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Preface

Foverry or Indin is extreme! it is, indesd, now regarded as
provertial Even el v itles of life—fordd. Taiment and
shelter—arn not avaitable to tens of millions of our people to the
mmmmmhmkvmdﬂviugnlmlwh&n
and o citizen of Europe {excluding the USSR) has o ratio of ahnost
1 to12 The world average is, at least. three times the Fndian, And
as time passes. the gap is becoming wider antl wider still, Tiil onlya
decade ago the eergies of the loaders of the country were directed
2gainst the foreign role: the poverty of the masses was usually
referred to valy as an argement agalnst the continmance of that
cule. By implication the masses, and also, through process of
it don, the leaders th came to believe that, aa
mumelwdgnyoumlhmnoﬂ.dvmﬁmmmq
will begit to flow in the conntry as in the mystical times of yoer,
Contact with realitics, however, has brought disillusionment and
there is mnch brain-searching  Achieventent of political freedom
appears, in retrospect, to be an easier task than sconomie froedom—
froedom from want, hunger, ignorince and disease. There is &
frantie search for formulae of ripid econembc development

Some of the leaders of the country have hit upon the peoling of
individual fiells and labour s a sure remedy for creating farm
nuphmwhichmnmﬂd;xmswolmnmkdrmlnp—

ment. It is claimad that co-op farming will accel capital
formation by increasing the rate of internal svings and, ths,
pave the way for industri ion of India. E: seular]

of Russin and China. are suggestively quoted on the besis of sar-

cortain recommendations favouring the idea, albeit eautioly.
The purpose of this book is to urge dispasionate and renewsd
thinking on this question as also our economic problems, in general,
and their integrated solution or solitions, [t ls proposed to el
with eo-tperative farming, first.

Zamindari and the like systems have all but dissppeared from
this eotintry, Th peasant is rapilly coming into his own. While
the results of this stupendous refom are still in the process of
crystallising, word kas gone forth from autheritative quarters that
thmﬁylhmhtwhdimmmunfmmmm
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mmw_wummmwmm
Mrhn&mﬂadng&mm;mml.

position. The reason is that [t geates fotves. which stimilate
!heﬁnudnwlmu[lhpm'smry.m&wghl
thlhndhcbemahhmﬂ.hhrhm::u‘sinwp:hhy.lllhm
he s his own master, subject to no outside control, and has free,
excheive and ustrammelled use of his lind drives him to greater
and groater effort. He tecelves 4 peychalogieal fillip which vitalises
umﬁ:ﬂmunmmmmwm
the abolition of Landlontism dees not affect the farm, it powerfully
xkumhmr.mm,m-mnrwmhm‘h
which his holdings are pooled must affect the farmer, bit fn the
Teverse direction. No Innger will he be his own master : he will
become one of the many ; his interest will be subordinatod to the
group interest ; he will bave to submit to the eontrol and direction
af the group management. Even if the right to secede at will 35
preserved in theory, in practice it will nearly always he found that
the seceder cannet be given back his Wnd, for such restoration will
be detrimental to group interest ; be will have to be content with its
meney equivalent. The forces relensed by zamindari abolition will
m-m:m.MWMhmm-mm
mmnmmwmmmmmm
&mmmmmmmww
thining to several countries whence reliable fignres are available,
that per-acre production falls s the stee of farm inereases. In the
case of o eo-operative fams it will be a case of too many cooks. In
& word, if zamitdari alslition i prvehologically right, co-operati

farming is puychologically wrong. ¥

The has undoubtedly & very fruitful mis-

peritive principie
sion in the field of agricultrr, but when streiched to the point of

ties, but when ind ! itnelf is 1 d and the facmer
hmdlulhnhn&.hkmlamﬂmmm It
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is preparing the ground for authoritarian control, A seli-slected
rnﬂuupﬂtmﬁnpﬂniy.immnu.ﬂdﬂﬂtylﬂ'lﬂhn
of the I il d deminate the ive farms.

In pluce of the intermediaries who have been liquidated, o new
ch&dhtﬁw{tﬁnﬂgwﬂlhmﬁm'mmhmﬁmm
mare | full hied and g as the spearhead of
# mew co-operutive movement, Local bosses, which the officiils
awuwu—rmwmm\ﬁummm@m
Jmnmwgmyimuuinno[mrmtdummymdm
the peasantry, ‘their country's pride,” to the status of mere labour-
s, Sovereignty vesides in the peoplo and for that reason the Cone
stitution # l rights to the individual To the
extent that the individual t hampered in the proper appreciation
andl fros exercis of the fundamental rights, to the sxtent that his
personality in cramped, to the extent that his independence of
thought and action is sabjected to extraneous control, to the extent
Mlﬁdﬂhymmhehkwhmm.&amnlwm
wmmmmmnummm.wmnmmmﬂm
ke the road to regimentation and totalitarianism,

hmmhm‘.mmmo,mmﬁwwdw

othar pattorn, § attracts hanbsation. In fact, the
popular bat ekl that mech e i produc-
ting is used a5 an arg for the imtrod of i

hrmhrg.%mmwyhemefcmﬁuwithﬁﬂcmlﬁh.
different climatic and rainfall conditions, and differently plac-
Mh&nmdmw‘ibmmmﬁu\nw
chﬂelﬁa&hhwdhﬂkymdmmﬂngvﬂludm.
not enhance the yield. Mochunised cnltivation oo lage farms
mypyﬁn&mmhm:nmpymmh
srmtnnugu.whihhah-:irwm:wolludhauym
matters.

COur econamists and planners, perbaps, do not take into account
Indian conditivns but are influenced by the theories of Kardl
o i i
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furming, which increases the production per man, because plepty
of land is available and lubour is scarce.
mmmumwulmwm
mwmmwmmmdmmmyk
casily foresesn. i be 1 In the eir-

farming
a3 an [nstrument of satiotal policy bas thus @ very impostant
human aspect.
Import of machinery and mative power will strain the nose too
sufficient exchange resources of the country.
1t Is not generally realised that, with the replacement of the
bullock: by the tractor, farm-yard mamre will become scarce unid
incronsing use will have to be made of chemical fertilizers. Evi-
dence collected in this boak will prove that the ase of inorganic
fertilizers tends to reduce soil fertility; even though the immediate
results miy be striking, Organic manure, on the other hund, main-
tlh:hnﬁtynndmhnhgsﬁlmhuhmﬁbhmnlﬁnd
supply. It is ot without good reason that the sgricultusal ex-

thetic sulphates and phosphates. The country should ot too Lasti-
ly embark upon & venture for which posterity may condemn the
present Inaders.

In short, Tange-scale farming will reduce production, njure’ the
democratie principles which the cotntry cherishes, fnvite borea-
tratic control and lead to rapid mechanisation with all its conse-
quences. Pessant farming, on the other hand, will enable the
eountry to steer a path which may not be spectacular but whiclh
will ensure that it does not abruptly go off the mils *
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t we realised it | We are faced with formidable impediments of
. Mnlmwh%olwmwm
lation growth, large-scale unemployment, still bager scale of under-
insuficicnt. agricultuml production and an impats I
whome _-mhlu‘h:\: been awakened and- which is becoming

Mi:mqnm\lewhidufﬂnmﬂhuinnﬂvhghm
blermn becunse in oo other coontry conditions were {dentical to ours.
Wrmummmmmdlhummmphyﬂw
TESOUTCeS Per TApifA are camparatively fittle, ar those of the UK
because we cinnot build wp wn industrial structure as the UK did
o the exploitation of foteign resurces and foreign peopiles. Nor cin
whmlocnwth:mnhnd-ulthumarmmm‘&zm
from thie far more f; bls naturnl resor -man tatio in the
Im:mmmmhﬂau!&-ﬂdmmlnﬂdrwﬂwh
both, we lave given lves a d i Ttuti

mhﬁdmqutpwmhuhth-mmml
an ive for large-seals industriti is rmfounded. Inview
Mlthhﬂlyof;llydm]rwmrrhﬂwhpﬂp\ﬂmhﬂ,mlw
purchasing power and the bard fact that capital or finaneial resources

s Iy A out of physieal dosk, India's
huge popk is an impedi to vl nt or
industrialisation—u definite fability, not an esset.

It in well established that el I entjoy

Ly over agTl ) as a source of incoms.
Thﬂuvmr:madmmyhlhmhmmm
the beginning of the last contury to drvelop its own munnfactures
wnd find il for-its nationals in busi and i
mhqdmmdn:ﬁmntuvnaiuriﬂllnthumdwm.
however, this trend has beets in the reverse diretion. Whirvas the
share of agrieulture in the laboar force in other countries declined, in
this country, for want of suficient n feultural jons to
ahnrh&:ymhywpwin;hhmuw.hmnp—nm
nomenon which sheakl cause alarmi to overy lover of India. The
wﬂwdmm,Mrmmmmudmm
stires for diversification of our sconomy—ifor the developement of
not-agricultural resonrces.  In this respect there are two schools
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of thought—one Is an ads { " litguiseale exter
w-ummmmwmmwmmm H
preders a pattern of d: s geatnd to
np:’lmlmm.

ihiishing barge-scals tses, capital in the country

nwmltnmmmwmm
amount of capital from external sources withont strings or at the
Tates of interest we cdn afford to pay, nor to rase it from internal
snvma, [nrnplall‘mmﬂmmhnuutahalwndmga Em-
il of capitul- i ises is alio small
Wﬂmm nplh.l.-ln:.mdwmdmtdavﬂ.lpm—
sent formidable problems, for our own people have & pour consump-
ﬂmmwndhmmmuummmmau—
ports. Further, inder-adia, hmﬂmmmmpthu
and liavy tax bundens it invalves, 3 policy of rapid large-scale
Mmm!okmmmm&m
risks.  Except for we need
ot make haste to st up a4 capital-intensive structure and, in
consequence, have to rely on foreod savings which might completely
break the poople.

