CHAPIER IV

gea.l Hege Rates And Productivity in agriculture

There is a2 wide spread feeling thabt preductivity in
agriculture has incressed considerably, ut real wage rateg
in sgricultuore have remoined constant? and agricultural
lakourers heve not received thelr due ghare £rom the enhanced
benefits in agxicultu:eea Contraxy to this vieyw, there is
another view that agricultural growth rate did lead to rises
in agricultural real wage ratoes in India at least during the

3

Tecent DPaste Both, roney and real wage rates, were found to

be higher In the ragions wherz H.Y.Ve, specially of whaat,
had been adopted widely then in the regiong vwhere the Hi¥.Ve

was not adopted.?
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in view of the above observetlong, it ic proposaed,
in this chapter, to cxanine the relative movements of ::eal’
wage ratas aad productivity in agriculture in Rajosthan
over the period 19067«C8 to 1978«79,

Methodolody of the constiuction of dndices of
agricultural real wage rates and those of agricultural
productivity are discusged in the first gsection. The
second seotion deals with the axamination of relationship
between agricultural wage rate and productivity at district
levelss The third gection exemines and anaslyses the
?alatimﬁhip between opammcnﬁwise vage rates and agriw
cultural émﬂuctim. 4ast sectlon concludes the £indings.

4.1 The cuestion whotlier relative ghare of lsbour ia ‘thea\e
increased agricultural productivity has increased, remained
constant, or decreased would have been examined, had we
been sble to get data mrtaznitﬁg to total wage bill, totsl
cost of production por hectare ¢f land and other relevant
informationss ﬁi“.‘“‘? req&iait@ éa.i;é are net avallable, we
confine gur analysis only to the examination of relative

movenents beotween real wage rates and productivity. o
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measuge the relative movemsnts and to determine the relation-

ship betwoen wage rates and productivity in sgriculiure, we

need indices of wages and productivity. To ¢onstruct indices
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of agricultural pmﬁuscwit;y/, 19 major {:m;ps* are included

for which the data On producticn, area and farm horvest prices
are available at districk level, These 19 crops cover

around 80 percent of the totel cropped arda in the State.
Productivity per hectave of land in agriculture is worked

out at 196768 cunstont Parm Harzvest Prices for a period of

12 years from 1967-68 to 1978-79, Then pra%:xmmviﬁy indices
arc constrrcted with base1967=68 = 100. Pable 4.1 preseats
the indices of total productions and table 4.2 presents those
of productivitys | ‘

Censtruction of real wage indices roguires o price
deflator.  Consumers General Price Iadex Numbers for Agricule
tuzal labourers in Rajesthen (A:C.P.I.)” 45 evailable at
State mather than dilgtrict lovelge One has to rely upon a
comnen price deflator 4o got real wages at ais%;rié‘t levels,
though. real weges arsived at by cmx dcflotor, may nob
reflect price variations &@g’ the districts precisely. This
will be e limitation of cur anolysise

* Nineteen major crops are 3 balrs, jowar, melse; rice,
vheat, borley, gram, tuy, sesamam, rape and mstard,
linseed, ground nut, cagtor seed, sugar canes chillies,
potstoas, cotton, sanbemd znd LOLacCO.

S5¢ It iz issued by the Lobour Burcau, Covernment of Indla,
Simla A.CePale is its mbbreviated term used by the Bureou.
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Congursers Price Index Husbers for Agr‘im:lmral
labturers it Raj a&mfm have bage 1958~ﬁi & 100s We have
constructed indices oFf agricultural productivity and those
of totel agricultursl production ‘wiﬁh 1867+68 Parm Harvest
Pricess Hence, we aXe required o shift the base of the
price deflator from 1960=51 to 126768, 3So that both the
indices have g comnon and conpsreble bese years In view
of thie, new serles of Price deflator with 1987~68x100
is constructed by sotiting 1967-68 Price Inday Nunber of
the old series equal to 100, These :prida indices are

prozentad below in o tabulzrs forne

PARLD ﬁ nﬁ

Congwroys Cenoral Yoices Indsk Nubers
- i . *
for Acricultaral Lobonrers o Bajasthen

‘ {Base 196061 = 100)
1967=68 6468 6970 F0-TA  Fim72 7273

173 182 186 3713 i76 328

7594 4= FETTUTRTS T R T N | T v 1

284 369 292 278 328 317
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8 Series of Congumers Ganeral Pric md.

