEE 2 LR
Brlors LETMEERBERO—RAEELTUAHILRELORETHLMNTERTED, #
TR LORRHEECHET ABUNRER L, LMRE R & SR OZISE R
EEOMHBIRGR S D, BRETFHAGFTEOZEH OEIE I RBE L IRE £ 2366%, FHAEG
HEA6Y, NRBREELY Lico TR Y, FEBEOFEIIIHE, BREE, REFOFE 2O
TLHbRhB &, EOIC/MEBIZREILRI L - E LKL, Lichis TED DRI S
BASEDZISEMNE oo TV B T EHRE LT 5,

—77, EEEHE LD 5 ERROFBARERE Y B EECESH T~ LIBREE 2 B
LCEEIEERZ META & T EREFIROUMYOBEE L E > o OB EEBET LY
Fel, BEABILEBLAYRBENEAL vAAs Pibeb Lafihs ol T TIBEOREM
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AEPHOEEORT L2 H THID, LE-LENR L OCEBRAHIRICIL R b ORI
PEDWE et C B MAYEREFORFCE B L5 AHEEECEHBEDRNMIEE LI LV X
5o 853K 5 HEFTER MO AR EEC EDINC D X B EIEA I ORIR & FE SR O BT
W LEBRICETE LT, A ¥ FBRS RO 4 %5 0 G5 HE 31T B AR RR B R OB SR
FERRET B EE LI, LHBEREEMWCERS LT, SSRGS (3P 5 Package
District Programme) O FE&aHiLE LicEE NEMATERD [HIRIG] 2ITH Lo LA
LIRDBATE TH o 7o, ‘ o

25 LI RBOR OB B ERE, BB OSSRy —@il Lood, BEEE
FETIOE LI —~E OB A EZMTTHH 5 2 LIBRETERLVD, ThANENRKETDERD &
WSR2 lcEENOM LD 5 200k, EROREBBOMBELET ik, TOBURRIEZ
HZREBRBOUBCLHAEINZTHES ),

(2] BEEREOFEIHEK

TTHSIEOA v FOLMEEE & EEME 0BT 5 S TOELE T b & Te B
KU, MU REE s U TV IMERIE © LB OB 7o R T T Ui b L <
B b i BY, BHLRE OBB IS A OBt <, BB L e RBE O L
PEFELTWDZ ETH Do £ LCLORMEDRK T I £ 5 FIBEOBIROMER M L1
BB LS, EROEHFTECES SMERE LG T, FheidEs c{EET, LMD
il s e o Lic, £& LCERYEC X 2@EBELLUET5 [HiEhEHE] 7
WL TECHHE] OB D D, LB OB O BB i B EE O L+
HHEFINENTR LIEIORE O LxE- EHVESTTBW, Licddis T, a8l
DPHEZC ] 525 2 & o TERRNAMFTE LXMW TS Z L% 5 foos fo g0 B R
FTET T, FBEBR DA v FOMEMEE MW T 5o, ACHHEOR—RIICE F
NCHB 20o0FEBEAEN L CHHTHRERDEN, CoRKET7—~23Z1LL, &
TR OFEERAE CHBENCEREFRAL S 513 &by,

PRI v — v 8 MR I AR ETZRE O PR © 54 2R Lt DTH S
7%, 19404 > H19614E ORI20FE B KEEF B I X 2BE OB XL LAKT L, F3/IMER X
ORBMEE N ML T Do Likcdis T, MBI Lo T, FHREL LHtpraBk
DT EBEORMPEIE X EHR S h, LhoitE L HHEOS M OERIIMS Shiesd, ThT
L 7o B RN HFTE SRS ELY LD ST S TR D TH b £ LTS &
R Es A 2 s BEAD LTV B BN O BT L IE IR Tl R R P8 OFELIT R /8
THDHECZBIESD o L LIEAD, B VI ~ADZ 5 LIcKREFERBOM T £ —ik

B EREIN . R, Dy B e TI5F v TIXERED L DI LB T
BRI L, 58IMERS LUFEEBIEM LTV 5, ZLTHF I~ v —) —FElkic &
> TZDOFEFEC R CIFIBHE LD —HBTREN T LD TH D, Ioid, Wilics
W CISECTER L O AT, ISR Ko CLEEREOFE IR B HIERAN L KX
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REERZET OIS &T, TRET TR X 5 e bR EOHIREEOERMY b,
b Mic o THRERFETCHSD LBbI D,

19614 & v AT LA, ¥ B%EOBEL3148H AT, HHEHISIT AL A5 LcEER
EAOEEDIB% % Ld T B0, UTERIERE OFEIREEIC L 5 38583 O LRI
KD LR ThHDHo ZORTETERINDLORIELETETHB IR LD 2ERAY E%
314.15% THBH, MBNCH D Ll ) RELEEXELTE Y, ILEEEREFTIRIS=
—H — B U THEOIERIC ORTEDRRL ER LTWBIET, Yy &N e T 7F—va,
RFEIY e T F T Ya, TV T e F5F—~va, U v yO#EMNCIH0=— Lo
BICIZIZR0R BT E, HDBVIEFREZ 2T b I BN VF— A Tir30=— 4 —Bl E,
Eon— AT =—n—HEk, 2LTr—335, =85 —ATRS =~ - EORKCERY
EE O R AREF B INCEELL G LEBELTWS, 2D &L, Yy &) TIFF~vallD
WTOEREN DLW O L 51, BRERBOIKL L LTEAREOREN G > T 5 2
ERMEBINTR LT b, L LMD, SEFDEOLORERENG MERFH L ARBE, £
®ﬁ¥ﬁ51*%*%ﬁGEﬁK%¢LTé@@%m%,51~W—Xﬁ@%m%TMéC%L
TW5 & LFFEIT, o kil oS @R A E o R A BB T <
WLt T b THIIEERE L LRKRBENFSEIOFEAN e A KB O RAE 72
Weied, &b, TRELTVWAZ LRI L TR Y, WSl a0 #iE
SNBEREOURO—IE LRTLDTH D, Ik, #vPr—7, F=V4rAZ—V, <
FhY e TIF—va, SO F—b, =n—F=a tT, T-VFEF T35 v DM
TR 16= ~ 5 — DL E BB BET HEIEP LT 505, ThbDMO-HgEE DER
HLEEIND I, [EPRENEERPL EORMENBERECELLTWSL0EELDL
NI,

Z O CRIEE DD, F X COBEFWHEOEHBTH DI, H 1 ks X0 2 kB8
EORBR Y LDEMEYLRIUL, 1 V FERCRT 2EF B~ BREMETh DD
LR, WA ERERYER LR RO HIBERTH 2 0B WA LB A 5, ETHEY
B SR 0L0% U LR LMA A LTk D, FEROEESHRERNLFE LT 19 Bk, &<
TS WBEDOT0% L % Ld AEREMS (casual labourer) (X170H 30 LT &/l 08
BRBEIEEIE <, STHGTEBL0Z U ERBTh 5. ABKITIEHEDO0%% 2 2, Al
HLEBRAOHEICEL T D 25 LICERBCII 5 T 7 BRI B 2% 8 0%
BRI OBERGHMAFA LT 23T TH Do 2 THV I 2 DOBREFHHEIMEAHEN
EFRILDZOT, CORTTEEFHEORNNT L2 Y 7 — b ~DOHHL DA EHT B O
m%ﬁf@é#mhaéyﬂ%ﬁﬂ@4ﬁi,—bfui%k%#¥ﬁm%@w?ﬁ$zfu5

b Do Y, MBI CILE IR (attached labourer) #MMIML, B4WELL LABWNS
{72 TR I ETHDo ST TR Lo X S ITh A EECKENBTHIED DI
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RENDLOEFELLOMAMDSECARE, BHRIEESHE (e —2 MEHE) & 0B
X THLDEEEECBREEFHLIMEREZRC L TR0 TH LW, BEFHEITT
7o, MO 1 v FEN ORRRBIRCII A BINERNERS BB OBFE LTV B &, »WE
EMT = FEE LT B 0, BIBRD & 5 ITHERBIRE » — A P EEC—EOHBGREH D = &
oL ToHERNIR L 5 & SEHEMER, BEFHEHETLIMHE D LHEE X 3 ERE
o EROBIHERTO50T, SBbike v F o —EESEHEDRHLS%, FiE/IMEED
5L TRV UIEES —A POBRTLOBRTWA LEELHRH®,