Shortage of capital amd redundance of libotr being the govern-
ing factors in determining the pace of cconomic development, we
haye to begin with, and rely mostly on labour-intensive enterprises
sequiring Little or small capital Small uhits sproad all aver the
countryside and carried on in cottages znd smull workshops, cover-
ing all branches of human needs, will produce almest all the con-
sumer guods needed by the nation. By virtue of their extensive
employment potential they will help in ensuring equitable distribo-
tion of wealth and fostering a demmocratie way of life. Such a struc-

seuEnce,
between the input of labour and the Sow of sutprt would be slmost

Progremive increase in the rate of capital formation and in the
purchasing capacity of the mases will relese u chain of ceonumic
renctions | markets will expand and, with the pasage of time, 2
more favournble technological climate will develop, These, in tamn,
will provide the meeded impetus for the growth of light. mediom
andd thereafter largescale industries. Tt is this sequence which
would seem to st our conditions best—and not the other way



PREFACE xi

Tound. wi:m;mmmmmmmmm
bm.nnmmm&hmn&wwm
s in technology, Technology, in fact.
hmmmuwummﬁnm:mnmm
units can aiso be deseloped with latest methods.
lipnupﬂ:hmmnnrwlpmhuhnbhmuum:dupﬁ-
|dbwammwmhnwbehum—udh:msoﬂunmz
mummmnolpmmm This means that the rute
dﬁnm:hiuvlngswﬂlhnwmhehtmmmy. H capt-
tﬂ!umtknmmkuq;pmwx‘tb. tuther ahead of population,
there will be & retrogrossion of T darid o
dwmmemahbwumwmjwmhy. Prodenee
d&mwmmwmunnmuuugomsdmuuim
wwwym-m.d-m.m«mmmmwm
nmﬂ-ﬂhhbam—in!herﬂwwupﬂd-emmmﬁmmm
sheamdan (voluntary labour) basin, il possible, or on nominal
wages, if necessary, Either of the alternatives, vz, comtinued
mﬁmtmdxthmﬁmnhnmmhﬂaﬁm
wmm«mwmmnumnwu
e develop and consequent prolongatinn of missry.
?nmm.ﬁnﬂmﬁﬂmwmmmd
MIR-power can be 5o mobilisod. will democracy be ensured shd
hened in Frdis [ ¥ in our e entails
wmmmmmumamummm
the leasders and the peaple. than we reatize.
Amrﬁmhd-waﬂyhthzliummlulndmﬂrhlinum
Wahnuﬁl]awhunloohngllildlﬁmnmw_ Indus-
lﬂﬂknﬁnw.n!m.mm:zwlhhpndhhhhmudhhm
utawmmm'mlnﬁn'um|mhnwm
only follow-—at the most it can anly accompany —increased agri-
cultusal production. Our per acee yield, however, i miserably low,
mwhlunuﬂnnhm-tcfmmwhisnlﬂmw-xu Diespite 70
wrumnftheuﬁnmhﬂnubdugwmhnihdm
dm.mmdmﬂm:, necessitating fmport of
millicing of tons of Soodgraing yems after your even after the advent
of Independemee, ¥ I eoamiry, much less & poor country:
iﬂulﬂdh.mlﬁmﬂlngomledhuherpmpkiuﬁ!ﬂnimyh:&k
manter. ft is even doubitiul i foodgruins in such large quantitis
wmldhumhhl:iuﬂxwldnwhmamm.
More eapital investment, improved furming practices am) hardor
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work on the part of the peasantry can undoubtedly make our fields
vield several times more than at present, resulting in farm sur-
pluges. Land being limited, the only practical solution of the pro-
blem Bies in the intensive atilisation of our lind resources, And it
= small-scale farming on individual hasis, aided by a net-work of
service ep-operatives, that will utilise our land resowrces at their
maximam, that will incroase production per acre—increase it to
the extent of being so greatly surplus to the needs of the farmars,
Mmawwﬁmhmﬂmkmmw

released for absorption in indostries and-services. Large-
scale joint furming, on the other hand, will merely release workers
without produring enough of food, to keep them alive and working.
As pointed out in Chapter XX, to put H in o not-shell : inas=
mmch as industriatisation will progress to the extent men are Te-
Iusedhmanh:ukmu.mdmmnb:almudwunmmmn

cultural producti ion will go up
m&gelmqunﬂwﬂwmmdmuw!ﬂb—
wested, el of the country
turns on lpr i« Ftural we are able Lo effect

and] amonant of capital we mre able to invest in land. We muast bear
in mind, however, that in spite of our best efforts, inasmuch as oor
land resmrces rolative to populstion are meagre und a5, in a given
wren, more men prodoce o grester total of food than fewer men,
uewiﬂ.HhJ-ﬁlm and uniike the USA and other eountries which
haye comp Targer land have always to keep a
mwmﬂmwﬁmhmm -
a

muumﬂalmnlqim Onbuwwuatndsmlndh
wtood, wt loast, on the same seonomic level as Western Enrope. To-
day, things have considecubly changed The reason lies in the
greater propensity of the Westerners to nnovate. To that end im-
peddiments ke iliteracy, ll-health, caste-system and o fatalistic utti-
tode towards problems of life that mest of our countrymen sufler
‘Aream, will have 1o be removed. Then alone will the eficiency both
of labour and available capital improve.

Strvss will have to be bl moinly on britging abiut technolo-
gheal hmprovements, for exumple, in indigenoas ploughs, in the use

mmpmnwmwwdnnmwkwmnnﬁ
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American models—big farms, mem«'m
electric projects. Apart from other considerations, big cconomic
projects take time to fruetify. Capital i locked up for yoars to-
gether | meanwhile, with passage of time and incresse in popula-
tion, problems multiply and become more and more intructable.
But there is 4 limit to all this, ‘l‘lncunmymmsbmm
the lation 1o increass in and, by i
the I.nnnbg practices, producing more and  more Suod lml. I:y
reliance on & mixture, b Tuackicch of fa
mmwmmmmm
poverty and misery for ever. Thern i & limit to sabatitution of
Iand by Labour, capital or imp and, in 7 not
only & Hmit to agricaltoral production but alsa to devel of
services and industries, which means that thee i a limit to popula-
tion the country can support. A drceleration of the rite of popula-
tion growth, thus, becomes imperative. Varions methods of daing
this have, therefore, also bern briefly discussed in the concliding

chapter.

This in briel is the theme of the bosk. Arguments advanced in
these pages muy be derided and even attacked ns unpatriotic in the
present intellectual and political climate of India. But the logical
validity of an angument does not depend either on its poprburity
in intellsctual circles, or on its political aceeptability. 1f the book
succesds in making farmers, industrialists, public. workers, etc.
to think for themselves in the light of material provided herein
anmtwrmmmmmmhmmyby
mbre ve slogans b i from other fes or by the
fact that some of the biggest leaders of the country hive adopted o
particular line of thinking nnd are very insistent oo it, it will have
served its purpose.

Perhaps it is necossary to indicate here that views expressed in
this book wre entirely my own ; they have nothing to do with the
All India National Congress or the Government of Uttar Pradesh,
of which I happen to be a member.

1t is in a spirft of great bumility that T approach my countrys
men with this book. T Iy no claim to any originality, In fact, 1
do not consider mysell intellectually equipped to write at all on
such controversial subjects, particularly, industrial development.
Bctmmmnl'm)dntinunpnhﬁcw:kw T felt the need of an
integrated picture of our aand their
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Others also bave felt 5 similar need. Shei T, T. Krishnamachari,

Growth and Levels of Commmption (Goocge Allen and Unwin Ltd.,
London, 1056), Eimer Pendell's Population on the Loose (New York,
1551) and Kingsloy Davis's Population of India and Pakistan

University Press, New York. 1951). To the authors of
these works [ owe a deep debt of gratitude.

A special word of thanks is due to the late Shri J, Nigam, ICS
(then Land Reforms Commissioner, UP), for his valuable iogges-
tions and revision of a portion of the first part of the book. My next
whligation is dur to Shri Zaburul Hasan, 1AS, Revenue Secretary,
UF, who went through the entire draft and made somie helptul sog-
[utim 1 wonld alao like mmmsmmmsmmu

of P for supplyi which
form part of sty # tabie i the book. !‘hﬂlly.lmudthnkshd
Harish Chandm Sanghi, News Officer in the Information Directorate,
for the pains he took in going theough the draft more than once
and also for the supigestions that he made.

Lucknow _ CuAnaN SiNcE
June 16, 1959 f

Piitoaoriey Hoomemic Nevelopment
lwﬂﬂdbmmu&mg_ ,;,



Preface to Second Edition

Toi Tuns, the second edition of the book, no change in the arguments
or conchusions reachod in the first edition is being made. Only
some new evidence in favour of the old conclusinns has been brought
forward, hmd&echspmmhnwhuwlynww
alterations, slight udditions or a
Thmmm:hlgmuhumybunidtnhwbmmwnm
The title of the book is being chinged from faint Farming X-
Rayed : The Problem and Iis Sclwtion to India's Poverty and [is
Solution,
[mmﬂym&hdlnmmﬂwmmlmm
worked extrn by typ L uls
Shri R B Singh, R h Ofticer of the Eo s wnd i
Directorate of the State, without whose assistance the various
tables in the book eoald not have been brought up-to-date. My
thanks are also due to Shyi Ram Kiighan, Deputy Developmient
Commissioner (Agriclture), who took geat pains in preparing
the index of the book.

CHARAN SmNGE
Lucknow

Bay 1963
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CHAPTER ONE

Introductory

Livivg EREATHS wants, which can be satisfied enly by nss and

of goods, collectively called wealth, By and large,
wealih hlllthnaulydcnvﬂlllmhnd_ Row materials must be pro-
divced hefore they can be processed and distributed, and food which,
daybydnvsmw%ummlymdhmhni

of land, or ag In the nammower sense, is thus
obwioushy the primary aml basic indostry. Manufacture snd eom-
meree, however imp they may be in th y of n eountry,
must of pecessity occupy a secondary place.