i ~ (Base 1967-68m100)
196768 _ 6869 69=10 TO=T4 . Ti=72  72-73

100 105 113 100 102 132
BT 7P T - T TEwT 7 N N ER
164 213 169 161 188 163

2 It is issued by the Labour Buream,Gove.of India, Simla
Wage geries of somn of the wage reporiing villages ave
digcontinued duc to thelr replstement by new villages. UHe
have excluded gix distriets in which one or both of the
wage reporting villages have undergone a change. DRistrict
annual wage rates are arrived at by siample averaging of
annual wage rates of both the wage reporting villages of a
Gistricte Real wage indices of remalning 20 districts are
ccnsmctm to stndy rolative movements and to establish
relationchips botyeen wage rates ond productivity per

hectare in ogriculture (see table 4+4)e

4«2 Indices 0f production, pzaéu&tivit:f and rosl wege rates,
prosented in tabies 441, 4.2, and 444 respecilvely, are
plotted on graghs Vel to .6, The exsumination 0f these
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graphs and the tables brings out the following features:

{4

{43)

(311)

(v}

Fluctuations in productivity and in real wage
rates ares. by and large, in similar directions in
almost all the districtse Both follow the sane

over all patiterne

Fluctuationse in productivity orce steeper than
those in real wage Yates. . This is but naturel in
the sease that productiviky very much depends on
ciimatic fautors vhich vary vastly from year to
year, partioularly in g Statc like Rajasthan. Vage
rates on the other hand, depend on certain limits
aet by past wage rotess subsistence conditiongs and
available alternative job opportunities: and they
vary iw:i.t‘h&n 3 DEryeCy Iengse

Productivity and wage rates have shown an upz;:am
tendency over the period undey study.

Steep fluctuations in productivity and in roal

wage rates are seen in desert and unirrigated

rogions like Bikener, Hormer etc., vhile modest

173

varistions existed in fairly better irrigated regions

like Chittor, Chilwara, Cahganagar ctcs

simple corvelation cosificdents are also worked

out between the indices 0f real wage rates and those of

productivity to get statlgtical exectness in the relationships
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INDICES

REAL WAGE AND PRODUCTIVITY

GRAPH V-1
RELATIV. MOVEMENTS OF REAL WAGES AND PRODUCTIVITY 1IN
AGRICIWLTURE IN RAJASTHAN : BY DISTRICT,

REFERENCE
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GRAPH 1V:2
RELATIVE MOVEMENTS "OF REAL WAGES AND PRODUCTIVITY
IN AGRICULTURE IN RAJASTHAN : BY DISTRICTS.
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INDICES

" REAL WAGE AND PRODUCTIVITY

; GRAPH .3
RELATIVE MOVEMENTS OF REAL WAGES AND PRODUCTIVITY
IN AGRICULTURE IN RAJASTHAN ° BY DISTRICT,
REFERENCE
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INDICES

REAL WAGE AND PRODUCTIVITY

GRAPH V.4

RELATIVE MOVEMENTS OF REAL WAGES AND PRODUCTIVITY
IN AGRICULTURE IN RAJASTHAN : BY DISTRICTS.
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GRAPH V-5

RELATIVE MOVEMENTS OF REAL WAGES AND PRODUCTIVITY
IN  AGRICULTURE IN RAIJASTHAN : BY DISTRICT,
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REAL .WAGE AND PRODUCTIVITY
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GRAPH V-8

RELATIVE MOVEMENTS OF REAL WAGES AND PRODUCTIVITY
IN AGRICULTURE N RAJASTHAN ; 'BY OISTRCT.