ML T, A4 v FEEC KT 5 RBEESHREL, BOHER LITEEHEORIES Tt
L2l AEERRANEL, & HIFERORBIG MG THR DIk 0 Lick
[BaELTN520~25>— 5~ BEEC UTHRENKRE LB Licti» T, HARE LTHRENR
(R EIR LERT, LA EEE Lo oHEBIREHL LT 5 BEREOEN D
Y E It T B b0 EBbhb, &5 LickERRAERER, BB v FEEORIHK
#EHEL, EENBRORMICIs T05 2 ERBETER . £EHERAERLS v v Fic
Ihur, EEERED 1 REESEEIL. U=—p -2 TE, 20=— 5~ E2B=— 5 —F3
TUE2.55= ~ 3 —, 25~30=—» BB -C3.2l=—» —, 30~50=— » — B T4.12— » —,
50=—H~LLEOHBTL 5¥<8.06—~»~THHHEENLLLW LR L 512, HAml
SLOREIREIRTRE BT, KEEOBHLRBE A bF LI RBEBEEE T o &, k
R OLEREBIFR L MEBAR CIlin o F o BEFBEOENAFE T EES — BRI BEEED
B e ORI E AR Lo b LTk D, 72 OFRMEEBB L RE 2« R ig « 5%
PC 3 B HGA « SRS LOMIER b AL TV 50THE® s Licis T, BEAN, MK
B R, BEPARETEFHE R ORI AL L BEREC OV THLP LA TMERERE L D b1k s2c
BRI BT b bbd, COBE=—» o) OEEETHR LT LLEMIET -
T DL, KEEREOHBME LV S —RGBEICIF T NELETOMBETH D L\ 2 L 5®,
ElXvo Th, &5 LEBERE ORI T A EBNEAHIXERINC LBFENCAH THE 2T
DOFRENTEL LG AT, F U TmEuESR b a2 528 MR BT B IEHHERE
DFENEEDE BT LEHE— TR DTH S, 19655F 101 v FEFIUTH L AR, &
EWELRBEBEVOBELGSOL LT, FERBCED o, BEFoEEEBRL T
I TEA LT E B EEMEECH T L BhBEAESE « ERED DR ERBOM
#Eaiiie L, BERSBIREMEC X 520 b0 UGEORFE X BRKINC T v FEECESF S
BEDETEHLDTHo 1o TTLOHRILBELEECH HLIL LD TV D L5 THED,
R L BRB L LTLREIRALDEL DI B R LR DTHHW, T LTMHT
BB OB ERR, SR, BEFBELSRBEBOITABETER T ETHEL,
& RS ST OEA SRk T, R AWER Y- A TR A -2y VIR (ol
=) WRWTI6HERD BEC T TR ARt ERER, < F 57— ATRRFEI0RD % v &
a —AHRE (R v F AT ) R ABRRESED X SR LICEE L » TR LT
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VDo LA & BafaE o BB O REAR T 40 F T O BT O X 1 s HEE R TH - 1o
EEAMEE TR, RS S L SEEREES S LRI R, LA L ) — BRI
BIROEEY 5 1T\ BB FEOSSMELCREFBETHS < LI LR LTI

o Binus
° (1968.9,10)

- C#E)

(1) Fezif, #3- ‘/5?*;'—"1) — B DI OWT, FOBEERAE LTS B. Sarveswara Rao, The eco-
nomic and social effects of Zamindari abolition in “Andhra, Delhi, : 1963; /MEERICOWTIL
V."M. Dandekar and G. J. Khudanpur, Working of Bombay Tenancy Act, 1948; report of
investigation; M. B. Desai, Report of an enquiry into the working of Bombay Tenancy and
Agricultural Lands Act, 1948 (as amended upto 1953) in Gujarat (excluding Baroda
District) %5 ;

(2) Govt. of India, Planning Commission, Reports of the Committees of the Panel on Land Reforms,
pp. 99—110.

(3) FEL <k Grigory Kotovsky, Agrarian reforms in India, New Delhi, 1964, pp. 83—97 R,

(4) Govt. of India, Planning Commission, Fourth Five Yem; Plan; a draft outline, p. 127.

(5) 19614 4 ABAEDHMMORIRIIABT =—» —, TO HBIH=— 3 ~ITEHTH 5o (Govt. of
India, Planning Commission, Progress of land reforms, p.‘ 21.)

(6 HIRMEEIRED 5 CTLETe b ORI OFYTRA ~04 BAVEA MBI L AL CH S 25, W15
DFEEERBI L 5000 T, ElTADS QXN Ch o B2 bhD, I
P, WY F—AOEEREL O LRI LTV B, (S. K. Basu and S. K. Bhattacharyya,
Land reforms in West Bengal, a study on implementation, pp. 50—82)

(7) Indian National Congress, o0p. cit., p. 21; Govt. of India, Planning Commission, Reports of the
Committees of the Panel on Land Reforms, pp. 100—101. 7x3s, EEAEMoRERETNEDBROHE
AREELEFRIBRR e\ LRI HO 3 f5 &\ 5 02 BHERRLO#ETH 5,

(8) FHTMoMERYIA (Farm Management Surveys, 1954-55~1956-57) IS\ THH LB DT,
HE TR 7 — Y P10~ ~, AYM10=—Hh—, TvRAL + FTI3F—=2a10x—h~—, B
YH—ATE T h o, RY DT BT S =, Y KT = A5 = — (BT T ~ Y K T
S5z—Jd1—, T¥TF~ATSE == —, RV Dy —~TWN=—D—, Dy i) » TITF—al5 =—%H
— IR T T — vV P 510~ — , BER Y = 15 e e, RV D - Ty Ty XL
FIF v 2 l0=—H—kigo T B, (AM. Khusro, An analysis of agricultural lands in India

by size of holding and tenure (cyclostyled), New Delhi, 1962, pp. 22—38, quoted in V. B.

Singh, Essays in Indian political economy, New Delhi, 1967, p. 192)
(9) K. N. Raj, “Some features of economic growth of the last decade in India”, Economic Weekly,
Vol. XIII, Nos. 5/7; Feb. 1961, quoted in Sulekh C. Gupta, “Some aspects of Indian agriculture

as revealed in recent studies”, Enguiry, No. 6; 1963, p. 46.
(10D Sulekh C. Gupta, ibid.
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1
a2

13)

a4

(16)

an

asy

a.

George Rosen, Democracy and economic change in India, p. 170.
Govt. of India, Committee on Plan Projects, Report of the Team for the Study of Community
Projects and National Extension Service, Delhi, 1957, Vol .11, p. 101.[@#km 51 Daniel and
Alice Thorner, Land and labour in India, pp. 14—20; C. Dube, India’s changing villages,
Ithaca, 1958, pp. 82—83; United Nations, Economic Commission for Asia and the Far East,
“Capital formation in Indian agriculture; a case study in Uttar Pradesh”, Economic Bulletin for
Asia and the Far East, Vol. XII, No. 2; Sept. 19681, pp. 29—44.
BB O HEHATREITI959E 1 Ao BRAHIR — 77 vk, REIHOTE (Lok Sabha)
12 X 2EEEH &4 olpRL (Village Cooperative Commonwealth) 384\ 5 Bl a BN H - 1z
b pnb by, MEREEHFLOREUII65F12ABIFE0128 4, 5575 4080 =—» — 10T EF, §
bAoA TEEEE U TIBREEERCELELmDEE LT s\ O TH B, (Govt. of India,
Ministry of Community Development and Cooperation, Report of the Committee of Direction
on Cooperative Farming, New Delhi, 1965, p. 155) # L CEOBoBEOEMIEM, B, M
THEtssh, HREEOBIIIEEII TV 7t by (Govt. of India, Planning Commission,
Fourth Five Year Plan; a draft outline, pp. 135—144) ‘
53 ¥k 5 HEEFHEER o BRI O TiL Govt. of India, Ministry of Food and Agriculture,
Reorientation of programmes of agricultural production, Delhi, 1965; —do—, Approach to agr-
icultural development in the Fourth Five Year Plan, Delhi, 1966; Planning Commission, Four-
th Five Year Plan; a draft outline %518,
FUNMEETEHEY 28=— 7 —, KI5 =— 2 — KMo ER L w583, BEDE R EOLE
DENRY Oy =T, DV h— e Y I, 1Y -l ETIRERC X - TEEY I8 KU
Bt s, (P.S.Sharma, “A study of the structural and tenurial aspects of rural economy
in the light of 1961 census,” Inilian Journal of Agricultural Economics, Vol. XX, No. 4;
QOct./Dec. 1965, pp. 56—60 (TableVl)
Ik, BETFHEHEOEEH DN, 1951 e vy AT — & LOIETIL 2751 T AMD 3148 HTAA~D
14.44% DRMETH DM, PHEHD M2 582G HARTI DKL« Lz - THHEBI00 A3
HEERIHET LA D AR - T3, (Govt. of India, Census of Inlia, 1961; paper no.
1 of 1962, Delhi, 1962, pp. 438—439)
551l 1002 OB C THREEEE ] 0ER\EBEEE, CITRRA AL T B 1
¥, BB TH Do ZOMIZ TR V. K. R. V. Rao ed., Agricultural labour in
India, Bombay, 1962 &£,
Govt. of India, Ministry of Labour and Employment, Agricultural labour in India; report on
the Second Enquiry, Vol. I All-India, Simla, 1960, p. 62.
Sulekh C. Gupta, India’s agrarian structure; a study in evolution, pp. 76—78; Daniel and Alice
Thorner, o0p. cit., pp. 21—38. 7o3 K. N. Raj WHHREE ©Z 5 Uik hak £k 5 3%
Ve RS ~OBETH B L LT B, (K. N. Raj, Indian economic growth; performance
and prospects, Delhi, 1965, p. 11)Z 5 LEBER L A AN THRB LI AR MO BEHTH 5,
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Q0 EBoTh, BERICHRE BIMATHEIR e LBSRBI R A 7 — ~ MR ORI LTI S B
BIEECHH LI 5 ETh Il TLAE 5 LIS & 2 Ladin & orkany, Buahy i that
MCER IR T ADTHED, COEX T v AL 753F — ¥ 2 0o FEC L - TIE L 1§
Ltz b o Baljit Singh, Next step in village India; a study of land reforms and group
dynamics (& W1 ~33) 135,