While land suffers from the limitation that it cannot be increased
by any efforts that man may make, it has the suprene advantage
of becoming better and better by proper use. All ather forms of
capitni—houses, factorie, hmntlvu. htﬂ.elhtpl. m—dmu-!u—
rate or disin and are ult
luuymnymhnyed hnthmiuldnm lt:sthashlulnﬂdjbﬂi
mm;mmmmmmwmmgh uhdmgoi'
security, which po other means of eccupation can offer. Land
tever disillusions o man completely ; the hope of plenty in the
future always remaing, and is not infrequently reatised.

Ot ly enough, the ity of a country depends, in the
ultimate analysis, on how efficiently it utilises and, at the same time,
conserves this free gift of natuse, Even the form of society or civi-
lisation that u country hopes to develop will be inflnenced by the
manner in which it explodts the land, and by its land-tenure, *Meas-
uren of land reform”, observes the Planning Commission.® “have
uphuu!apmﬂmnﬁmm hoﬂlheamtﬂ!yprwlda!k!odﬂ.

for

mmtmube:awnnhehﬂmmeymmunuulﬂemm
majority of the population. Indeed, their impact extends much
Wmmm.--mamnymdmﬂm
W;mpdmhﬁmmthdcﬂvingw'm&mly
‘on-the soil.

' Second Five-Year Plau af India, p. 177,
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India inherited from the British a feudsl or lindlord-tenant
system ealled zamindari, under which ownership of land was enn-
centrated i the hands of a few, while the vast majority. who werked
Mwmenmhnd.mmmu The growth and

fons ure closely related to the
mmﬂmdamhynﬁhmdhﬂm In an under-
developed country like India, income directly derived from land
has been the chief source of wealth, snd ownership of land hus since
lJong been accepled as the prevailing standard of status, Wealth

ol social could p A miore

economy could be bullt up and, in fact, before we coulld

ﬁmdmﬂng ¥ & puccess.
‘With few

16
mm-hahmuuwmmmmmm.m
if the landlords disappeared. They rendered no service in return
for the ront they received, and were, in the trest sense of the
term, parasites, or ‘drones doing no good in the public hive.

That man alooe who is not subservient to another in the ccone-
mic sphere, B truly happy. Under the samindari systern, however,
the tenant was not free ; somebody else was the owner of the pateh
of land on which be toiled along with members of his family. In
mont parts of the country there was-no property he coubd cherish;
and in many cases ho was Eable to eviction at the sweet will of the
samindar, ﬁmmmdhlzhimwmlqnﬂrsnthlhghtm. for
status in the villige was determined by rights in b

wmmmmummmmmm:m:
reduces output. The abolition of landlordism was not, th
just o matter of social justice to peasants. Il agricultural pro-
doction was to be increased, and the pensant’s energetic parti-
cipation in the country’s econumy was (o be seeured. hn wis to be
given that much hold on the land which met his deepest desire. He
wak to be made the owner of the land he tilled.

The landlord-teant system creatod classes and, thereforo, led
to class war. While the tenant pined for safeguands aguinst capri-
cious eviction, real seeurity of temurn was odivus to the sammdar,
The state tried to strike 4 balance. Yet the conflict inhecent in the
system was peves resolved. It led to economic and political unest.
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. The big samindars mostly stood for political reaction ; they ‘were
the praps of British rule and dreadsd a democratic set-up,

For these and other reasons, leaders of the coantry decided
years aga that, if the deeks were to be clesred for sacial and ocono-
mic reform and for political stability, the fesdul landiord-tenant
system had to go



CHAPTER TWO

Types of Agrarian Organization
THE LANBLORD-TEXANT system has departed from almast all the

tiom of holdings with all its benefity, can have miuch eftret an either
thmdﬂ!hmwlhtmdim;&uﬂnqmmnlm
future agrarian Ao as an 1 and also us
u.n:nlpmbleahammhsmdandmwd.lsmdm
solidation the lust step or i it merely an intennediate stage—a pre-
lude (o hing else ? There is confushon in the public mind on
this crucial isane.

There are three alternatives befare us, #iz.

iljhndanwndmc mhgmdw in small uniis, not by
tenants in bondage as hitherto, an mdependent peasantry
with or without the assistance of soie hired labour

(i) anhmhwtwhmhmmwmthww

W v lmumtuud far-
ol L P T T L

Smallscale peasant farming and langescale private farming
need no explaining. Nor is joint farming todsy an altogether novel
davice. 1t hus boen usert for & number of years i several countries,
sotably in Soviet Russia, Mexivo and lenwel, The Soviet type, al-
though smoewhat dfferent in form in the beginning, had been
ushered in Ching in 195555, bat soon abandoned in favour of what
may beé regirded as o still more extreme ar developod form—the
commune, It will be useful to make o mpid seview of the working
af the systum or systems in these ocountrics.



CHAPTER THREE

Features of Modem Joint Farming*

T Sovier Rossta, as a of the Bolshev b
of 1917 carried out under the slogan of ‘Peace and Bread', all land
was distribyted gmong the peasants. The result was & splitting-up
of all the land into some 25,000,000 small farms, esch of them capa-
ble of producing barely more than was needed by the peassnt’s own
fumily. Little, if anything, was left to supply the citics. To run
hish farm, the small peasant necded credits, and obtained them from
the-wealthier farner, the dulak. Both the deficlency of marketable
sutput and the dominance of the middle class kidak presented to
the new Saviet State grave problems which had to be sulved in
terms of its Marxist ideology.

Following the industrial pattern, the C: angued thar

plus woubd also be hettes mobi In addition, largescal
farming by mechanical means wonld teduce the number of hands
needed in agriculture, and thus free them for use in industry, the
expansion of which was, in turn, the sine gua won of the mechanisa-
tion of agriciiture.

A Kolhor or Kolkhas"—collective farm—Is formed when siveral
peasants living n the sume neighbourhosd decide, or are indeced 1o
make the decision, to socialise thetr Fsic means of production’, i.e,
labenrr, soil, dravght animals, farm structures and implements, while
keeping. their individual homes, & small garden, o fow livestock,
potltry and the like for themsolves. Membership in open to all
toilers, whe have reachod the age of sixtéen, and who are willing
o comnply with the hlished rales and il Applis
iwmmhﬂdptnmmmb!mdmhnhnnp.
fiest, by its Management Committee and is, legally, subject to the

-maummuammmrmmmm

taken wond for word from Henrik ¥, Infield’s article published in the
Year Baok of A griewdtunal Ci-operatsom, 1051,
YPL Hoikkory, i

ki
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approval of the General Amombly. T accepted, themember paysan
admission fee which varies n sccordance with his previous status.
Exclnded from membership are kulats and the people deprived of
their civic rights. Exceptions are made in the cse of families who
count among their members 2 soldier, sailor, or village feacher who
5 ready to 1 the ap I ing emough, and a
sidelight on the effect of collectivisation when ordered from sbove,
is the provision barring pessants “who, before joining the collective
faem, slaughter or sell their cattle, got rid of their stock, or wantanly
sell their soed corn”,

The collective Ejida of Mexico can be considersd as a sul
of the holfhwz. Efidos are the new land scttbements which were
first formed under the agrarian roforms of 1915, They are the off-
spring of discontent among labourers in & country of large-scale
eapitalist furming. Tlere must be at least twenty eligible males
to form 2 group which petitions the Government for land. They
must awn not more than 2.500 peses, or be of low income status.
If the group can lay claim to land that once belonged to them, the
land is ‘restored” to them ; if their only claim i landlesoess, land
expropriated trom wealthy land-ownen—hacendidos—is ‘donated’
to them. Both j are quite p 1 amed cumibe and
open to many profiteering practices oo the part of the administra-
tive persounel. The allotted land is given to the group in common
possession; The membors are free to decide whether they want to
divide it up wod work it individually, or whether they preler to rin
it rollectively, No admission fee i changed, but each member of
group spplying for land must contribute his share to the expemses
ineurred in the process of land assigniment. "

While the kolkhoz and the efido own their establishment to
administrative measures, the Kvuize grew out of the spontancous
decisions of thiose who first shaped |ts essential socio-coonomic struc-
ture. A particolasty acate situation arose n witl the
requirements of Zionist resettlenwmt in Palestine. The develop-
ment of Jewish agricultire faced two main obstacles : () the ex-
tremely poor quality of available soil ; and (/) the almost complete
lack of agricultural experience on the part of the prispective sct-
tlers Progress along the lines of traditional individual settlemunt
proved to be so slow a3 to make prospects for succrss in the pear
fature very doubtful. The only alternative widch offered jtaell
under these ci was that of group-sett] There was,
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in fact, hardly a. choiee in the mtter. mmﬂmwm
be rather one ol either group ut all.
The type of settlement which :mu!nd.hushlm become widely
known under the name, Kewtsa or Kibbuis®
It was a small groap of people devored to the task of building
a Jewish home in the land of their dreams who, after fréetng them-
selves from the uncongenial supervision ol a professional agro-
nomist, step by step, exporimentally testing their-way ahood, deve-
loped out of their own free decision what is today called kuwtss or
dabbutz. Once this small groap of pioneers had sat the pattern, and
others in relatively large numbers bad begun to emulate it, the
formation of a kewtss became formalised. Today. there ure two
possibile ways in which one can join such @ settlement, or & group,
which prepares for settlement. To be eligible in both cases, one
must be o Zionist over eightsen vears of age, in good health, and
of good character, In the first case, one serves as a candidute for 4
peried of six months to & year, during which time lie enjoys vir-
tally all rights of membersditp with the exception of a vote. At
the erad of this period, the case of the candidate &= brooght before
the General Assembly, which decides about his or her admission:
No admission or any other foe i paid ; but the new member is ox-
pectut to put all his posessions into the pool. Fn the secninl case,
thie applicant takes part fn o training which often beging prioe to
emigrition to Palestine, in one of the Plonver Tralning Farms, This
training is so devised as to develop the uspirant’s eapacity for work-
Eng-and living together with athers aiming at tie same goel. Grougs
thus prepared form & ‘nuclens’ (grain), which stays together aiter
imvmigration to Israel. They continue for a sharter or longes period
their preparation. while hasdling all affaies communally, uotil the
time when they ame assigned land for settlemmnt. The period from
the start of preparation to final settlemont used to Jast formally
sametimes s long a5 five vears. Thnnmhhshnmtnﬂhl&nlnf
Isrmel made larger areas available for and
the waiting period has heen shortened considerably.
The kolfhs, mmm&rmmdﬂ&m!m:m
i 1o the of ion., The internal
addmristration of all three-is bused on the Rochdale Principles. Tt
s anly that, true fo their nature as communities, all three had to

* L Howitzat and Kibisizine.
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M&mnlﬁnpﬁnﬂ;ﬂu!nm‘hmalﬂmww
quirements. One of these is-that of open
mmmmmm ilm

a commumity cnnot be open in the same sense &2 it i, for instance,
in a consamens’ store. For this reason the admidsion of members
has 1o be subject to requirements stricter than those imposed in co-
wperatives of more limited sims.