*®
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of relative movements hotwosn the two. Real wages and
productivity have shown significant relationships in

9 cut of 20 digtricts (see tsbla 4.5)e In another 7
districts, though the relationships are insignificont,
yet net very poor. Only in one cage wage rates are
found to be inversely associated with productivityr and.
that too, almust negligibles In 5 out of 2 significant
cases. coefficients of coxrolatian turned ut to be

highly significent at 1% and 2% levels of confidence,

. The anelysis sugcests thet, by and large, real
wage rates incrcased whean productivity increassedsy ondy
decreaged waen the lé%er éecreaﬁﬁﬁq- hnother facbk
energing out from the above snalysis is that the degree
of significant relationship betwoesn wage ratds and
productivity seems to be directly associated with tﬁa
degree of isrigatian‘faniliﬁies. As such, in the regiong
like @apganagar, Pungarpur, Ajmer ato. wages and
productivity emsiged to‘ﬁe significantly associabed.
Since productivity depends fully upon rainf£alls in
unixkigated regions, productivity showed severs £luctuations?

and weges also varied more in these areass
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District T Eoefficient of Correlation
i. Ajmer 0,7510%
2. Baormar 0,3894
3« Bheratpus -0, 0107
4o Bhnilwara G.4725
Se Bikaner Q. 5778%%%
6o Chittor (3826
7. Churm D.4808
8¢ Dungarpr 0.8021*
9. Ganganegar 006567 %%
18, Jaipur 0o B0G5H*
11le Jaloze C.1859
12« ghala;i’&&' 01138
13. Jodhpur Q. 3684
i4. Xote 02525
15, Hogaur 0450225 xk%
16, Sawal Hadnopar 0. 7006%%
17. Sikax 0e4000
18. Sirohi 0.4746
1% Tonk DeB0BIeR
20, Udaipur Baﬁ“ﬁéaﬁ**
Source & Tables éal ariﬂ Ge3
* ¢ r value > 0.7079 1% sigmii;!,cam: at 3 gemen» )J. ovel of
*% 3 r value >0.6581 = " 2 ) £idence
. dxx g r walpe >0,5760 ¥ " 8 ‘-' )32%1
wxkx 3 r value >0:4973 * w 6 = )

10 def.
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4¢3 We would 1like to exanine in this secticn, the
wovenents in operatlon-wise wages, since wages éor all the
operations do not follow the same pattern. However, here

we relate operationewise wage rates with the wovements in
total production, 50 as to capture also the demend factor
which is more significant over a shorter pericd of harvesting
or sowing. Production as a whole ig likely to réfleat the
total démand for labour, and also the Lnprovements in

productivity.

Annual wage rates by Qperaﬁi§n$ at aisﬁriét level are
arrived at by simple averaging of monthly wege rates of a
gaxtieulér operation in both the wage repcrﬁing'vilZages.

- Annual wage rates,arrived at thsau§§ the sbove precedure are
presented in appendlx table 4eie éparaﬁicn wise resl wage
indices along with producticn indices are presented in
table»4.éq Districug Of Barmer, Blkanes, and ﬁixbhi have
been excluded £rxom the analysis, since thelr wage zates by

cperations have frecuent bhreaks.

Simple cprirelation coefficlents gre worked out betwsen
the indices of operation wise wage rates and thoge of total
production in sgriculture. Tavle 4.7 indicates that indices
of wage rates for various ¢perations were paﬁiétvaly agsocliated
with the indices of total production in almost all the

districtge But, significent relationchips are seen only in
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Real Woge Rates in Aqriculture (Base 1970+71 = 100).

District Opr. 1967

63w

G

7i=

73 74

0% Ti= 72w Tom TG T7= 78
-8 69 70 71 72 73 T4 W M6 T 18 79

Ajner P 97 105 . 85 100 143 80 82 77 176 186 148 198
5 57 96 92 100 95 94 .9 71 162 176 139 146

W B8 113 86 106 120 83 ‘95 73 135 164 149 158

i . - -aa 100 108 78 76 63 140 159 137 144

H 88 90 100 124 92 77 64 121 147 125 134

Prod. 69 45 _a.._zw J8. .33 74 .64 95 96 93 31
Bharetpur P = 29 95 300 98 79 79 63 119 141 125 162
5 - 103 88 100 8% 77 B89 69 134 147 127 154

W 116 3100 102 200 109 83 B9 76 B3 112 85 83

I = = 85 100 93 76 B2 7% 68 97 87 110

H 140 100 89 100 90 97 80 69 107 89 74 104

T “ = 99 3100 3101 80 62 76 104 110 113

Frode 61 531 60 300 68 88 S2 71 69 67 7&%
Bhilwara P 69 80 74 100 90 63 56 44 210 23¢ 92 95
s - 89 70 100 87 54 S50 43 226 195 B1 83

W 51 8% 86 100 82 62 62 54 87 123 108 139

¥ - - 90 100 101 80 72 60 188 211 130 1235

H 74 93 89 100 98 176 67 52 94 127 113 116 .