(21) Govt. of India, National Sample Survey, 16th round (July 1960—June 1961) No, 113: Tables
with notes on agricultural holdings in rural India, Delhi, 1967, p. 22 (Table 5)

(22) fo k20, HHENIEETH D, 1 v FIMESRTO [1961—624EE & BN Al - BERE] I,
FEFERM IO BICESHT FHELTMOR) 21T > T BRI AAD5.4%, ToRIZHE

ERRFFOThOTL.7%TH AN, LIMELED 17.1% ©%ic b L 1 Frv— L EoBEEREYH
T 5 EARTAHD66.0%, 5000/0 ¢ ~LL kD35.7% DR N82.4% % Lb T Ho (Reserve Bank
of India, “All-India rural debt and investment survey, 1961—62”, Reserve Bank of India
Bulletin, Vol. XIX, No. 6 June 1965, p. 818, Table VI-VI) —77, £&#HERRD 5 bAMBEZ
66.7% W biEL, MANETIHEIRGE LEEEI NN 047.1%, BUFFS X OBRMEAHE 154 %,
HIGEELEIL7Y, FTOME > Tbe (fbid,, Vol. XIX, No. 9; Sept, 1965, ;p. 1297, Table
(D)

(23) REEBEGHO 1RSI D, 1 =—» — % b DA FEYIE L FHHEC oV T A, M. Khusro,
“Returns to scale in Indian agriculture”, Indian Jowurnal of Agricultural Economics, Vol. XIX,
No. 3—4; July/Dec. 1964, pp. 51—80 %ZM, 7ak, MEEEM L AR L oBHICOWTE ALK
Sen, “Size of holdings and productivity”, Economic Weekly, Vol. XIV, No. 5—7; Feb. 1962 %%
& w CRZE kic D. Majumdar (Special number 1963),R. Agarwala (Apr. 11, 1964), K. Bardhan

(Aug. 22, 1964) o#tflE A. K. Sen 0[E% (Annual number, 1964; Apy. 2, 1964) 235 %,

(24) D. Thorner, “India’s new farms (I—IV)”, Statesman (Calcutta), Nov. 1—4, 1967.
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1k PRMEERIEELROEBIRK (19564) (BAL: 1007 x—%—)

FRI

JH woa SR B g 2 mrmpr O #iET
[@)) @ €)] @ [€)) 6> ¢P) @®

7 v ¥ — & 544 3.2 (6 1.6 (D  — - 32 ®
€A — b 450 4275 (95)  42.75  (95)  42.30  (94) 0.45 (D)
4 9 v ¥ 385 165 (43  16.56 (43  16.56 (4 —  —
F v o~ 4 711 12.82 (8  12.82  (18) l12.82 (18 —  —
495 —vaks 136 503 D 503 (3 503 @D — = —
# 5 F 109 360 @33 @ — - — —  3.60 (33
MRS 77— 83.4  51.71 (62)  51.71 (62)  5L.71 (62) — -
<F 4w eN=F5 k208  17.29 (58  16.99 (57  16.99 (57)  0.30 (D)
AR 77 151 574 @3 5.74  (38) 5.74 (38 — -
< K 5 — =2 386 7.2 (20  6.18 (16  6.18 (I16) 1.54 (4
NAF TNk 526 22.09  (42)  22.09  (42)  22.09 (42 — -
F o~ v K 5 407 13.02 (3 977 (24 895 (22) 4.07 (10D
v~ 4 v — w213 128 (6 128 6 = — — 1 ®
Nv vy~ 7 239 — - — — - - - =
5— vy As—r 883 5121 (58)  49.45 (56)  39.74  (45) 11.48 (13)
DoyEMeTITS 6 es24 (98 60.98  (84)  60.98 (80 7.6 (10D
R A 2 19.7 18.32 (93 18.32  (93) 18.32 (93>  — -

& th 719.6  340.63  (47)  321.30  (45)  307.41  (43) 33.22 (4

() -ZWiE %.

() Grigory Kotovsky, Agrarian reforms in India, New Delhi, 1964, p. 71 (Table 11D & D1E

M2k BENAFT— =Y v —F— VO LHFE RGO/ (AL : i —n—)

1948—49 (%> 1953—54 (%>
A 11,820 90.8 11,692 91.0
1+ — & H 1.198 9.2 1,152 9.0
% % 13.018 100.0 12,842 100.0
2N BS) i 1,420 10.9 1,371 10.7
5 £ H 1,052 8.1 1,143 8.9
& H Hh 58 0.4 52 0.4
B # fF 10,488 80.6 10.276 80.0
4 17 13.108 100.0 12.842 100.0

CGHFD A. M. Khusro, Economic and social effects of Jagirdari abolition and land reforms in
Hyderabad, Hyderabad, 1958, p. 65 (Table 18)
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B3E VosN e TP a0 LMEENORA AR (951—52EE) (HAL: =—H—)

1 & ON® % H® %

{%
DA B H 7,436,701 16.55  11,089.25 20.06
2 ég%"iaggvﬁéﬁﬂ 931,232 2.07 2,119.87 3.83
D RFA B TRIEE 671,545 1.49 - & = -
O KRBRFE BT BB 2,191 — ' — —
5) B s M FS N 7E B 821,748 1.83 : — —
6) 7 U FOBERANER 7,409 0.02 — —
DS\ ON E OB 12,576,638 27.99 17,900.92 32.38
S H# W N OB 18,939,407 - 42.15 18,473.12 33.42
DIk KB\ N EE 448,069 1.00 : 43884 0.79
10K 5 Mmoo 1,973,923 4.39 2.772.02 5.01
W W B’ fF 736.779 1.64 2,043.23 3.70
12) #k i 4 5 389,108 0.87 445.62 0.81
4 1k 44,934,750 100.00 55,282.87 100.00

() (a) Annual U. P. land revenue administration report » 0DHH, (b) 1948—49~1950—514F

Eo 3 EHoFE,
HFT) Baljit Singh and Shridhar Misra, 4 sludy of land reforms in Uttar Pradesk, Calcutta,

1964, p. 26 (Table No.1)

AR Vosn e TIF—va O IMBERORB U G =~ )

TR & N0 % HOom R %
7 - 1 &y - 15,118,697 33.28 22,599.42 36.95
S S 29,952,635 65.92 37,954.03 62.05
O T - 362,961 0.80 611.44 1.00
4 *® 45,434,293 100.00 61.164.89 100.00

() ARtk X OB OERT1957—58~1950—60E B DI, MK DML AR (Board of
Revenue) OHMY - A HIBEHN DM,
(377 Baljit Singh and Shridhar Misra, A study of land reforms in Uttar Pradesh, p.121
(Table No. 20)
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853 BNFHOREER (1950—51480) (%

B Ry B % e
BHBEE AP - — 2% &k

dgE Al & 53R
B o ¥ B 24.9 24.6 14.0 14.8 28.8 21.7 100.0
M i B 22.2 27.2 15.2 15.2 30.4 20.2 100.0

) &4 v 27 (ERRED oMbt iEs <,

()  Govt. of India, Ministry of Labour, Rural manpower and occupational structure; report of
the First Agricultural Labour Enguiry (P F RMOS: U T8|H), Delhi, 1954, pp. 8-9,
504-505 & O {ERK.

HeR LHRA OHEFNARBHEERO S (1950—S514E ) (%>

M B AME A o el
7 b A - A 79.3  20.0 0.7 | ¥ - W 7 29.7 66.3 4.0
E N - N 10.8  84.7 4.5 | & Y v ¥ 89.2 7.0 3.8
K g ~ 4 73.7 26.6 0.1 {»¢ v v x» = 7 693 30.1 0.6
¥+ v 5 — ¥ =2 b F 51.8 47.9 0.3 | P E P S U 73.4 26.0 0.6
71 v F 77.0 22.2 0.8 Yy RN e TIF~a 215 77.8 0.7
v F 4 Y - FIF~va 202 701 07 [T O~ v A -~ N 22.3 743 3.4
v 5 4 - NX—-35 L+ 702 27.0 2.8 | U x v A —sHLI—N 77.9 19.7 2.4
F - N - 0 90.0 9.6 0.4 7 — ¥ % A K — 427 50.2 7.1
e 7 - 17,”2 o843 15.5 0.2 |'7 o b - o 36.0 58.6 5.4
‘Z»f/'r 4‘?" 7TV 8.7 11.1 ().2. ;zz;——/:—ﬂ/ I~ 65.8 33.8 0.4
4 F 7 - A 78.3  20.1 1.6
AN A FH -5~ F 842 148 1.0
< 4 Y —_ s 85.3 14.0 0.7 4 4 v K 56.8 41.3 1.9

(D) Govt. of India, RMOS, p. 521 (Appendix VI, Table 9) x DHh,

7 B R F R O T BB (19614

1

¥ PR - FATENR HNTH % ol IREEAE |

|

!