5meru;ﬂzwluchhd.lubuwmlﬁu!-hanw1dto

fon s that of distribati

mmukmdw.mmmwmn
pect of participation’ fn thess joint eaterprises s that of shared
labonz, distribution of net profits ding to the amount of pur-
chase wonld make little sense. The practice followed in afl three
instancts 8, rather to take the amount of labour contributed as the

- principles,

i% idenithenl with that in any other genuinely co-operative assocka-
tion! Mo member hiss more than ene vote ; only nominal interest, if
any, is to be paid on fvestment | nﬂmhmhnwaqunlrun.
thern buing no distincthon o necoint of sex | there sre reguler meet
ings at which the members participate in decisions ; and, finally,
mirmbers obderve rules of proper auditing.

hlﬂ&m::»!hﬁm@Aﬂmﬂydmmm
|3 desigred as the highest authority in all the internal affairs of
the groap. The practice of delegating the conduet and sopervision
nlthnmmwulry‘nwmdmml committees is common. Ad-
mission, of bers vests, by taw, in the

and
liands of the General A.-umhly.

the boikhos and the ejido

are miich mare deg d agencies than

he kewts, Th-bﬂhnhmnlnphmdmy. It depends.
therefore, on decisions made by the state autherities, particularly,
the Gosplan (The National Flanning Commission) Wlmlkm
important : it is ander the direct control of the so-called Machine
and Tractor Station which atarted ns a machine-lending cmtre and
lias since become: the ‘hoart and centre of the local agriceltural
administration’, Today, the MTS provides the ksl not only with
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all large-scale

i the required skills, and advises them on rotation of crops, the pro-
per use of fertilisers, soll conservation, and sther related problems,
Above all, the MTS enforees the delivery of that part of the farm
produce which the state claims as its share,

A similar, though les stringemt supervision is exercised by the
state in the cise of the collective gjido. Here there are two main
mﬂwmﬁﬁ [umnmmutmi:wmmmwm

State C directs the establish of the settle-
ments ; Indill]TlnN:ﬂnunlMﬂiE]ldnCmdttwhkh.haﬂdl
tion to furnishing the funds necessary for the ruming of the settle.
mnts, exerts sipervisory fumetions similar to thess of the MTS.
The Ejido Bank kas been described s & combimation of banker,
agricultural expert, family doctor, schoad teachier, luwyer. athletic
dirvctor, and peronal sdviser of the o

It is e that the kvadss, 100, Immdvvlbothhndmd.w
dits fromi the Jewial National Fund and the Foandation Fund res.
pectively, From the mament of its formation, however, it has al-
ways been essentinlly on it own. In all its-relutions with- the ad-
-nmmwmmmﬁmmmmwlaa
‘contract-partner’ ruther than that of & ‘controlied

Muuuuthdﬂunnyu&uhth-lﬁuwuinﬂmﬁtmth
wn-unu@mmmwwh‘mlwvmntmm
farm types. Only lang 1! d is carried om
jointly in the halkh: vldthuddo lnlmth.wwkndmwbym
members thomselves | outside labour may be hired ooly in times
of emergency. In the holkias the members form ‘work-brigades’

nprsed of five to fifty. pencling on the specific assign-
ment which is made by the Executive Board. Each brigade is
directed by a foreman. Tn the ofido, work is organized loss strietly,
but rach member munt obey the orders of the elected Work-chiel.
An indicative provision of the Model Rules, which regulate work
relations, is the one that forbids the members to accept soy sutside
worlt a8 long s the gfide itsell is in neod of their labour.

Co-operatian thus fimited requires 4 rather complicated and

b method af ing. There are two souress of incoine
for the members of the Aodkhes and the efids. One is derived lrom
the individual sector production. which stil exists but s grudinlly
dwindling avway : an acre o less of land, & cow, sote pigs, and so
on, in the kolkher ; and some stall animals, like poultry and pigs,
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hmdﬁu.mnﬂnmmhmhmw.hw
jointly-rum agricultre. In both the holihes and the ejids, the mem-
bm'ihnhﬂuhrvmkhnﬁmthenmb-nlhbm—dnys
cantribisted during the year In the kalkhos. this share is caloulated
mummrwmmmmmwmwwe
hﬂn.ﬂammﬂuﬂ'ﬂa&hﬁr (frudoden). This measure in
both ve anif litative | an unskilled abourer will
require mare honrs than a skcilled oo to fill s trudodew, In the
éihthﬂemmmnfwﬂwwk:mm
which differ according to skill | (i) picce-rates, paid during the
mhm:dﬁl]mﬂmwmcwm
Work om community projects, school - buildings, mesting-halls,
roads, v done without uny compensation.

The more restrictive sspect of the work' relations in kofkhos
anid efids is rellected in the measyres needed to entorce discipline.
Punishment i provided in the kallaz for violations fike faibere to
carry out asignments or to fulfil socksl obligitions ; for absmes
from work without adoquate xcusa ; aril for negligence in handiing

if and I le. The pusish may range from repri-
mand or warnitg to temporary suspetsion and finr, or ewen to
expualiion. In the ejida the utmost pennity is imposed for : (i) con-
mmmdwwMummMudmmm
anthorities; (6] cooating disotders ; (i) azitation against the
callective system ; mnd (fe) robbery and sther eriminal afferees.

vawndthhnﬂthh.ﬂwsmwn!thniuﬂukahuﬂdly
Himmuwmlendvmamm
m profit ; nor doesw it need any measires of punishment. In the
iz, production, commumption as well as all social activities are
co-operative, and everyhody i trusted to work acconding to his best
m.aﬁmmmmm}-nﬂmm.m
according to his own netds. [f o member works on the sutside. his
earnings go fnto the group'’s common purse. No penalty has to be
Mhmmm«.m-ﬁnmw.hwm
M.mmmmmﬁm&mlmum
are dealt with in & spirit of “family” perssasion and admenition.
Expualsions are extremely rare.

mmdembmﬂymmm-
plete farm of communksm in the non-political sense of thie word, that
the workd has known outside monastic communities. Land is not
owned, but leased, usoally from the Jewish National Fund. Members,
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vhmyb:mxwomhdn;iul_muumhpdulnl
their own | initial ressurces are provided by loans from varions
Zionist funds, and the ‘own capital’ of the &ilbuts is accumilated
eradually oot of annual sorpluses. In its dealings with the outside
world, the kikbwiz is 6n-o money ecotomy, and its acconnts are
kept in that form. Intermally, to money passes. Members: eat in
the ensnmon dining-room wnd recobve from the common store-coth-
ing, which is washed and mended at 2 commen lumdry. From the
comnon store they daw also persanal needs and eotnforts such as
soap and Aa tha i bocomes il oot~
tages or =mall blocks of Bats are built. in which each worker af
married couple i allotted a mom. The fumitume of these rooms,
bocles, pictutes, wireless sets or musienl fnstroments are their only
peerwonal They may be allocated from the property
of the kibbetz, givin by friends or purchass] from the allowance,
ususlly about £ 20, which each member receives for an annnal
holiday. There are no wages and mo-individual allocation of sur-
plug at the end of the year. 1f thereis surplis it is. used timprove
cnnmunal services or amenities: A meniber. who leaves, has no
Tight 1o any share in the common property of the kibludz. The
hailimatzi chomui jeultural, bot many maintain

i

Ex&ptin'l'fowmdlﬂhmdnml]wewimmw.
bat are placed from early infancy in nurseries, where they pass
to kindergartens and schools, always living with the children of
their own agegroup until they are old enough to become warking

bers of the ! Al ! provide e

schoel. Education up to fourteen is compulsory fn Ismael. Some
also have secondary schools, or o secondary school is mun by a
group of neighbouring krbbutzim, The decision o release 2 young
worker for sniversity oducation, and to pay lor his or her oxpenses,
s taken by the kidduts as 2 whole, and bs influenced by the kibbut’
need for & specialist in any particalar feld of stody, The kidbutz
vk full responsibility for the medical needs of ity members and
also for the cace of the aged ¢

The kidbuts, althaugh probably the most discussed, I by no
means the only form of co-operative agricultore in Isracl. It was
apparent at an early stage that there weee prospective settlers who