, Prode 81 61 59 100 89 69 80 99 103 92 .
Chittor P 12¢ 3105 97 100 118 B9 84 76 224 208 150 167
5 87 116 86 100 103 84 86 76 262 236 144 118

W - 110 89 100 97 H4 88 76 219 131 118 121

I - 86 100 117 69 86 75 154 158 141 146

H 20 115 91 100 103 @8 &17 78 153 180 139 124

T - 100 101 82 78 224 110 118 121

e Exods 77 gg g 100 82 74 7§ 00 99 715 91 112
bungaxrpur P - a4 ;92 100 108 94 100 974 140 142 3139 136
s « B8 B4 100 305 8 91 70 105 3132 125 131

X - = 86 100 95 68 T4 61 98 135 160 147

H 66 79 106 100 95 79 70 73 92 142 149 152

T = = 41 100 90 87 53 34 we 122 107

‘ W - 75 100 100 86 72 54 116 169 138
JProd. 104 5S4 46 100 119 43 76 5 1 g 131 367 137

Chura B - 111 74 100 205 71 71 77 97 101 50 70
s - 132 82 100 121 70 70 76 95 100 49 170

W - 3105 78 200 101 ﬁ? ’76 69 110 128 57 89

H 87 68 T4 100 90 52 98 135 82

Prod. 78 _ 17 .58 100 85 35_ ;; 25 110 172 @ 13

CONLdenne
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TABLE 4,6 Contda

DIStrict Oprs 1967 G0- 60= 70~ Ji= ?',5* Fa=  F4= b= Jb= Ti= Jo=
~6869 70 71 72 13 714 5 16 71 18 79

Ganga= B -~ 96 86 100 132 115 106 55 140 147 125 143
nagar s - 95 86 100 139 122 111 89 145 149 129 145
W - 9 81 100 128 111 104 93 121 141 125 145

I - = 87 100 145 119 112 99 142 156 126 147

H = 95 82 100 135 109 3107 86 138 152 135 139

T - = 80 100 127 100 106 84 118 145 120 142

N Prod., 88 42 67 3100 93 106 130 9 1_ 157 18
Jaipur P 83 81 91 100 121 108 101 71 110 119 233 163
s - 83 112 109 116 110 108 78 114 115 227 166

W 92 76 110 100 106 88 73 66 89 112 106 132

I = = 76 100 122 93 78 65 95 136 118 128

H 55 98 83 100 110 98 B5 69 117 149 102 118
Prods BO 58 63 300 S 74 66 83 B7 98 93 113

Jaloze P 90 92 62 100 124 86 64 T4 99 96 82 79
S 126 135 86 300 144 211 77 118 341 136 117 118

I 81 100 117 95 72 94 130 129 107 171

H 13.7 na 8¢ 100 100 94 61 96 143 140 116 189
Prods 47 13 34 100 37 41 60 33 42 32 37 52

Jhawar P 97 931 87 100 99 102 70 S5 93 114 114 111
s -~ 95 302 3100 315 @83 78 61 118 143 126 119

W 123 92 99 100 90 96 73 64 97 139 143 118

I -« @« B0 100 103 80 76 56 108 127 124 110

B 80 109 106 100 98 £1 73 55 114 115 111 106

, . Prode 100 73 80 300 94 98 301 113 108 110 103 127
Kota P 104 107 67 100 109 98 78 65 118 132 120 144
: 8 < 95 B3 100 98 @8 75 60 116 124 114 118

i - 88 100 105 93 72 56 101 129 109 103

H 98 88 83 100 94 90 74 61 102 119 sa 100

o Prods. 5 8¢ 100 _109 % ’ 0
Jodhpur P 70 U6 67 100 95 80 100 91 70 m 85 123
* 5 95 81 50 100 95 85 105 59 74 109 92 131

W 122 87 48 100 100 74 100 56 121 155 131 147

z - =~ 68 3100 307 75 123 73 125 145 134 180

H - - 57 100 99 67 86 65 108 117 118 158

Prode 41 10 12 100 51 13 62 M4 60 €1 53 47

Nagauz P 2100 102 110 300 95 72 61 46 131 153 - 99 111
' s - 85 97 100 87 T8 69 47 12¢ 139 732 109
W12 165 83 100 68 78 65 52 150 182 13% 138