8,554,821 831,010 592,400 3,729,176 13,707,407 |
(62.4 6.1 4.3 27.2) (100.0)

GE) trH A« F—4R & BDMBEE. FRNTERIEBETEOL, BEFDER [Tof) O
HreaEhTnd, o W%,
(W)  Govt. of India, Census of India, 1961, Vol. I: India, Part III: Household economic
tables (i1) (PAF COIHET (4i)x L THIH), Delhi, 1964, pp. 18-19 (Table B-X)
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HB8E  THMRE OMERINABIBHERSE (0 & L UPHITR (a) o457 (19614) (BN (%)

" J A k1 ST N (2 B’ & 17
(b (@ (h (@) h @)
S R A iy 2 58.21 53.06 7.90 7.05 33.89 39.89
A 51.66 51.40 13.76 9.77 34.58 38.83
ARSI S 88.96 89.01 3.87 2.55 7.17 8.44
Yoy BN e TITF~n 89.53 91.39 3.22 1.69 7.25 6.92
TF A4 FIF~va 80.21 80.09 5.55 3.28 14.24 16.63
15 ~ -~ W 67.82 67.82 7.35 7.35 24.83 24.83
=) Y v ¥ 77.83 78.09 4.89 2.87 17.28 19.04
Fi I 65.64 65.05 13.34 10.18 21.02 24.77
F oo ¥ - A 62.91 65.37 15.39 9.36 21.70 25.27
g 2 % 3 o~ b 86.54 86.67 4.07 2.62 9.39 10.71
TN =5 ~2ab 3 78.49 77.31 7.29 3.84 14.22 18.85
A R S S T 78.98 76.68 6.28 3.68 14.74 19.64
- 4 v = 70.47 67.38 10.11 4.84 19.42 27.78
v - 3 5 54.90 42.79 32.53 34.72 12.57 22.49
= F 3 - =z 76.21 78.08 10.96 6.64 12.83 15.28
& A4 v Fo@ 76.86 77.59 7.66 4.22 15.48 18.19
GE) (@) BRCOWTRHRBFEEHESS TN TW 525, SHIER TR, 3IAGROFE LD T 2
FEERC X » TEELR,

(#47) P. S. Sharma, “A study of the structural and tenurial aspects of rural economy in the
light of 1961 census”, Indian Journal of Agricultural Economics (PF IJAE » L T38|
F13, Vol. XX, No. 4; Oct./Dec., 1965, p. 49 (Table 1)

(&%) Govt. of India, COIHET (i), (i), Table B-XI.

BOE Vos e TIF—LallRBIIBF I~ &~ ) —HOBERNS (1951—524E8)

- ] - : B Lo

" ” ‘ r H Hh Bl B H B EEHI(9)
TR R S CONNR S Sl (RO S
& — (%) A 2= (%) e g -

5 =—%—Ki 2,869(66.11) 3.722.86(4.94) 2,369(81.55) 2.,590.18(21.04) 82.52 69.58

5 — 10 455(10.48)  3.,534.98(4.69) 251(8.64) 1,815.54(14.74) 55.16 51.36
10 — 25 434(10.00)  6,948.92(9.22) 199(6.85) 2.935.60(23.85) 45.85 42.25
25 — 50 292( 6.73) 10,328.23(13.70) 57(1.96) 2,194.99(17.83) 19.52 21.25
50 — 100 145( 3.34) 10,378.16(13.76) 20(0.69) 1,369.72(11.13) 13.79 13.20
100 — 200 79C 1.82) 10,977.31(14.56) 8(0.28) 1,123.47( 9.13) 10.13 10.23
200 — 500 45( 1.04) 13,323.59(17.67)

500 — 1000 18( 0.41) 12,277.03(16.28) 1€0.03)  280.05( 2.27) 1.52 0.95

1000 —» — DI E 3C 0.07)  3,909.00(5.18)

& & 4,340(100.00) 75.400.08(100.00) 2,905(100.00> 12,309.55(100.00) 66.94 16.33 |

() M OFER IS <,
(B#)  Baljit Singh and Shridhar Misra, A study of land reforms in Uttar Pradesh, pp. 28,
33-34 (Table Nos. 2, 4, 5) X DERK.
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102 MR OHERINAERIBERAHE® . (19614
Al P EHER(D) N 1E B (%) FENHENRED) & Kk (D
FTURS e FITF—va 116,829 (72.99) 25,406 (15.87) 17,827 (11.14) 160.062 (100.00)
7 v ¥ o~ A 86,498 (63.73) 27.163 (20.01) 22,065 (16.26) 135,726 (100.00)
5 N — Y 221,944 (63.35) 128,409 (36.65) - — 350,353 (100.00)
y v ¥ 7~ b 67,147 (86.14) 8,760 (11.24) 2,046 ( 2.62) 77,953 (100.00)
DN RN A i 7,829 (68.59) 2,611 (22.88) 973 ( 8.53) 11,413 (100.00)
i - 5 5 90.205 (68.78) 40,939 (31.22) — — 131,144 (100.00)
TFAY e SIF~Va 48,802 (81.12) 7,878 (13.10) 3,480 ( 5.78) 60,160 (100:00)
- K 3 -~ =2 79,029 (76.75) 20,856 (20.74) 3,090 ( 3.00) 102,975 (100.00)
TN—F —va bF 103.837 (77.47) 23,571 (17.59) 6,617 ( 4.94) 134,025 (100.00)
v 4 v - 53,490 (66.62) 17,896 (22.29)  '8,904 (11.09) 80,290 (100.00)
* ) v + 81,151 (78.94) 15,392 (14.96) 6,283 ( 6.10) 102.826 (100.00)
A 17,368 (52.14) 10,917 (32.77) 5,028 (15.09)  33.313 (100.00)
G o= Y oy AR - 65,672 (94.12) 3,179 ( 4.56) 923 ( 1.32) 69,774 (100.00)
Yy RN e FTF—a 76,985 (88.70)  9.247 (10.65) 565 ( 0.65) 86,797 (100.00)
IR S B 17 71,432 (70.23) 22,004 (21.63) 8,281 ( 8.14) 101,717 (100.00)
4 4 v F® 1,203,236 (72.37) 370,761 (22.30) 88,671 (5.33) 1,662,668 (100.00)

(B (@) 196142 v 4 202, 5% HTIR I Ik <, ke (Tribal Area) OHEHI G ENin,
(b) R EY &5,
(Hi)  Govt. of India, Census of India, 1961, Vol. I. India, Part XI-A(Z): Land tenures in
India (PI'F COILTI » LUTHIfE), Delhi, 1966, p. vii (Table 1) X ©¥ER%,

HB11E I P ERE O e 3 B HERIN A RIS (196148 (%>
cmimg R EE L

S0 SR AL R B (SE ] 1
RIS b o PR BT BE D g 4

Pl g T £ o HE D

SRR R v ‘f fE

& _E 4 UN::S B : = 5

I 2 1~ Fel L A i)
7 =Y K5« F35F—va 100.00 85.11 — — 3.66 0.9 10.27 — @ —
¥ w» ¥  ~ A 100.00 62.83 — 7.17 0.30 27.08 0.37 2.25 —
e N ~ . 100.00 70.04 —  27.84 0.87 0.75 0.4 —  0.06
¥y ¥ % 5 —~ h 100.00 68.41 26.61 1.71 0.70 1.31 0.0 —  1.26
Doy v A— -« HY T~ 100.00 85.46 — 5.2  — 7.87  0.66 —  0.77
2 F 4% 75 F—va 10000 — 77.11 19.30 0.11 1.67 1.31 —  0.50
< F 3 -z 100.00 79.97 ~— — 17.45 0.60 1.98 — —
v N~ F — ¥ a b5 100.00 92.67 — 4.43 1.24  1.57 — —  0.09
< 4 v — 4 100.00 95.85 — - 1.3 2.13  0.09 — @ —
# Y v ¥ 100.00 84.50 — 6.54 5.50 1.09 2.00 0.34 0.03
% v v —  F 100.00 99.10 — — — 0.90 — R —
5 — U x A & ~ » 100.00 84.10 — 7.69 0.0l 2.40 0.05 — 5.75
Yoy AN e PS5 F —va 100.00 — 37.09 59.59 2.99  0.33 — —
o~ v # — s 100.00 96.13 — 2.02 0.17 1.35 0.11 —  0.22
5 Y ~ 100.00 98.98 — — — 0.20 — — 0.8
Lw—F 4V FIF—~a 100.00 — 93.72 3.92 0.25 1.34 — - 0.77
& 4 v K 100.00 71.00 7.86 12.77 2.75  3.22  1.56 .0.26 0.58