* The degree to which an ageinig papulation will alter the sconomy of
mam;wmm‘fmn‘m.
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‘were proparet to accept the ownership of land by a national fund,
the avoidance of hired laboar and a high degree ol mutaal aid, but
not *'the extersion of colloctive discipline in the kifbutz to cover

nociety, hus been nogleoted by the kibbutsim,"®
1n settloments of this type known as Mavkar or Moshay Oudim,
the land which is leased collectively on - forty-nine-year lease, is
divided into small holdings, which sy be from fonr to forty acres,
aroarding to the type bf agriculture carried on. Not mfrequently
the earlisst settlers recoived two plots, in anticipation that the
second gilot wonld be prepared for handing over to a member of
the next generation, Seme-settlers continued to be part-time wor-
kers on private farms while they built up their holdings. The
Generil Assembly of all the members clects a Council, which has
1o approve all transfers of farms and avceptancss of new mombers,
Though = general cropping plan is adopted by tho settlemmt,
miethbers ate free to ey on the work of their own holdings as
they think 6it. Mixed farming = general, including dairy cattle,
poultry, vegetables, green fodider, grown in 2
field, fruit and grain, usnally with the emphasis on the production
ol mambers’ own food The mosker ondim are purely agricuitural.
Settlers huve their own houses, and family lfe follows the usual
pattern. In addition to fasmers, the settlement inclodes workers
besides teachers and doctors, amounting to some 20 per cent of
ﬂmemmy

jon is, however, hensive and com-
mlnmm-mmmmu-ﬂ
the commen interests of the village, social, administrative and eco-
mha&ﬂs.mu:mmwmhu.m.ﬂnmnynhm

Whmmammmﬂlmm&
and ag | services such as stock-

Ianrﬂnl. mmahlcnlﬂxnhn and water sapply. Insome cases
ihe consumens’ cooperative is o separate society. Credit is usally

& Coaperative Farmisg iw Lurd, Ttahak Korn.
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made available, sometimes as specific loans, sometimes by the
simple process of allowing debts to accumulate Hll crops are sold.
A variant of the mothis is the Moshas Shitwf, which may be
described as half-way between the moshes and the fiBbits, in that
farming (with the exception of small fower and fruit gardens) is
carried on collectively while the members continue to live their
family lives in private, Each fumily han its own house and Is res-
pansible for its own domestic services sch as cooking, lamdry and
care of the children (a5 in the moghay vudim). Unlike the members
of Aibbutzim, they are paid, but in proportion to the nesds of their
families, pot (= in Russia) to work done, and at least in some m-
shavinm shiiufim pay Is made, to a idemable extent, not in
national currency but b chits which can be cashed onli in the co-
operative store of the community.

J\nrmjnlnl&rmgih%:nﬁgtmlly.theﬁmhﬂm
mummmurmwammmm

isation for agricwltural production; () the rasy (sea-
zonal) mutual-wid team—a simple form of collective Iabotr. Under
this armangement any group of families, with or without land,
might come together and form a labour exchange. The farmers
were left in posscssion of their own fields. “Surplus dranght ani-
mals and implements are baned to the team by those members
whi do not need them for current usa. Points are allotted to-pach
member for the wark done by dranght animals, tooks er human
labtr, The credit would be different for manual labour, use of
implements or draught animals and alsp for quantity and quality
of warl; 4 (i} the permanent mutualaid team—a cestain divi-
siom of labour and assignment of specific wotk o the basis of col-
hnhehboqrnnd-maﬂmm:urmmmnymedpmpﬂry:
(i) th *el v agricaltural ! covof in which
members pooded their land as shares and there was unifiell manage-
ment and @ greater smoant of communally-owned property ;. and
(e} the ‘advanced’ agricultural producers’ co-operative based
entirely on collective gwiership of the means of production,
The ntual-aid teams Lt informal i

I tha el erative. "the principal means of

* Fage 3y of the Report of Tndian Delegation to China on Agrasian
Canol us the FPatil Delegation after

potatives, o, described
ta name of ite bader, Shri B K. Patil,
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such as land, dranght animals and farm tools owned privately by
members are put under & single, centralised management snd grado-
ally tuened into theie conmon property’, and 'the co-operative pays

each member an approp sum a5 ont of iis ! in-
mw.-mmm&wtydmmw
poals in the co-operative’. The “ad I' type of co-ap

“a soctalist collective econormic orgarsation’ to which ° pemtsyuin—
lnglham-opmmummmmmkpnvnﬂywndkndmﬂ
other important mnsnl peoduction. lhd:nq,l:nmk.w

farm tools, etc., to the i hip of the o
“hmm.lﬂmdimhmhtmmmmh
i and the capi Tha Tand-

mawmhummmmmmm
confiscated without any compensation. The land-owner whe eulti-
vates himaell is conslderss] to be & capitalist element. 'While the
Chingss authorities are pursuing & vigorsss policy of substituting
peasant propristorship, wuchhmmamnnynph
list Jtuce, by ive farms, which i i

mhnnummmumym«wmm
vittes thein himself unless be has been accused of crime against the

state and the regime.”™

nmwhmmmiummnm.u@m-
incluide, i lnmndﬁ 15, rich pes-
wasts and fes wh s not been

changed
and who have not yet qualified for membership under the warrant
of the local people’s entncil, and persons deprived of political rights.
Mmmmmumwymﬂmw

saldiers, dependants of revolutionary martyrs, saldiers and govern-
ment workers and also new settlers.""®

Tt was clear, however, that the Chinese agrarian policy was set
towards an ultimate collectivisation of agriculture on the Russian
model ; the fimst fhree types were morely intermediate stages'®
“Thedr ultimate objective is to pass on from peasant farming.

* Page 1o of fhe Report of the Indian Delegation to Chiss on Agri-
enftural Plansing and Technigques, July-Algust, 1956, beceaftor .lu-
cribod as the Krishnagga Delogation after the nane of it Tmder, Shri
M. V. Krishoapps.  * Fhd., p. b1, 'Ib- o AR

W A s mrw evan the wak Afi
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first, to co-operstive farming and. then, to collsctive (ayming at
the earliest opportune moment''! They did pot tarry at the
hwmau-thhrﬁuMnumd\dmm
tural prod lves come into exi than they were
1 inta the ‘ad I' ur collective type. In July, 1955,
Chairman Mae Tee-tung had made an important pronconcement
when, following a tour of agricultural districts in Central China,
e laid. down the plans and the party line on agrarian policy and
gave the "go-ahead” signal. In only a hondred days, in the notumn
of 1955, acconling to an article under the pame of Chan Hansing
:htnmad bvll\eﬂ:hse Emlma_rlnhnw F.00,000 new
.| mpantsed in China. This
broaght tha-r total nmub:ttndmmximxlﬂm. It ropresented
the highest tide, thus far, of a constantly accelsrating move-
ment that started in 195t Then the eountry had ealy 300 co-
operntive furms. At the end of 1953, the figure had risen to 14,000,
By the summer of 1935, just before the autumn upsunge, thee
were 650000, with nearly 17 million pessant houssholds as
members.

1t i said that by Junoary, lw.&wmtmby!nmh.w
pér cent ol the peasant families had joined some sort of 2 co-opers-
tive, of whom: 56 per cent were membars of the so-called “advanced’
mmawdmhmnymwdhy ar.rntdhtgh
the Report of the Krish Del which
mnzh«dnwdﬂmhdnﬂ.dg&:wmul m::mmﬂﬂnn
peazant houscholds, of which fir. g per-oent betwme membens of the
‘advanced’ type. Collsctives or socletiey of the "wivanced’ type
in 1955 had numbersd only 520. It was felt, initially, that
it would tuke a period of three Five-Year Plans for bringlog
all households into co-operatives. But “such has been the speed
wlthwhkhoo-opmhnnhugm:hmd |hmhmmp=mnt
China, the omin task of i
thundmmdtmhapumdmhmmphm h'_rthecjnnnn{lhn
winter of 10§6."7% At the time when the Patil Delogation left
Ching, vz, at the end of September, 1096, & figure of 96 per cent
was mrientioned.

According to the Economist ;™

W Ihid,, p. 61

w2 Ihid, p: f10.

' Cugted it the Pisseer, Lackaow, datad Ovtober 27, 1946,
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m & h"mm. in the countryside,
ume mndntug u'l:u-bnng syecetder] in ad-
vancing without bloodshed where Stalin's path was strewn with

the system, aze still in Jooser units,
whmqm!hmﬂpsldlolhn the rensinder are grouped in
collective farms which appiroach the Soviet model,
Triie, & & good deal remains to te done to Uridge the gap. There
mammm-wmmmm:mwmmw
X

China does not possess the resources to froduce
machinery in bolk ;. capital investment i going mainly into heavy
‘industry, and there is little to spase for the import of agricultural
machinery or the setting up of lange numibers of state farms and

mlhmhlmun}ym{u:perm:)eim
4096, agricul in North-East China
mmmwm.ﬂmmwm
numbered 3,000 in 1556, only 140 were mechanised. Again, a8 in
Russin, the sdministration was ficed with the problem of decrease

As sl the conntry cadres were blamed for mismanagement and
ignomnt “Commandism.’ But the People’s Daily put its finger en
one basic spot—"the peasant thinks anly of getting an much as
mwtﬂthmmmm'hnhnmmzw
or decrenses is not lis business."