X 88 100 300 82 68 53 148 144 121 12

B zoa wa B2 300 94 82 65 53 88 84 136 140

32 42 100 88 101 95 93

81

- gontdeces
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 Hopte ¢

: 1) Production iﬁicez%aesed on Farm Harvest Prices and
Production data of 19 major crops camyiiegx from the office
recordg of the Directorate of Economics and Statistics,
Rajasthan, Jalpurs

2)

1)
2)

presented in Table $e3s 700,05,

3) P

Wage indices ore based on Appendix Table 4ei.

= Ploughing: S=Sowing; Waleeding., IsIrrigation end

allied activitiess HeHarvesting; T=Trengplenting and
Frode= total Productions Ppv = Dpavalion

Production indices are worked ont at 196768 constantefw-?
Operationvise antual money wege rxetes ab district level
ore deflated by the new scries of Price Index Numbers

TABLE 4.6 {Concld.}
DIstrict Opke 1067 6B~ 83w U= Fi= 2= T3= T4m= q5= 6= Tj= 76
] 68 62 90 71 72 73 74 75 76 1 718 719
Sawaie P - 110 8% 100 108 61 81 67 94 128 121 136
. Madhopur S - 108 B0 100 134 79 83 52 93 135 130 138
] 77 68 74 100 84 58 74 61 8B 1784 149 121
I - = 83 100 94 71 62 60 82 139 138 136
H 121 88 103 100 3109 B85 B85 69 1222 165 156 158
T - - 74 100 128 1062 91 81 110 242 255 163
4 Prods 63 52 66 100 77 74 73 173 84 101 91 o8
sSikax ¥ 83 984 77 100 - 99 B85 62 53 9% 99 84 138
) - 311 65 100 107 83 61 55 100 106 85 143
I 4 = 69 100 203 @2 71 48 105 107 91 145
H 8¢ 100 g3 100 99 80 84 55 98 93 w=w 136
Frods 108 44 85 200 68 5S4 ©7 60 91 84 Ji 06
Tonk 4 .= 116 106 100 120 10% 63 63 100 115 104 129
S - 103 312 100 127 112 65 6¢ 102 120 113 143
W - 63 75 100 317 121 61 67 127 148 152 169
I - - 63 100 101 102 56 60 112 130 125 123
B 3004 86 84 100 108 113 68 €6 143 147 140
Prod. 8B 52 63 100 88 46 72 89 Q“le.lh__ﬁz,_l.l_
Udaipuy 2 53 52 44 100 928 83 74 75 96 T9 €1 14
* 8 9 79 74 100 115 89 88 107 152 130 111 123
W 72 88 69 31006 76 73 74 64 115 121 103 106
X - 83 100 125 92 97 108 141 148 127 130
H €5 70 63 100 S6 6% &6 S8 129 108 92 59
T 85 100 3163 126 115 1% 182
: néﬁhkm,éw“,.shﬂ“éﬁu.léﬂ 192 81 77 §§”.1b1.“~_;._;zn_mllz,
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Coetficient of Cosrelation betweon the Indices of
Operation~wise real wage rotes and those Of total
Production in sqriculture . 31967=68 to 1978-79.