() 19614 2 4 A O2. ST, MPHBROHKIHILE Thisv. &1
bASTWDE, 7—7 5 QFEHEOREEN DBRAIh TS,

(A Govt. of India, COILTI, p. xii (Table V.3)
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H12E W BT S 1 =—H — Y b OER®

AN B ER ANV N
M E) e B S R U
Rs. AP. Rs. A. P. Rs. A. P. Rs. A. P.  Hpelpedsd)
7w ¥ — & 5130 6—
CGRACH R A Hiis) { ’gﬁhfﬁﬁéi) HABEHDL;
(ﬂ\ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁtﬁ&’ﬁ)
TN H = 3—15—0 8—3—0 ~ 2—1—0 7—3—0
(Howrah) (Bankura)
o N 2—15—9  7—8—0 0—8—6 HEFER L HEEYDL;
S 0—15—10 1—15—3 0—7—0 26—9-—9 —
7—0—0® CREAD EEEYO
MR NIy
£ U v # 2—12—0  18~0—0 —_ — HEE 03¢

(Ganjam) (Sambalpur)

s =7 - B,
oA M 5—8—6 7—1—2 1—15—0 8—3—2
(Audh Ot (Agra ©k{\
HAMERD BT

) (@ 1vE—=167 v =644 ¥ —, (DR T~ VHHEFELHEAMOEINC L IET L ¥ 1 D
— U — B OMBEH. VI -2~ ) —/MEROEREBEHAR I VE~14T v F Lo TS

(449> Indian National Congress, Report of the Congress Agrarian Reforms Committee, New
Delhi, 1949, p. 38.

135 H?"Jﬁﬁﬁf’dfﬁwr (1959605 EFEFHD (B : v —)

M O p . i o

D ik b D (%)
P 5T Foa 3.50 188.23 1.86
7 D 2 - N 4.52 370.87 1.22
N 3.61 18683 1.93
Lo e &
- 53 2.89 521.56 0.55
T F LY T IF— 2.40 125.29 1.92
<~ ¥ 5 - = 2.93 338.92 0.87
4 4 Vi ~ W 1.60 167.41 0.96
F Y B H 1.39 208.21 0.67
N Y e = T 2.55 175.83 1.45
g - T oy AR o~ 2.13 84.41 2.52
Yoy AN FIF—a 4.98 199.88 2.49
o N o~ 3.88 348.84 1.11

B (@) MM 3D <1960—618E R, (DY v I—1+, (€) wn—F—~va b I,

CHFD  MAEEHMAREEETY National Council of Applied Economic Research, Agricultural income
by States, 1960—61, New Delhi, 1963, p.30 (Table2), #fi4fic o+ Tt Kedarnath
Prasad, The economics of a backward region in @ backward country; a case study of Bihar
in relation to other States of India, Calcutta, 1967, Vol. 1, p. 418 (Table No. 211)
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Ml BB - JEREUTIR O Sk

CBEE 10075 4 €

1951 —52 1957 —58

B B e = Bs B ElHE
1. NNP CHBEE)  99.753.1  50.226.6  49,526.5 113,957.3  52,828.6  61,028.7
2. i B AR B % 6.930.5 2,275.7 4,654.8  12,727.7 2.414.5 = 10,313.2
3. R Mol #H 3,112.5 1,949.8® - 1,162.7 7.037.5 2,050.8®  4,986.7
4. B M oB & 2,724.5 1,421.7  "1,302.8 1.963.7 716.5 .. 1.247.2
5. REb%eE G- 388.0 528.1 —140.1 5,073.8 1,334.3  3.739.5
6. B BB = 2.062.0 482.5 1,440.5 1.144.2 302.6 841.6
7. BB OB OB 4,206.0 854.0 3.352.0  10.764.0 1,698.0 . 9,066.0
8. BUREELRE (6-7) —2.283.0 —371.5 —1,911.5 —9.619.8 —1,395.4 —8§,224.4
9. IELRHEARGHS)  —~1,895.0 156.6 —2,051.6 —4.,546.0 ~61.1 —4,484.9
10, BUWIEEARUBR ™D 6.817.0 1,710.5 5,106.5  11.455.8 3.030.4 8,425.4
W Rl % 6.817.0  3.432.4 3.384.6° 11.455.8  5,310.9  6.,144.9
12. B 4 EQ0-1D 0 ~—1.,721.9 1,721.9. ' 0. \_N—:Zz‘;zso.s 2,280.5
13. # 4 ¥ (9+12) -—1.895.0 —1,565.3 ~329.7 —4,546.0 —2,341.6 —2,204.4
4. # o A AR 1.895.0 4,546.0

() (@) BREFEHEMoE. O BUEH 2 BINIFEOZM, TN COEER—ME » BRAFRENL
B < —VRBUBARIC ) 5 H SRS U € FERE GRTD WBPINEA &R, MR BNRE
LTS OMBREIIHEEA L IR LR Eh w5,
(iB7) United Nations, Economic Commission for Asia and the Far East, Economic suruey of
Asia and the Far East, 1964, Bangkok, 1965, p. 67 (Table II-A-3) k& D{ERK,

155 AMEMEI & B M Mo BiE

o fiti} b " T Hi

2l Goso 5 Caguo= M Goto 5 Goo0=
y v X 3 - 462 1,408 ox v oA# - — 800
eA—=F—valb3 618 1,674 7 z¥z ;;ﬁzi:; 33 202
Y Y e - T 22 147 5 — 29 39
<F A% TIF—a 358 - ERTT RN TIToY oy 28
Ty RNV TITF~a 1,500 2,000 K DR 7 10 12

(D) Govt. of India, Planning Commission, Fourth Five Year Plan; a draft odtline, Delhi,

1966, p. 126.
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;ek EHCGELSHEAED EEOEL %

Fr A f&  # GESE/AMEHRD

1 B
-~ 1959—60 1953—54 1959—60 1953—54
1T 5 — i 75.07 71.55 24.93 28.45
1.00 — 2.49 81.18 73.36 18.82 -26.64
2.50 — 4.99 83.48 74.95 16.52 25.05
5.00 — 7.49 85.36 78.01 14.64 21.99
7.50 — 9.99 86.42 79.71 13.58 20.29
10.00 —14.99 88.06 81.53 11.94 18.47
15.00 —29.99 88.92 81.11 11.08 18.89
30.00 —49.99 89.87 79.78 10.13 20.22
50— 7 — Pl 92.33 82.16 7.67 17.84
& Ik 87.47 79.66 12.53 20.34

B @ HEMENER Y EHvMEROE S &,

(P Govt. of India, National Sample Survey (PIF NSS B|F), 8th round, No. 30: Report on
land holdings (2), Delhi, 1960, p.21 (Table 5.6); NSS, 16th round, No. 113: Tables
with notes on agricultural holdings in rural India, Delhi, 1967, p.26 (Table7) X »{ERR,

PEITE ANA 75— KO PHRE DZAL CHSf, : Bt — 77 —)

1948—49 (%) 1953—54 %> EiE (B

1. ¥ % — ¥ — v H#1 .
D BE & B O H 62,437 (83.3) 71,268 (86.4) 14.1

2) b e H 10,793 (14.4) 9,816 (11.9) —-9.1
D 4k AN E MW 1.724 (2.3 1,402 (1.7 —18.7
O & % 74,954  (100.0) 82,486  (100.0) 10.0
2.5 4+ 7 — = — #1

DOHE T O oM 12,896 71.9) 14,351 (78.5) 11.4
2) Ik 1E Hi 3,871 (21.6) 2,871 15.7 —25.8
3D A KON fE W 1.165 (6.5 1,060 (5.8) —9.0
O & N 17,922 (100.0) 18,282 (100.0) 2.0

(A A. M. Khusro, Economic and social effects of Jagirdari abolition and land reforms in
Hyderabad, pp. 71—74 (Table 22—25) & OH{ERR.