Another evil, exposed by a long joint directive of the State
Gmnﬂaﬁ(mhﬂﬁmﬂ\vﬂmﬂhﬂhndmﬂ;ﬁl; 1056,
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mmmmndwybymmnim
“Thay merge villuyges together by building unnecessary houses,
squander money on. recreational farilities, sports grounds, roads
.ndmmsiawi;bm;ulwzhudm.udmhmmmmm
mise to meet productive expenses, ™

Bat with the advent of the people’s COMMENes {jen-wwin kung-
s&iauumhubmaidlhm.mmkhminamm
of months. The establishoient of the cominmmes is the latest in o

neries of doun, frenzied pts to i the whole
of Chinese socicty, The began on an i hasis
m Honun province in April 1938 Following Mao's tour of that

province four manths later, the Central Committes of the Chinese
Commutist Party passed u resolution on August sq (puhlished
S-rpumbqﬂ,smingﬂmtmquddhemhﬁsatm
infure communist society in China. As a result, while the world's
attention b the third quarter of 1058 was focussed on the Quenoy
ﬂm.tM'Cﬁmmﬁm@nwme
tphieaval, Actording to official reports, all but a few of the Chinese
peagants; vz go.1 per cent (1afug million farm houschobds), had
been ised into 26,500 by early N sl
mﬁmwmofmmhbuinwm'mﬂnm~
Mwmhnmmlﬂmﬁndmb[
Amwwmrmwmwkldnmhunfmhe
tarms, of the ‘ad 1" agrieultural prod peratives, as the
Chinese call them. An agricol di it wis
generally co-extensive with a villige while the commune is co-
etmv:vhhnmnhlgvumﬂm_nlvmw-lmw
thhwstmiaim;&nmamml:mlhumn{ml
and the avowed aim of the Chinese communist leaders was to
cextend the boundary of the commiunes stil farther,
The T | & social unit combining industry, agri-
eultore, trade, education, culture, politics, local government and
military afairs wherens the agricaltural producens’ co-operti
w»umaw:mm-mmymuudmwmy
fricul s utioni ip . cone
samption and family life as well. Privite ownership was abulished
m:oulyhhndmdhqmnghnmﬁsdwm-pipmm
such 44 cooking pots and so on. The principle of distribation
slwuudermtampumchnm. In the communes the peasant
H!mmnwhfwlthnﬁudhmmﬂwuyinmm
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at the common mess kall and in other smenitiss, and partly in
cach. Lobour was militacised to the extreme : sach commase had
iits own militia, and the members were supplied with rifies and bay.
anets. Lelsure was cortwled with the increasing tempo of megimen-
tation.

Commumnes were =0 designed and operated us to wipe oat the last
westiges of individualism snd of traditions] family boods ss under-

wan forbididen. They slept in dormitories where thicse had been
constrocted, and put their childeen in commune schogls and creches.
The sim vwas to double the laboor force by fresing women from
household chores for work in fiddds and factories. And in fields and
Inctories, husbands and wives, paronts und grown-up children were
not necessarily in the same team, “Nursing muthers and those
of ailivg children,” sivs Dr. S Chandrashekhar, Directar of the
Indian Institnte for Population Studiés, Madms, who hod vigited
Ching recently, “can visit creches ar kindergurtens, though this is
1ot necessary a8 children are imder the care of trained murses and
teachers. Parents can give up their bourgeess emotional sttach-
muuwmmmmnwmm'"

While th type ol secial hesely
everybady in the villaga of a living. u roaf abuve his head
mdtwmwsumnkadaymmh!ﬂlhﬂmhxmﬁm
it ‘also meant the total loss of individual freedom
The Houschold Regh ion Law, f iy ‘hmlylw
imposed harsh restrictions upon the rights of movement wd 250-
ciation. Under that law everyone was required to notify the police
before leaving o place and on reaching a new place. Evervone was
required to notify the local authorities the arrival of & friend, rela-
tion or guest, In the communes all had to take part in military
parades in the momings and evenings and alse to attend ndoc-
MMmm&mM&lwlwmm
cominumist Chima had become one vast srmy camp,
As 3 writer has observed, “even the Soviet Unian is a [ree country
compared with Red China."

4 Articts in the Stasimen, New Delhi. 13 January 1055,
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Dr. 5. Chandrashekhar romaris: “This i the tommune where
human bemgs are reduced 1o the level of fnmates in a zoo. But
there is a difference. The animals in o o do not have to work
huﬂm:twhnhnm.wgydnmmwwliummmqwﬂ-
compulsary radio, which pours pat the litest editorial from the
People's Daidy ' *The buck of peace anid quiet in the countryside,”
T ndels, “'whiers 5o one cani retire and reflect, anit the laekof privacy
and solitude are to me more terriiying than all the holls put to-
pother.”

As 5 result, there were many complaints and the work done in
FRATY & commune was poor. Reports-of pumges in the northern
part of Red! China in November g5, were the first indication
to the outside world that the communes had run into sericus
difficulthes. These foports. it muy be mentioned, emanated not
from propaganda soarces but were contained in official Chiness
commmnist publications  Alhough the party put off for an inde-
Bnite perind the establish of Lurpe-scal n in big
dtiu.ilhdnoinummnmfmmphukmm’mlw
lorward' already taken. According to u resolution passed at its
historic meating hell st Weechang from November 38 to December
10, 1458, the party came gut with a eall that the commuanes, esti-
mated to total wore than 26,000, be ‘tidied up, checked up and
comsalidated” by April, 1955, The job was entrasted toarmy person-
nel who constituted & large proportion of the special 10,000-man
mspecting teams i esch provinee, which were expected to 'tho-
ronghly reorgamnise, consolidate and improve” the comitnunes.

Thre birth of the commane in 1958 was accompanied by propa-
ganda about multiplying farm vields, free food wnd clothes
peasants, the elimi of the “lust of individual owner-

and publicised, tut fn actual fact it did not materialise Hanlly,
therefore, had a yrar passed since their inception that China's
commmunist leaders were foreed 4o undertake a painful revision of
their ecconomic plans based on the commuties, Mombers of the
Central Committee niet in a pletary sesion at Lushar and con-
fered for a full fortnight. from August 2 o August 15, 1559,
'=ndu&gnidanun(cmndulnﬁe-m'.ma&:iﬂm
mumigque showed that there was continued opposition within their
mmmmmmmﬁm.um-'m
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dnnmawudﬂmadmdsmdmemhhmmm
biamed for their lack of umbition and unj
The moderates, howeyer, seemod to have come out on top with
o compromise policy slowing desim the pase of development whils
continuing the pledge of allegianee to the principles of the ‘great
leap forward” programme, This was neflected in an annooncsment
on August 26, reducing the veus’s grin and cotton targets by
about ball and sharply sealing down fignres originally claimed for
these harvests in the preceding year,
Not only that, the claims—both ideclogical and economic—that
mmmmmmmmﬁmmm
tion dawned upen the that if
mmlncm Mmummmtmuﬂ‘m
*The fore, are no bonger expocted to
ignifh ibution to China's industrinl cutput, and
mm!lmmdthmnpu-ﬂuhum&mwhkhrhzm
‘munes sprang, were restored :

l.uulm}nlwkhgwldy for the commune, pessants are mow
kuywandhmmtmwmw
md.ividnlphumdlmq; income they make out of this .
Sinall local m;kssklvemm n‘plum!hﬁeaml
ean sell his own uce to the state. A system of supplying peasants
with food and clothing as part of their wages was imntroduced when
the communes started. But now the peasants roceive mere of their

it statements have stressed peasants need not
wat there if they do not wish to, and they must be allowed to take
their meals home or cook at home if ¢

prefer.
Hﬂllnrydrﬂhmmmmthnwmnmhtmﬂu;m
never menthoned 1

After more than a decade of relentless effort and inhuman sacri-
fice, the Chinese were admitting that they were hardly closer to
solving the mution's essential oconomic problem—food and agri-
culture—than when they began. In fact, rushing fast as they conld,
thiey have: barely managed to stay in the same place. Point 4 of &
ro-point plan for Tgfz outlined by the Prime Minister: Mr. Chou-

o Rewter (Vido the Plosser, Lucknow, 31 August 1930.)
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wmhmmﬁmmmdthﬂlﬂml&opuh
(Pl fing to an official
nmmuarunm@m:ammm-:mqw
wrban population and sending back into farm production the worhers
and functionaries who had come from the ruval areas fo the foumy.
No further proof of the fuilure of the communes is Tequired, or
could be fortheoming. Land urea being practically coastant, pro-
gressive ugriculture, as will appear later, can only mean that
innavations tn the art of {arming are being increasingly introduced,
more capital s being invested and farmers work harder; better
and longer, so that laboor is released fromn agriculiure for ahsorp-
tion in other pursuits A “back-to-the-land™ call shows & reverse
tromd.
The ilen of the commume had boen tried ot on o much smlier
scale tn Russia, and the experiment ended i failsre. When Stalin
tater on set out to collectivise farming, be forbade every mention of
the comnmne and, ever since, the comnmne has remained under
like an ideological ban in the Soviet Union The Chinese,
obviously not content with the collective furm, had startiingly
rehubilitated the commune. They dicided to move henceforth
n the road of collectivism quicker and faster than the Russians,
and this despits the fact that in technology their fanming was
very fur behind the Rustian. On the other hand, Khmshchev
has mpde a series of important concessions (o the peasants,
relaxing the Stalinist rigours of collectivisation. He has sold the
Machine-Tractor stations, hitherto state-owned, to the collective
farms | he has freed the peasants from compubsory food deliveries
Hﬂhchuntlmmedtuﬂnmthpmmlm:p
state and peasantry on something like a market basis. Thus, the
whole trend of Chinese policy in regard to agricultune has been at
varance with Soviet policy, In an mterview with Senator Hubert
HL Humy of the USA {published in the Pionser, Lucknow,
3t Jamuary 1950), Khrushclee branded the commume system
us ‘oli-fushioned and reactionary’. He sald, “we tried that right
uwiter the rovolution. Tt just does not work. That system is not
nearly so good as the state farms and the collsctive farms."” The
Fenson given was thut the principle, vis, “from each according to
his abillties, to euch ueoording to his needs,” on which the comemanes
were based was not workable and that 'you can't get production
without incentive’.
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1t may be added that Kheushchew praferrad state farms because
there o worker gets a remunertion according to the labour pat in,
and collective farms becanse he bas lately been trying to reform
them and provide incentives to lts members.

Hnmphres writes that he was startled at the leader of world
eomunnnET fejecting the very core of Masxis: theory, Tha Senator
asked if his stofement on incentives was pot ‘rather capitulistic’,
“Call it what you will,” Khrushchey replied, " works "™

--nqwmhwum“mnmywwmw
alone, becwuse it is
muwummm from Chins that the Planning
Comminiion ani the Government of India want to imitate.