186

COperation

) Ploughe 30w$n§ Heedw Ir:giga- Reaping Ttmsﬁvl'
District ing ing tion and and plante
allied Hearveste ing
activities ing
hjmetr 0.6808° 0.6688 0.6588 o0.7140 0.7505
Sharatour 062039% G.10081-0.2319% 0.2873 0.10631 0,1096%
Bhilwara 0,3725 0.3517% 0,5858 o0.4260 004693
Chittor 0.3112 0.1690 0.3373% 0.5435 0,1351  0.3662°
Chura -0,3070% ~0,2070% 0,10781 | 0.0403>
Dungarpur 0.8701*% 0.9225% c.81372 0.935% 0.6365% 0,7088%
Ganganager 0.7283% 0.725%* 0.7568% 0,6535 - 0.7012 o0.6B70%
e ik . *
Jaipuz 0.5058  0,3719% 0.6885 o0.708% 0.5868
Jalore 0.2201 =0.2984 040200 06,0276
Shalawer 0.1570  0,31212 0,1615 0,1881  =0.1837
Sodhpur 0.4261  O.B11% o0.4897 0.4236 0.49952  0,29722
Kota 041238  0.1792° w0854 =0, 0557
Bagant 0e2017  0e4155° 0.4898 0,584 041445
Sawal wadhopar 0.5378%  0.5883% o.7638 o.s08] 0,5137  0.c8882
Sikar 0e2188 0437657 04519 0,0266°
Tonk oe1101%  0.1862% 0,5129% 0.4580 0.4259%
k= 4 P KK
Udaipur 0.492¢ 07367 0,3381 0.73%8 0.6088  0.5919°
Source : Tabie 4.6
Notes 3 1 based on 11 yvears wage fatae
: 2 based on 10 yeors wage Gatas
3 based on 2 years wage Qatae
4 bassd on 8 years wage data,
% ¢ value is significant at 1 percent level with n2 def.
% r valug is significant at 2 percent laovel with n=2 def.
FS g [ 2 3 ofe
wrkr & ovalue is gionificent ap § pexceny lovel wiih o2 &%
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£airly better irrigated districtss This weans, in
intengively irrigated regiené ,wages increased when progucticon |
increaseds and AL @raducti@a incronsed steeply, wages too

increased steoniye

ne specific fact that the table 4.7 revesls is that
where irrigetion facilities wers Potter, wages for all the
oporations were found siéniﬁ:i.cantly assccliated with the
produaction. Thig au%ésm thal .in; genexal, the lmpact of
production on the wage rates of véx':{m{s operations remained
uniforme Byt Lo some extent, harvesting wage rates wonld
have boen influenced more by :Qrf?&uctiio.n, since waéaz rates ox
harvesting had shown highlyﬁ?&&étzimshms ai: 6 and 298 levels

of confidenve in five districts.

4.4 Conclusions

\ To sum up, movenents ©f resl wage rates and those of
.p:oﬁu.cf:ivity per hgotare in agrimlmre ware found to ba

Alrectly sssociated with eé.ch othex in 19 out of . v 20 districts
of Rajasthon during the period 1967=68 to 1978-79, but che
-thzmentra were seen statistically significant only in © districtse
Real weges bave invaciably increased/decreaged, when préductivity

has lncreased/decreascd.

Significant movements between wages and productivity
existed in falrly better irvigeted areans; while, insignificant

in most of the ralu-ied and decsert areass
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Fluctuations in productivity werc seen ztecdper
than those in wage rates, Further, Lfluctuations in
productivity and in real wages’afa seen steep in rain-fed
districtsy while, smooth in highly irrigated districtss

Not only agricultural wage rate as a whole,has shown
dgirect relationzhip with the productivity, bub wage rates

for individual operaztions have alge shown direst relationchip.

Total production in agriculiture has influenced wage ra%as
for variowe operations positively and uniformlye. But to some
extent, harvesting wage rates would have been affotted more

significantlye

The énalyais saggests that prodactivity and real wage
rates had a rising tendency over the periods Real wage
rates for lebourcrs in agriculture have improved invariably

over the past decads, specially during the redent yearss

b
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APPENDIX  TABLE 4,

(1T Lo s [ T T T e T e e e

68 69 73 ‘71 ?2 .73 74 75 716 77 98 719

225 2.56 2;23 2.32 2466 2»44 3.14 3,79 6.89 6,92 6,47 6,71

150 2,65 2675 2,63 2255 2458 4413 4,00 7,22 7.46 6486 7,00
1.67 2.25 1071 1,80 2,33 2409 2485 2,93 4233 5.00 5.33 5.50
"' - 1.95 2'03 2&29 303,5 2.60 3»31 4»92 5.33 .—-"‘3 A4S
1:87 3.90 3.?3 2»12 2'46 2.09 2.68 2037 4.33 5.00 5400 5c23