18 IANA 7T —/N— FIND1954—55E I BT B e MER (195145) oMifroZEl (%)

; ReE LHE AR eEl K&
= e AL EMBA Gy WRL mpl €O
Uy —F Vi 45.39 12.42 17.83 5.58 0914 12
549 —= 3 61.38 19.69 6.39 0.79 6.65 4.86

(Y A, M. Khusro, Economic and social effects of Jagirdari abolition and land reforms in
Hyderabad, p. 40 (Table 8)



BI9E AL RN AMY D v T — MU ORCEIEREBITR T 0L (%>

1945 1946 1947 1948 1949 1950 1951 1952 1953
—46  —47 —48 —49 --50 —B1  —52  —B3 = —54
1. 4% bo—1—H®
D H £ 16.6 15.3 15.0 18.0  18.1 15.9  17.7 17.9  20.4
2 OB % W 0.6 0.6 1.8 1.2 1.0 0.7 1.4 1.7 2.2
3D g 82.8 8.1 83.2 8.8 8.9 8.4 8.9 80.4 77.4
49 & f& 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
2. JESA Y bU—Yy i
D H 4.1 6.1 9.2 12.0 16.2 14.8 13.7 13.6  14.4
2 B W 9 W 3.2 2.1 2.0 2.0 3.0 3.5 3.2 3.2 4.8
3 K £ 92.7 91.8 88.8 8.0 80.8 81.7 83.1 83.2  80.8
4 & f 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0  100.0

(E) (@) finBHEC R EHE A L Tuin e,

(HFT) M. B. Desai, Report of an enquiry into the working of Bombay Tenancy and Agricult-
ural Lands Act, 1948 (as amended upto 1953) in Gujarat (excluding Baroda Dis-
trict), Bombay, 1958, pp. 56—57 (Table 5.3 A)

#1208 HEARAMen—F—2a b T« By~ 2 BHECRT BAMEMILEROZE/L & HEZER

(%>
1948—49 194950 1950—51. 1951—52 1952—53
1. HREbERE KT 5 /MEREEE 30.9 30.4 29.9 28.6 26.9
L2, EEEO/MEMICHT B V
| D E o W R L — 8.8 10.0 9.0 12.7
2 N E B o OB A —_ 0.9 0.7 1.0 1.6
3 XK 7 — 80.9 80.3 81.1 78.6
ZSRIWIN 1E B 3 £ — 9.4 9.0 8.9 7.1
3. HiEE o BOPHE S B /ME
peE D EERHEcET 5/ ~ 3.5 3.8 2.6 3.3

() V. M. Dandekar and G. L. Khudanpur, Working of Bombay Tenancy Act, 1948; report
of investigation, Poona, 1957, pp. 27—30 (Table Nos. 4.1—4.3) X O1ERK.

H2E VsV TIF—v 2 OXUME - ARMEHE (L 2— )

F - = —FEILE PE—~ g —Y ~FEiL% LB

1) AP 5.931.06 (100.00) 5,528.00 (100.00) — 6.86

§2) s A 294.50 ( 4.96) 101.51 ( 1.83) —65.53

1 3) SiMEH 534.55 ( 9.02) 479.17 ( 8.67 —10.36
|

492 + B 829.05 ( 13.98) 580.68 ( 10.50) —29.95

() HBECESE, 2o RS, UMERBEHOY 7  ~ (ShikmD, BT ¥~ —,
(#HF7) Baljit Singh and Shridhar Misra, A study of land reforms in Uttar Pradesh, pp. 158—161
(Table Nos. 30, 31) X DEER,
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He2gk  VEA VA — v OHIK BIHHIERNC U o B S A/ MEHLD HE 9
_ 1940~ 2 7 1
H X %ﬁé%%w s i i -
Burdwan 25.2 25.2 29.2 25.0
Birbhum 24.8 24.8 22.1 —
Bankura 29.2 29.2 27.4 —
Midnapur 17.1 17.1 19.0 36.0
Hoogly 30.5 30.5 20.4 -
Howrah 23.4 23.4 15.0 -
24 Parganas 22.3 22.3 13.3 26.0
Nadia 24.1 24.1 15.6 -
Murshidabad 25.8 25.8 20.2 30.0
Maldah 9.6 9.6 18.2 27.0
Dinajpur 14.5 14.5 21.4 28.0
Jalpaiguri 25.9 25.9 32.0 46.0
Dargeeling — — 7.9 —
Cooch Behar — - 19.8 31.0
Purulia —— — — —
4 M 22.5 22.6 20.3 -

(i) Govt.of India, Planning Commission, Implementation of land reforms; a review, Delhi,

1967, p. 156.
CEED  19614EIC DT

s?udy on implementation, Calcutta,

1% S. K. Basu and S. K. Bhattacharyya, Land reforms in West Bengal; a
1964, p. 41 (Table 4.5)

233 AMERFCHT BIEBHMEE R O LLE® (196148) €]
SHHER mﬁ%%; SRR wﬁ%%’
i Z)Vcbag T n I %{zuf/ag it B
IMER %kJFYFlL | BAMER  JEBHER
D H FOHE | DR D HER
Fer RSP~ 178 7017 [ <w k05 o~ = 20.88 14.82
H< F 3 — 2 8 18.11  17.45 - 4 U = 25.07 49.75
B4 55—~ KRS 17.45 62.49 How 4V = W 19.11 75.15
7 v % —  n 23.90 81.23 Ho® v~ 4 #5F 33.27 32.48
v N - Vo 36.65 — B4 F 5 —ri— FH 17.65 63.68
y v . 3 — K 11.54  23.36 B2 — v 2 HF 32.22 73.76
HoF v~ 4 8 F - 14.39 20.58 B~ ¥ 7 — 2k 45.60 17.15
By o 5—va b SHH 2.34 85.55 | # y ” 4 15.94 40.82
B % v F M Ji 17310 1179 | » vy — T 38.60  46.06
v N~ 5 — ¥ a2 kI 18.50  28.07 sty o e — 7 W 37.46 48.58
B & > o~ 4 F 2119 2115 HPEPS UHH 41.02 41.14
BN 55 ——Filii 1626 54.06 | 5 — A S = 4.62 7 29.03
Uy U A=~ HUT—s  25.01 37.27 o :
i - 3 5 31.22 — |
T F AN - TIF—va 13.90 44.17 & 4 v F® 23.56 23.95
() (@) 19614E-2 14 A D2. 5% MILIEC LT &, PO FENIE Tiov, () RRBURFREEEY

bELs.
() Govt.

of India, COILTI, p. viii (Table I
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4%k IENE/BEC U B ARIMEEIEO RE2)
N = % #9 # & X B OB
5354 TR M REH o o & W EEm o
o KR ; TEHRLH M W R
% @ 15.17. 4.45 7.09 13.79 3.51 20.84 50.18
i B 16.43 . 4.36 9.12 : 16.49 3.46 27.44 22.70
: . . . A RS — v 4 A oo :
1959—60  GEAEMY  SEAHIW %g%% 3RS & 7‘% fEIME Eofl
g @ 23.02 11.53 43.94 1.06 7.06 13.57 21.30
[ i 20.67 9.58 42.94 0.88 2.63 5.98 17.32

—

() (@ 1FEHDPEHOTHEK RS C &b H 5 cdATHITI00%% & 2%,
(BB Govt. of India, NSS, 8th round, No. 30: Report on land holdings (2), p. 24 (Table 5.9);
NSS, 16th round No. 113: Tables with notes on agricultural holdings in rural India,
pp.23—26 (Table 6—7) X D1ERL.

MasE N ME B TE B O R R A 5 ® (196145 %)
G ki IR — @ N fE AR bk
; L Vi WIE e
M- B TR i wo OB EES M B4
t TN f;rﬁ AN N

tk " W W BE L of m

7~ RS TITF— 100.00 0.04 0.29 0.66 0.24 16.20 9.7572.82 — - -

7 v i - Iy 100.00 11.73 3.19 0.20 0.07 17.06 13.00 0.95 53.54 0.26 —
j N — v 100.00 — 0.03 22.83 0.56 14.58 2.62 59.22 — 0.00 0.16
a P ¥ 7 - > 100.00 26.46 6.00 1.37 0.07 44.40 — 17.00 — — 4.70
Y v h—-H T ~)b 100.00 16.78 20.95 0.69 0.19 9.46 1.30 45.15 — — 5.48
T F 4 YT ITF - o 100.00 ~— e 2.51 0.28 25.00 2.32 57.40 — 8.72 3.77

-7 K 7 — 2 100.00 0.73 — 13.89 1.42 36.56 20.32 27.08 — —_ —
TN = T = oa b T 100.00 1.11 3.14 0.30 0.07 72.68 0.41 20.68 -— 0.50 1.11

4 4 J - v 100.00 4.14 — 0.06 0.26 41.23 18.01 36.30 — - —
7 Yy P 4 100.00 16.79 0.90 6.87 14.68 8.18 2.30 49.14 -— — 1.05

A v %~ 7 100.00 — — 10.32 0.08 21.59 0.97 66.70 0.33 0.01 —
I - ¥ x¥ A X% ~ v 100.00 — 1.10 3.74 1.98 12.46 0.03 56.25 1.32 12.24 10.88

Doy RN T T T - 160.00 0.10 3.75 — 0.04 2.90 0.14 92.94 0.13 — —
Hoox ~ #  — v 100.00 0.03 — 0.24 1.56 — — 0.16 95.19 — 2.82
bal Y - 100.00 — — — - 11.11 — 80.25 — — 8.64
Ew Tyl TITF~a 100.00 ~— 79.88 6.29 0.74 2.44 1.48 8.36 — 0.07  0.74
4 4 v F oW 100.00 3.30 1.35 10.76 1.17 21.36  b5.44 43.87 11.43 0.45 0.87

an (a) 196142 2 9 A D2.5%MHHHAICIES <. (B) WHHES L0 — 7 SEBAL TWo2, %
OfEO R BN B T T,
CHED Govt. of India, COILTI p.XX (Table VI.3)
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$H265% MM EJbE LU TR O/ MEREEER. (19614E)