CHAPTER FOUR

Co-operative and Collective Farming

Iusmmm—opm:ﬂwﬂnn—l!wanmlhndm
Chinese ve—abaonit which we hear
wmchwwhlmnmymmlpwpkmmwmhvmm
regand as the panaces for most of the ills from which our rural hody-
politic sufiars, madmiduatypcn!hmm-hkh.whﬂnm
affecting any of our fund or &
mhm:hmwko{pdmmpmpsty.wﬂhwunurudnn—
tuges which the USSR is said to have reaped from: the kolikhos
The co-operative fam is regarded es reprosenting o golden. mean
between the capitalist organisation with its stress on individual
Fiidity and the complete colloctivist system under which all iridi-
vidual rights of property are suppressed and menged in-collective
of state ownership,

Co-operative farms should be organised, says the Committoe on
Problems of Reonganisation appointed by the Planning Commis-
sion’s Panel on Land Reforms, as a first step, on the sarplus land
mmmmﬂammlmzm

ich suitable for culti Lairse] :hmrghpubl.i.:
effort and land periodicall lnmshr wich
lands are available in sizeable aress. As a mle, tbul.nndsihnum
be settled with coaperstives, and individiml rights should got be
created in them. They will constitute the nclos for co-operative
farming. The displaces] tenunts, the landles agricnltural workers
who may be selocted for settlement on these knds, and the culti-
mmhr.iewﬂmﬂwhduthumwmpnmkmmmh
poal, will be admitted as of the perative fuem. The
larmns below the floor limit, which stay out of & co-opertive farm
at the commencement, should be located contiguously to the pooled
arei as part of operations of consolidation of holdings to enable
theni 1o join & co-operative farm at a later date.

The aim is to enlasge the co-gperative sectot wntil the entire farm
land in the villige is incladed in co-operative faming socicties, in
h:hnmulﬂmumuumnl!heﬂﬁlmhthm&mndnmimh»
vated, becomes the ity of the

l;’
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and is manmged ‘ns i it were o single farm'?
As regards the mehiod of poling of land, the following diffepent
foems were considered by the Committee :

mmwumuporwmyumwmmmug
lang may be managed as mﬂ.t.lhamenbalugmpmulﬂi
wmmdu-mdm
{#] The fand may be 10 the co-ppomitive society for a
thz-ums -paidd agreed rents or rents preseribed by

[uﬂOwwﬂpmy trunsferred to the co- 3
Mmemmﬂwmhﬁv—mm

As Al surplos and other governmental linds will bo settled with
co-operitive groups and fot with individuals, no difficulty regarding
puulhgnfhndmlldmmthdrm Whi:mﬂmhndpmlld
by i prarticular method is 1 and no rigid
conditions rescribed.

The following different methods of co-operative management
wern discussed :

i: Them::::mmdyhtﬁstrﬂbuudhmhmﬂyun{u uchmit
ldtnammberhmﬂyxamwﬂwp families
upan the extent of lund available i\!hl‘::-uprno

thus, have a separate plot to cultivate, ¥ however, co-
wperte in the b such provision of crdit
Ind!nia .andwhngm,-ndlnmhrmqnmm

{ﬁl Th!whuhhm‘::ybemuq:damum for carryiag out

For subsidi fike i nuh..
'mfwmh&mlmmmut::hbaqlﬂnmdh

families o hmﬂiuglﬂ a
:hmnlth:sdmam mf work oo s

{nﬁ The whale farm: ma; ibennmp:dumumtqrnﬂnqﬁuﬂ-

ﬂpu'nwmw r_hw thm.bem!mliytmmulludby
mm Dndiﬂywnqlﬂ‘m

3 Swowd Five- Year Plam, p. 197.



FO-OMERATIVE AND COLLECTIVE FARMING 7
The adoption of any partioular mode of nunag: nayy the
Committes, depend on the techidque of farming that may be
awmmmdwmmwmmmmm
the members. Each co-operative farm will adopt the mods of
management which suits it best fing to its gun o
It is supgested, therefore, that at this stage all the varioos methods
may be tried, tll siitable technigues of i
are fully estabiished by experience,
The description of the working of large-scale joint farming in
vitrious countries and the ideas of the Planning Commission on the
subject thow into relief three minor differsnces between an agrarisn
: ive fanm and & iee farm

¥ o ¥
of the kolbhos type. These are @

{#] A co-operative farm is an entirely voluntary erganisation, no
one having u right to be admitted to membership as a matter
of course. Whereas in o collective farm all workers of both sexes
in the villaga or locality bave  right 1o membership and it is doubt-
ful whether any person holding land has a right to stay away ;

#3) Under co-op nership of lud continaes to
vest in the members who coutribate it, wheseas under eollsctive
farming it pazses tn the society asa whaole. It is not material to the
definition of co-operative farming whether or not the individmal
awiers have the right to withdraw their holidings physically from the

ive farm thoagh, ¢ b0 mest writers, they should
have such a right. Where such right is dotiied toa retiring member,
it I8 essential that he should tecelve due compensation for the
property fimally dered by him. Ina collective farm, however,
its members can decidedhy have no such right anid, as the awnership
olhmlhnﬂnhudypnsudtothehwnnnthemly.mq—nuﬁm
of compensation either arises ;

(i1} A co-apecative fam: pays wiges to workers, whither mem-
bors ar not, at proviiting rates and distributes net profit according
1o the value of the land and also of the live-stock and the dead stock,
I contributed. Or, it may adopt another procedure, vis the et
proceeds of the farm arrived at after deducting all the experses of

itivation inchiding g to members fur the wse of their lund
in propartion to its value, wages paid to outsiders, cost of manuge-
ment and contributions to. the reserve fund and other funds, il
‘ny are'established, may be shared by in ion to the
labour put in by each. The members of u collective farm, an the
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mMmu&MhaMhMmWemhmﬂw
to the aumber of labour days pot is by them. That i, in a eollective
farm the purticipants hive only ane kind of income from the farm—
thut due to work:; in a cooperative farm those wha have contr-
buted the land of stock are entitied to a dividend or an incose
an aweount of their contribution, spart frm anything they may

minammemn%mm'hmwm-
mmhniqueunbempﬁq!wmmrhmﬂyapﬂmmlhe
other. The sffect on peasants Eah ituting the farm
s similar in bath cuses and, from the point of view of agriculturl

ion, there is nothing to choose between them. In & co-
operative furm the identity of both the farm und the farmer dis
appears is completely as it dits in a collective farm, Wintaver
criticism applies 10 ouw upplies eqtially to the other.

RS i

To sl an P or the so-called
e fum a5 distis d from a coll farm, & co-
will be o mi A fve 5 an us-

socintion of free autunomous coonomie units, wherens a co-tipera-
tive farm consists of members who have lost their cooomic suto-
nomy, A co-operative isintended o support the enterprise and the
business activities of its mombers. “This aim can only be realised
if there are prises of the bers who associ
i erder 1o support their individual enterprises. It cannot be the
purpose of 4 co-operative asoclation to dissolve the individual
miuudwplmmby;jm:nrcﬂkcﬂumm
One cantiot have much quarrel with the Planaing Commission's
Committee on Problems of Reorganistion. It Joaves the suitable
mbndn!mopmﬂwmmlmbeﬂﬂmdhgm.
The Prime Minister restated the sume approsch in his addres to
mummmmmmcmmh;uwmmucm
1086, He naid :

...th&wmd&dmhmmw in the matter
arbitrarily, It was for the kisene themselyes to take into account

the and cons of co-operation and, if idered §
udﬁnélhmww.wlmmm

it to be
it. But to him
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Py 1o be no al At this stage all that he wanted
wis that thay shovld discues th among themsed
Iy and try co-cperatives as an expetimental mesure.
The first method advocated by the Planning Commission’s Com-
mittoe under which each lamily has 2 separate halding to caltivate
w bart i variant of what is known s a Better Farming Society. Co-
operation i fist stretched to the point of meger of holdings, but i
limited to non-farm activities where it can find its most fraitful
field i the domain of amicaltire. This methixd will be acceptable
to all; but the Planning Cominission insists that “co-operative
tarming pocessarily fmplies pooling of Iands and foint manage-
ment”. The only concession it nmiakes i that "at thin stage of
develapmint it 1s not prepured to recommend any particalar “man-
e in which lunds may be pooled and operated™ [Second Fioe-Year
Plaw. p. 201). Tt & this inslstence which compels o1
exumination of the avallible evidence for and agaimst
foint-farming, Stich examination is oll the more neceswary in view
of the fact that the most powerful political party in the country,
viz. the Indinn National Congress has also, in its phenary session
held ut Nagpor in Janusry 1959, agreed with the Planning Com-
missjon and ascepted joint farming us the ultimato pattern for Fndia,
'!‘hnldﬂmtpwtnfmﬂlwwnﬁmn}g:

[mtmw:-ml:nmﬁmmbeglulm tivu}niun::
in which the | wil 3 cultivation,
nrming in u!ﬁmln! foint

ﬂ:;;u[ﬁmuhuinmm\lmmmumwmhylhmmm

joint farm.

Asa first st jor to the institution of joint farming, service
g ol oyt e g g, Bl

stage should be completed within u period of three years, Even
within this period, wherever possible and generally agreed to by the
swllaj:l?;;f‘(mgmmm’ h’*‘u’f‘l ceiling on lurge farms)
el on
should veat in t:nwwl?ﬂ?"ﬁuﬂ; e munaged throwgh the
CO-operatives.

The scheme enanciated by the resolution ks not so simple as it
Imh%ilmnmnlm&nﬁm sevaral
aspocts which are sinister in their implications -
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() The wee of the words “should be” in the first sentence indicates
the mandatory natare of the resolution. The words also involve a
nation of obligation on the part of the farmers. As if it 15 not their
right to decide how thiry will or will not carry on coltivation of their
fanda. It seems to be focgotten that agriculture is ant only 4 science
that had to be learmed, bot alio a way of life that eould oot be
rushod or planned by somebody else for the farmes.

(b) The aim is defined as ‘co-operstive feint farming'. One wonld
like to know whether thers isa pattern such as"co.aperative single
mmﬂhﬂn{w also, from which it was conshilersd necessary to

ish the type dect  here. Co-operative farming
cannat but be joint.