- 3481 4535. 4.07 4007 4033 5‘30 5.59 3.21 /-21 9457 12410
=" 3.97 3.73 3.73 340 3,80 5.43 550 8,44 B.86 8,92 10,57
3'31 3&45 3,80 .29 306) 3050 4079 5033 4&60 5096 5.25 5.00
- % 3467 3466 3440 3468 4493 5.56 5.46 5,73 6.00 7433
Se21 3491 3275 3¢71 3540 3,76 4487 5.47 6,72 5.30 5.16 7.07
- = 378 3440 3-53 360 4,57 5,50 6,00 6.00 6+00 7;00

wzaoe 2041 2042.2488 2:64 240 2,64 2572 10,3 10.8:5.00 5.00

2‘33 2:53 3.29 2192 2033 2467 3.‘33 12«5519-335.90 5.00

‘1-35 2:30 240 2,46 2.36 2,00 2.50 2,83 3,60 4486 5,00 5425

- 2122 2018 2.2‘ 203(! ¢57 3-79 5;9’. 7-41 4:93 5,00
1;?5 3031 2;38 2135 236 2:38 260 2.59 3‘75 4.83 5.09 5:00

5780 3.56 3,56 3.33 2,80 32.75 3020 3575 5282 7280 656 7418
z,qe 2:80 2425 2031 2444 2,58 3.25 3475 10.2)8.78 6.25 5.00
~ 2:60 2,27 2425 2423 2,50 3.25 3,63 8431 4.75 5.00 5,00
= % 221 2637 271 2.66 3,20 3.63 5,89 5.78 6,00 6.08
2.00 2.54 2-37 2«21 2-33 2057 3017 305? 5‘72 6q39 5.77 500

“ .-,2

- 5400 360 4.29 4.60 4.00 s.uo 7,00 7.00 7400 4.@@ 5450

=  65.00 4,00 4233 5433 4400 5,00 7,00 7,00 7.00 4.00 5,50
= 3475 3,00 3,40 3,50 3,00 4.25 5,00 6433 7200 3,87 5450

3019 2653 3.10 3'68 3@40 301? 3-45 4;00 5.08 8;00 b 5.59

District Opx.
Ajmaz P:
8
.9
X
B
éhataﬁm:
&
W
4
H.
ﬁ@ilt-:a@a P
5
ﬁ .
I
N _ ﬂ
Chittor ¥
w
X
B
.
Chuzu P
, s
W
H
Dungarpar g
s
X
H
z.

= TT.97 2450 2425 3447 2+79 3571 355 4518 5,16 5.6 5.60
- 2.15 2423 2.33 3353 2:63 3450 3.45 4,13 4496 5.48- 560
= 1280 2,59 2428 2,00 2.17 2.00 2,25 3.75 4,35 7.25 5.75

- . T 3 2.41 3635 2015 309‘ 3.14 4;60 5025 7025 6050
1.50 1691 2473 2429 2.31 2438 z.sz 3¢57 3456 5.25 6442 6.35

} - - ;.QQ 201? zbaﬂ g.SG z A 1@_67, .2-.6. _7,_ _4'_35",. ._,_,,,A-.zﬁ

Qanganagar ¥

nELpED

4.97 4279 4.95 6,68 7,54 8,63 92429 11:735 11:73114+6213.0
4,88 4'73 4:93. 6,97 7.88 8096 9,36 12@0 518 11.8013,0
4092 4-59 4:95 5440 7&2.7 8033 9.67 10.0 112411650 130
- 4.75 4.83 7913 7457 8.87 1@-1‘1 13.55120:5111'43;303
5«10 4:75 5410 7.05 7.36 8,95 9430 11.0 12440 13,0 13,0
~. - 4:..39 5400 5153 7:31 3»73 8@9‘) 10,0 1107/ 11«35 13,0

TEREENG!

contdeees’



APPENDIK RABLE g_,_g_ ’\(ccntd.)

ﬁﬁ- Caw 69» 0= Tim Tom  Faw Thw Fo= 6w Tiw q8=

. 3e31 2 w71 34 +60. 2, Ged
- 2.8% 3129 2460 3436 2.81 2,75 3¢5ﬁ 4.60 5@00 SQSQ 5.80
- 1e42 1481 2014 255 3440 2014 3406 4.6u 5,08 6,11 6.60
- w 0 1278 2_053 3}59 3,40 2-39 3420 4,78 5&27 5093 5,780
241 8'99 418 2432 23\55 3;44 2.58 3.25 5;03 5.33 6.40 5497