%

R B Mg % W b o

A SN fE RAME & M E BAAME & Ik
T RT e F5F— 2@ 6.5 21.6 28.1 —_ — —
7oy ¥ = & 6.1 16.5 22.6 8.3 28.9 37.2
¥ P - W 2.6 22.8 25.4 3.6 27.2 30.8
yoy oy 3 — p W — — — 4.7 15.2 19.9
Sy b= YT - 1.8 42.7 44.5 17.1 27.6 44.7
D - 5 5 50.1 34.3 84.4 34.1 20.8 54.9
RF 4 X T T F - 2@ — - — 3.2 15.5 18.7
< K3 = oz 21.1 26.6 47.7 5.0 17.5 22.5
- 4 Y = W — — — 22.3 28.0 50.3
* i - @ — — —_ 2.8 19.2 22.0
R ) 7.5 46.5 54.0 12.5 21.4 33.9
5 - Y e A A — @ 1.9 9.6 11.5 —— —_ —_
TN =5 — o2 b 5@ — - - 5.8 19.7 25.5
Yy RN TFFTF— o 0.6 2.6 3.2 0.7 5.0 5.7
WoNx v H — 6.5 17.1 23.6 10.5 25.3 35.8
4 4 v ¥ 6.8 28.5 35.3 5.9 21.7 - 27.6 |

B (2) H#EEEEHOS0% LR S T B i, (b) #ERIBFHELI1503 v Y Lo, () £
Hisghis U, (D #ESEIUER L, ‘
CGHPD A, K. Sen and T. C. Varghese, “Tenancy and resource allocation”, Seminagr, No. 81;
May 1966, p. 29 (Table1)

(&ED Govt. of India, COIHET (i), (i1 and States tables (Table B-XD

i

Wtk mEOBMEBMNSH L Lk (%>
" o ® B O% -
~ 1951 1953—54 % B 1951  1953—54  HF B
0.01 =~—H—RKik 5.9 6.3 0.4 — — -
0.01— 2.49 49.2 48.5 —-0.7r +1.3 7.6 5.9 -1.7} —1.9
2.50— 4.99 14.3 15.9 +1.6 11.1 10.9 -0.2
5.00— 7.49 9.5 9.3 —0.2} 0.6 11.4 10.5 —0‘9} 1.0
7.50— 9.99 4.8 5.6 +0.8 7.2 9.1 +1.9
10.00—14.99 6.1 5.5 —0.6} 06 13.1 12.6 —o~5} 10
15.00—24.99 4.9 4.9 — 16.2 17.7 +1.5 ;
25.00 =—%~PlF 5.3 4.0 -1.3 33.4 33.3  —0.1

(E) 1951403 B, 1953544 B3 SRR i,
()  Govt. of India, NSS, 8th round, No. 10: First report on land holdings (rural sector),
Delhi, 1958, p. 36 (Table 6.7)

128



i

28k | EE T T A REREREEOEE

TevET T IF~—va 1961 1961. 2.21  27~324 TEAGRA 1 GERIERAE 71D
7 v ¥ — & 1958 1955.11.12 50 F AR OB GE I R
Eoa - W 1961 1959.10.22 20~ 60 BAREHRGEIEE D
7 v o« 7 -t 1961 1959. 1.15  38~132 FFELEORE HGEIRAE AT
Ve b AYI-N 1950 - 204 TR S GE IR AT
i - 5 5 1961 1957.12.18 15~3743 KRk FECEINEE 7D
T F 4 ¥ - FIF—-va 1961 — 25~ 75 EAGRE GEINEE "D
- F 3 - = 1961 1960. 6. 4 24~120 Ko faGanEs M
2 N—F— valbT 1961 1959. 8. 4 18~126 =1 I ol
- 4 V2 % 1961 — 27~216 |
* J o + 1960 - 25~100 8 AGH RGEIMRE 71D
VA SV ¥ -7

{A’ Uy = 7 1955 1953. 8.15 30~ 60 ARG LGB INMRAE A0

P E P S U 1955 1953. 8.15 30~ 80 =i o
A 1960 1958. 2.25 30(HEEx — 3 — Y OFEAKD A HGENEAE 7D
Yoy BN TITF - 1961 1959. 8.20 40~ 80 AARAE GEINRE 7D
o 7 - 1955 1953. 5. 5 25 B AE M GBIRE RTT)

() (@ HIEONS, * X O—EEME & 2 b RO BABIIRE ST SN BHE D HEDNTTE
Bo (b)) HRICOWTIRS50~100 = — #~, (c) BRI DWTIR40~100= — 5 —, (d) 1 ff%Ex
—h—duNE L =Y v R EREET AT, ‘

() Govt. of India, Planning Commission, Progress of land reforms, Delhi, 1963, pp. 62—

72 (Annexure VI, IX, X) X 0{ER.

Mook B O MBS X AL CGEEENE (D)
% i K ®ow wW M
1953—54 1959—60 b bind 1953—54 1959—60 %
0.50x — # — #il 11.71 10.92 —0.79 0.30 0.39 -0.09
0.50—0.99 8.01 8.50 +0.49] +2.96 0.77 0.93 +0.16 1344
1.00—2.49 19.42 21.28 -+1.86 4.36 5.39 +1.03
2.50—4.99 20.86 22.26 -+1.40 10.01 12.17 +2.16
5.00—7.49 12.17 11.85‘ —0.32} _0.88 9.90 10.88 +O.98} +1.23
7.50—9.99 7.56 7.00 —0.56 8.72 9.07 +0.25
10.00—14.99 7.75 7.61 —0.14 12.53 13.85 +1.32
15.00—19.99 4.33 3.67 —0.66} —0.95 9.94 9.42 —0.52} +1.15
20.00—24.99 2.32 2.17 —0.15 6.85 7.20 +0.35
25.00—29.99 1.60 1.35 —0.25 5.81 5.53 —0.28
30.00—49.99 2.74 2.32 —0.42} —1.13 13.80 12.99 —0.81} —5.92
50.00 =—Hm—Pi I 1.53 1.07 —0.46 17.01 12.18 —4.83
4 & 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00
SEAHER( = — 5 —) — — 7.53 6.65

() 1953—54FFFIC DU~ Tt Govt. of India, NSS, 8%k round, No. 30: Report on land holdings
(2), p. 43 (Table2), 1959—604FE1CD Tl Govt. of India, NSS, 16th round, No.113:
Tables with notes on agricultural holdings in rural India, De'hi, 1967, p.21 (Table3)
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H30E  HHUE OHERINE & SRS (BREED %)

i 5 =— 5 — kil 5—15 15—50 50x— % — Pk THp
{5 ZHE R .

OB HEOBM O O® B WO K HEM K I E HE-ID

T 56.94 15.50 29.78 32.28 11.41  37.33 1.41 14.52 7.36
T N ¢ 76.09 -~ 33.04 19.06  35.72 4.46  25.53 0.29 5.55 4.28
B A MNE 48.08 13.39 36.12 33.84 14.31  39.94 1.46 12.82  9.07
& & 57.03 15.85 29.95 32.71 11.33  37.31 1.33 13.83 7.39

CGHPD P. S, Sharma, “A study of the structural and tenurial aspects of rural economy in the light
of 1961 census”, IJAE, Vol. XX, Ne. 4; Oct./Dec. 1965, p. 60 (Table VD

31k VER L H — ViR BRI IEE® (%>

F OB R HE & % AN 1 BB ok ow
b1} 4

1940 1961 1940 1961 1940 1961
Burdwan 53.0 43 25.2 25 21.8 32
Dinajpur® 72.0 61 14.5 28 13.6 11
Jalpaiguri 70.4 21 25.9 46 3.7 33
Maldah 89.3 49 9.6 27 1.2 24
Midnapur 53.0 40 17.1 36 29.9 24
Murshidabad 58.9 55 25.8 30 15.3 15
24 Parganas 51.1 62 22.3 26 26.6 12
Cooch-Behar — 58 — 31 - 11

(B (@) HEEFEDLDDMELLECEMR, (b) Mir#iiWest Dinajpur,

GHAT)  1940%E1C DTk Govt. of Bengal, Report of the Land Revenue Commission, Bengal,
Alipore, 1940, Vol.II, pp.118—119 (Table No.VIII-e), 19614E{Z oL Tt S. K. Basu and
S. K. Bhattacharyya, Land reforms in West Bengal, a study on implementation, p. 46
(Table 4.9) X D {ERK,

Hi323% D w2 TIF L2 OFREBENPHER O (%)
R S T[] FE - f— Y — %
B bid - . —
RERE SME BEERY 4 Kk SERy SNME BEBEY & &

AN #qo 94.64 3.39 1.97  100.00 89.66 7.76 2.58  100.00,
( 5~ —F5D

t H e 85.10 2.58 12.32 100.00 87.12 1.94 10.94 100.00
(5 — 15

K H i 74.04 2.20 23.76  100.00 72.26 4.28 23.46  100.00
as  — 40

BE R O#H OB 3.05 7.80 89.15 100.00 0.00 0.00 100.00 100.00
(CHES Rl WD)

&k 71.97  3.35  24.68  100.00  75.37 351 2112 100.00

(P Baljit Singh and Shridhar Misra, A study of land reforms in Uttar Pradesh, p. 249
(Table No. 31)
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(B33 BEBEAORMBEELT (@ LMEESRCL D 32BN HEOHRG (BRED (%