Digtrict Opr.
- 69 70 7172 73 _7A 95 176 7778 __19
Jalpx P 2.83' 2e94 3455 3045 4425 4492 5471 5425 6436 663 1514 1031
B - 2195 %ngg 3@39 4;00 4;92 6000 5:60 6050 6129 14:50 16033
W 2675 2438 3473 3400 3425 3450 3.60 4,20 4450 5243 6.00 7.25
) 2 - “ 2,76 3.20 3,98 3492 4.% 44,46 5015 7.02 7409 7.52
— H 2494 3413 3450 4.06 4.38 4,57 ' .00 6,78
Jalore P 3.09 331 2440 3¢44 4035 3493 3463 5e86 5;‘75 5229 5.29 5.00
S 3400 3438 2433 2239 3.59 3450 3,00 6400 5.70 5421 5425 5.17
I & = 2,50 2,72 3423 3&42 3,22 5444 5-96 5464 5448 8,50
H : 33 2,45 2.5 26 5,00, 5,50 5,34 8.50
Shalawar P 2445 2483 2¢47 2453 2 %464 5e17 5414
S - - 2-_25‘2&3 2:37 2455 2'38 2.73 2083 4631 500 5, 1¢ 4-73
W 2362402 2307 1.94 1478 246 2431 2564 3.20 4.35 5420 4,18
i = = . 1499 2.21 2427 3032 2;75 2&‘55 4,02 4o53 513 4.46
o H"2.23 2.83 2.67 2.47 2,56 _ 8 4,80
Jodhpur P 36 3438 3e21 4425 84 5 5400 Be R IE 56
W 3.00 2,25 1:33 2'45 25-50' 2c40 4109 3093 5@03 6410 5-06 657
g 3023 - . 1.54 ,SQQQ {3593 2;54 4621 4;13 5450 5,67 6&53 8.69
Kota 2 3 2o 9 3622 34 SXCALE
I - = 3:00 3.00 3,20 3.5?.3.;;5 3.59 5013 622 6.13 5.67
Nagair  F - 3475 4e0L 4,67 3475 3457 3473 3.57 Be33 5435 7400 760
g - ' 3469 4,56 d.15 3-70 4425 471 4417 8467 9425 5.67 8425
W 3463 3422 2481 3¢00 3.00 3,08 3.21 3433 7,60 8.79 7.60 7,57
I -~ - _2-97 3090 3033 3035 3034 3049 ‘J.SG 6.96 6.80 6071
Machopur S &= = 3,40 2472 3.00 3,50 3+14 4.06 3.75 3.71 5250 7233 7.60
W 1.50- 1040 1e65 1,496 167 1450 238 2,56 2493 5.50 5,50 4.33
I =, 2+90 3.09 2,98 2,88 3.13 3,95 4,29 6,91 8.00 7.70
- Sikar - P 3213 2475 3s 912 3458 Jo *38 Se ‘ ’
8. 3&67 2629 3414 3642 3444 3017 2467 5433 5035 5400 8020
I =’-\ = 2428 2:92 3:06 3416 3440 2457 5.21 s.co 5.&@3 7.75
—~ B2 ﬁ 3118 3430 3.29 3.67 5. '
Tonk B
5
W
k4
B

COlTDewe
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APPENDIX EaBLE 4.3 (conclds)

District Opre 1967

“H0e  im 72w F3e daw F5m  J6= Ti= T8=

17z 93 74 15 176 777879 _

Vdaipur

2,10
2030
1.85

P
S
W
i S
H 1.88
by -

Zoll 1695 3494 3,94 4,30 4.75 0427 640 5,00 5.90 5e36
2:00 2,00 2439 281 2481 3444 Se24 6+10 5,00 5400 5,36
233 2400 2658 2,00 2.59 3.13 3450 5.00 5.00 5,00 5,00
1.96 2,10 2.67 2.56 3.34 A«@l 5.00 5,00 5,00 5,00
2413 20Q1 ?-538 2482 3046 3:19 3.55 5-59 5030 5000 5,22
3»-67 10-«)Q 2450 2:50 2483 3433 5,00 5,00 5,00 5.00

CAppandin Taoles.

ot g

1) worked out by simple averagm:: of opwauanwuw@

" menthly wage rates ai both the wage xemrting villages.

2) Pa=

= FPloughdng;

o

S = Sowling:s W = &meﬁincs, I = Irrigation

and allled activities:; B & Harvesting and T = Transplanting

Uprs = Uperationge