& Kk )1“;—73— 1.00—2.49  2.50—4.99 5.00—7.49 7.50—9.99
@ b (@ (@ @ B @ @ @

M

Uy vh— - YT~ 100,00 2.91 6.85 2.28 20.48 2.17 27.75 2.43 18.16 3.28 9.90 4.41
® v v % o~ 7 100.00 3.61 0.34 0.74 1.75 0.83 2.56 0.87 4.81 1.32 4.56 1.77
5 — ¥ 4 % £ o 100.00 4.23 0.54 1.96 4.36 1.84 7.28 2.11 10.43 3.17 7.69 3.89
Uy g FFF -2 100.00 6.51 2.51 1.45 8.41 2.32 15.40 4.03 15.62 6.73 10.58 8.83
w7 4 v FIF -2 100.00 9.57 0.21 0.87 1.66 1.57 4.68 2.78 7.43 4.45 6.42 6.06
5 ~ - sV 100.00 23.05 2.51 4.71 9.23 9.97 18.15 17.78 16.38 25.44 9.77 31.87
B Y v 4 100.00 11.51 1.51 3.20 9.15 4.26 16.13 7.22 17.10 11.26 9.05 14.67
P o< H — b 100.00 18.25 3.22 5.90 13.13 9.83 21.35 14.75 20.39 21.40 10.31 27.41
¥ » ¥ — 4 100.00 3.74 2.47 1.55 8.58 1.75 19.65 2.22 19.50 3.89 12.31 4.91
¥ v oy F — »100.00 2.72 0.33 0.43 1.79 0.45 3.73 1.64 6.59 1.21 5.93 1.78
v A —F —va b F 100.00 6.73 0.70 1.38 3.02 1.64 4.60 2.11 5.07 2.67 3.68 3.29
F—vF3-7F55—v 100.00 8.19 0.59 0.60 3.41 1.33 6.92 2.98 8.42 5.06 5.77 7.12
< 4 v = v 100.00 16.62 1.24 9.80 10.06 12.61 19.36 15.67 17.15 17.17 9.81 17.65
v - ¥/ 5 100.00 27.68 12.32 10.14 25.97 22.65 23.21 37.18 13.71 50.68 6.54 62.32
< F % ~ % 100.00 44.17 3.55 20.20 19.25 33.98 26.75 44.3¢ 18.35 49.91 7.86 54.31
4 4 v F @ 100.00 14.15 2.87 5.77 12.18 9.13 18.69 12.20 15.49 14.42 8.38 15.32

10.00—12.49 12.50—14.99 15.00—29.99 30.00—49.99 iﬁi””” F 4 4

M ~

@ G @ G @ B @ b @ b @ ?
Uyh— - HY I 547 4.45 7.42 11.89 3.31 4.65 0.29 4.18 0.37 23.27 — —

Nov vy — 7 811 2.33 5.67 3.18 36.36 5.09 21.37 8.70 14.30 14.55 0.17 1.62
5 — Y x A& — 1 10.26 4.49 4.39 4.1525.34 5.71 15.12 6.72 14.23 7.10 0.36 1.74
Yy gNTITF—v a2 9.28 11.80 6.23 13.78 19.16 19.30 7.42 31.20 5.22 47.56 0.17 2.05
vF4¥ - TFF—-v=2 8.84 7.98 5.76 9.65 27.93 14.27 17.24 26.45 19.80 48.11 0.03 5.64
K A — S 9.23 37.26 5.53 42.26 18.02 50.49 7.09 63.90 4.06 71.22 0.03 11.05
Z Y b4 4 10.81 19.23 4.57 5.87 19.16 30.23 6.98 43.14 5.36 59.67 0.18 5.41
7 O~ » & — v 11.08 33.60 4.99 37.32 13.86 31.57 1.20 46.09 0.33 42.12 0.14 6.71
7 v % — & 10.69 7.53 5.86 7.89 14.7511.36 4.42 20.15 1.42 23.50 0.35 2.27
g v x» 7 — b+ 8.91 2.45 4.96 3.29 32.50 4.36 21.80 6.16 13.22 10.51 0.24 2.24
v N = F~akF 561 4.06 3.02 5.94 23.07 7.76 21.79 15.52 29.24 32.40 0.20 3.39
7—vk5-F55¥F—-+  8.74 8.80 3.70 10.87 23.83 15.97 16.12 27.95 22.45 49.52 0.05 10.32
< A Voo~ v 9.72 16.46 3.83 18.66 15.24 16.45 7.00 19.26 6.59 30.11 — 10.00
r - 7 %  5.73 65.67 1.95 68.46 6.52 74.34 3.10 88.65 0.93 84.21 0.02 9.35
< kK3~ A 7.7354.92 2.68 58.97 9.30 60.68 2.91 68.03 1.58 76.10 0.04 14.04

& 4 v Fw 8.64 16.46 4.18 17.63 15.94 19.42 7.20 24.16 6.35 35.07 0.08 3.61

) (@) JbEEEEX, o7, Fvr, FooRBR<

(PP P. S. Sharma “A study of the structural and tenurial aspects of rural economy in the
light of 1961 census”, IJAE, Vol. XX, No. 4; Oct./Dec. 1965, pp.76—77 (Table XV)

(%% Govt. of India, COIHET (i),(ii), Table B-XII, B-XV.
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W34E B O Y W F o Ko
1950—51 1956—57
1. 29 W& R
1) 2BRNSFELDBLEE (%) 30.4 24.5
2) ;B E o H ® (B '
D SHPTE e 49.9 42.9
i) oM e L 50.1 57.1
2. fE M ()
LM OE B 90.3 73.4
AR 9.7 26.6
3. E#E A (BHEoz)
D H OB E B
B ¥ % 167 167
FERENH 33 30
= B 75 40
% # 90 128
2 B g ,
B OE I 315 259
3B E Y 8 11 22
B B 20 16
S # 19 68
D A& 1Z
- S| 189 194
R 29 28
= B 65 33
: % E 82 110
4. BEIIWEE (B
ADI:-) & 56.0 48.7
2) B 1 31.3 40.5
3. ﬁﬁ . ﬁ#ﬁ 9.8 10.8
5. FEFEOPFEERRA (re-)
1D H%E E B 442.0 418.0
2) % OB RE B 489.0 492.0
6. SF M B AER (D
DB OE }m
D 62.9 70.1
i) 12.2 8.8
i) 14.0 7.6
iv) 10.9 13.5
2 K OB OB
D OBENE 76.7 79.9
) FEREENE 7.3 6.1
i) : 7.8 5.2
) 8.2 8.9
D &
i) 64.2 73.0
i) N B 11.9 8.0
) A H 13.4 6.9




V) F o ff 10.5 12.1
7. # {it

1) 2Rk REhe L » 5 (99
D HrER 43.8 62.6
i HRER 51.2 67.6
2) BHFEHMcho/EE (vE-)
D OEmEBER 100.0 137.0
) ®EER 143.0 141.0

() Govt. of India, Ministry of Labour, Agricultural Labour Enguiry, 1950—51; report
on intensive survey of agricultural labour, Delhi, 1955; Agricultural labour in India;
report on the Second Agricultural Labour Enquiry, Delhi, 1960.

H35%E BRI AN~ MEER v F v - REO ORRERR (1952¢F) CHGL 2 1007577

g £ LEA-Z - HEI-Z b TFEI-Z EEI-2F &2 &
B E S
B s E A0 1.09(24.38) 0.93C 7.57) 1.69( 6.95) 0.18C 1.54) 3.80( 7.35)
#h 1 # 1.96(43.91)  6.52(53.30) 10.20(41.79)  3.19(27.05) 21.87(41.35)
S N fE R 0.17¢ 3.91> 0.76( 6.18) 1.51( 6.17) 1.00( 8.50) 3.44( 6.50)
Box oy ® %k 0.05C 1.09> 1.46(11.91) 4.11(16.85) 4.27(36.19) 9.89(18.70)
%m ok, HE 0.02( 0.62) 0.17( 1.39) 0.81C 3.31) 0.28( 2.38) 1.28( 2.42)
B % & & 8.209(73.91)  9.84(80.35) 18.32(75.07) 8.92(75.66) 40.37(76.33)
* O @ 1.17(26.09)  2.39(19.65)  6.09(24.93)  2.87(24.34) 12.52(23.47)
4 7S 4.46(100.00> 12.23(100.00) 24.41(100.00) 11.79(100.00) 52.87(100.00)

GE) (@ EEH—2AMIBEHEBWAZLOTEZ I~ A, HERLEEI A IDDBEHKELDLS C
LOTEDH~ AN, TEEFOMDIEEN— R FPADLD, L =T, k4 v FTCRERE -
BORAIWIE T, (DEL LU TERAMIC X 2REY T - TWaBE, (iR, 75
F—v g UHEEL L Et. (OBRFHEO TE, S, ik, ek wl Bk,

(AT Govt. of India, NSS, 4th round, No. 14: Report on some characteristics of the econom~

ically active population, Delhi, 1954, pp. 28—29 (Table 1)
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