{¢) In aeder to allsy the fears of the farmers the resohtion has
laid down that they will continne to retain their property rights,
but in view of the ninotation that Prime Minister Nehru made in
liis speech in the Lok Sabha on March 28, zg59, the pssurance
contained in the resolution. is sot worth o moment's consideration.
He said ; "'Of course, the House will remember that we have said
that the ip of the land will contine. Some people say that
this is eithor o ruse or even if wo mean it, we will not be able to

ided it Jeads to the obj we ate alming at."
{ﬂ!tmﬂm&uhﬂlmm.hhw-ﬂ#m
join the o fwrm whather want them or not.

per




CO-OFERATIVE AND COLLECTIVE FARMING an

It is not clear how their work will be evalated, Tf wages are paid
in cash on a fived daily or monthly basis. they will be a5 good
a5 labaurers an private farms with no improvement in their status,
I, on the cther hand (they are given a say in the management,
af greater rights thim they enjoyed belore, or] wages payable to the
Iabourers are evaliated on the same basis as the lindowners, the
latter would never agree to join such a venture, or allow lshoirérs
to join it. Thw communists in Russia and China had foreed the so-
calledd co.operatives on the people only witer land had been distri-
Truted to overybody in the village.

{¢} The words ‘may be statted’ in the second paragraph of the
resalution would, again, seem o indicate as if it in not the farmens
or lndowners who will start the fums, but somebody else who will
do it for them. If it is their volition alone that mattersd, there
was ne moed. in 4 way, to show a signal to anybody to go ahead
toduy or three yeats later,

() Hisnotn ding to the resalition; thit all famers
in u village should agree before a joint farm could be established.
Only a ‘generul’ agreement is required, and a general agreemient
could mean, if oae so chose, cven a bare majority decision. Now,
it iz not democricy to take away one's mesns of subsistence by the
majority decision of one’s nelghbours and, thus, force upon him &
complete change in his way of life as thrusting & man in o co-opers-
tive farm would amotnt to. Of conrse, if the nation as a whele so
decides, it can do o, but in that case it will have to give ftself o
different Constitution.

(g} To call a joint farm established on surplus lands obtained
by impesition of a ceiling, under the terms of the resobstion, o
co-operative farm, will be a mimomer. The land constituting the
farm will not belong to the members, but to the state or the village
fanh Nar will ik herefore, on Tesip or expul-
sion, be entitled to take away a parcel or any share for individual
cultivation. Nor will they earn any income other than that dus to,
a4 proportionate with the labour put in by them on the farm. So
that, it i, pure and simple, a kolkhoz—a collective farm of the
Rusaian type.

It Is not without rewson, therefore, that the communists
welpotned the Nagpur tesolution ; rther, they congratulated the
Indian Nutional Congress thereon. They suggested only nae amend-




5 INDIA'S POVERTY AND ITS SOLUTION

ment, vie. the surplus lands that will be available on imposi-
tian of odlhgahnkththemLheMwm
the lundless

* The reason jor the ameadment has been explained in Chapher Ten
upra.




CHAFTER FIVE

Our Problems and the Basic Limitation

It WOULD BE axipmatic to state tet our economy, industrial or
afgrarian, should be govemed by the conditions of our countyy and -
w0 regulated that it might help tosolve the main problenis that face
. ar help 1o realise the ideals that we have ln view. Weo cannot
just copy or lift an agrarian econemy obtaining in any particular
country irrespective of the society that the latter hopes totsuild for
itseld, or trresp of its . climatic, and
Mhnrwﬁﬂhlﬂyumyﬂﬂbﬂlpﬁimbhhmm Now, the
main problems that call for-solution in our country, as in many
athers, cin be formulated as follows :

(i) Increase of total wealth ar -

Iu'} Elimination of s and under s
mummumdmm wnd

lm! Making democracy & Success.

All our Inws, schemes, and projects have to be evaluated in the
light of thess probiems, These which serve to contribute to their
salition are beneficial to the cointry. Those which do not, have to
e rejected.

It will be found that, of the three altematives mentionod in
Chapter Two, it is the first, vz an economy of small {arms operated
Iy animal, or, if nocessary, munual power, and individually worked,
with uiech farms co-operatively linked with esch other in all dcono-
mie activities other than actoal farming or produection, which will
bt answer onr needs and solve our problems taken together.

The farm of agricultural organisation in a comtry will depend
on the proportion in which the two factors of production, mz. labor
and capital, either separately or more wsnlly conjointly, are avai-
lable in yedation to the thind, viz. lund. The quantity of land that is
avaflabls for production in our eomstry today i, for all practical
purposes, l\:md :m.-!nmmnw as we shall see, of exten-
sl ol agri by and dsation. In other words,
lund is relatively scacce and constitutes the limiting factor. On

n .
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the other hand. becamse of cor large and incressing population,
the supply of labour is unlimited. That ;lrtul'apildl‘hlch
provides traction power, viz. draught cattle, is, by no means, lack-
ing. i not actually surpins to oar needs. Our agrarisn organisation
has, therelare, of necessity, mhmﬂuwwklhmdmd.lmm

two factors, cannot but huve an economy which is econsmical in its
use of land resources, though it may be wistetul of labour and capital
resources, that is, an economy where we have to apply to tand more
of incressing units of labous or capital, or of both in order that
the fullest une may be made of the former, or, which is the same
mm;mmpﬂm ‘qumw' J Spillman ; “The

Marzism, like capitalism, has everywhere asked : How epuld
one obtain from the existing surface & maximusm return with a mini-
mum of labwur b} The question for us is differnnt. It is: How
eould we, on the existing surface, secure 4 living 1o & maximum
niimber of people through the uwse of thelr labou in the villages ?
Lund being the limiting factor in our conditions, our aim must be,
obwiously, net the highsst pessible production per man ot agricul-
tural worker, but highest possible production per acre. That i
what will give us the largest total for India as a whols and thus
eradicate poverty or want of wealth in the absohute.

+ The Lawe of Diminiching Retwrnz, p. 43
.



CHAPTER 51X

Production of Wealth
SEE OF FARM

A goon FIW think that & compact aren of 200 agres will yisdd a
samewluit higher prodoce: than 1o plots of 10 aores each. That i,
coneentration of land will give greater viekd per acre than if it &s
m:m«mmmm.nm l‘wphh\mxglnthnclﬂnm
have belore them the i

hﬂlylnﬂnudulmmhm;m mbymmthﬂ
‘would

big mechanbsed produce more in the field of
canniot be achisved unless the peasants small-scale

nical devices cani profitably be used. They would like to put agri-
cultirs, too, on & factory? basis.

The economists in our eountry and the intelligentsia, in general,
have taken their views mostly from Marx, the core of whose ccono-
mic analysis, a8 of his theory, was a fundamental belief in the
superiarity, and hence in the mecessity, of lirgescale production.
To him farge-scale production was the first condition for general
well-being, That condition was clearly being realited in the field
of industry ; Marx took it for granted that the samo process was
bound fo take place also in agriculture.

According to Marx the peasant was doomed because he was a
peanant, and the evil to which the peasant wan succumbing was just
humlhmhﬂthﬁlmlmbhwmwm
patibile with progress, and th of the sovigty was over
mwmmmwmmwmm
foal—the scientific cultivation of the soil upon a commen plan by
means of drmies of lahourers,

The wmall prasant produces mainly for himself | the capitalist
larmer mainly for the market But capitalist farming was obno-

*in fact. somn of the collective farms in the USSR, devoted largely
10 one crop, wens koown as ‘whost fackary”, “sigar-boet factore’, etc.

L ]
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xious to the very principle of s and. ns the industeial
waorkers degemded on purchesed food-stufls and these, the Commm-

mmmmhm&hu.hmwm
1 sail tilled by co-op of production wnder (he con-
trol of soSiety as a whole

As has been pointed out by David Mitrany.® no part of Marx's
economic theory was more uncritically accepted than this It was
forgatten that when Marx was formulating his theory he was lving
thMtMmmmMmmqm

oallonee hisoutlock. Fi ol th
mhm!mmmdwwhhhbmﬁ-m&nlmpm&
Irish pensantry about the middle of the last century, It was, for.
ther, a period when everything seemed to point g0 concentration of
land in the hands of a fow large owness. An important aspect of
this phenomennn, iz that the increase in Jarge estates had often
beoen achioved by political and soctl pressure (through enclosures
und partly as the price for emancipation of the pessantsj, snd did
not represent simply the victory of the better syatem in free com-
petition, secaped his notice completely, The original views of Mars
o agrarian development have, however, continued to grip the com-
mutist snind ever since, in spite of the statement of Engels that
Marz had himsell began to doabt their validity in cases where, as
in Eastern Evrope, farming was not capitalistic.

The why, is & of an i A scale of
Mummmmmmlm‘tmw
unit of labour o other econsmic resourees emploved, while a farmer
cannot, lies in the fundamental diflerence between the two kinds
of industry, which has beess admirably brought out by Van Der Post.
“The manufacturing process’, says be, "is & mechanienl proces pro-
during articles to pattern in succession from the same machine. The
agricultural process, on the other hand, s 2 biclogical process, and
its. products are the result not of a man-driven mechanism, but of
their own inherent qualities of growth. In the cose of the industrial
enmmadity, therefore. standing room for a machine and ifs operator
will uffice in order that it be multiphied indefinitely. In the case
ol the agricuftural commodity, on the other hand, standing

* Murs againg phe Pras, London, 1952, Part L Chapter 1.
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oo s roquined for each article that bas to bo produced '™

From this fundsmental difference between the rature of the
two industries stem several other differences that chamcterise their
wocking and also affect the sise of the industrial and agrioultural
undertakings.

Agriculture depends on the area of land—on the area in which
plants cun spread their roots and expose their leaves to the s, and
from which they can draw water and chemical substances necessary
for their prowth. A plant will take the same space to grow, whether
it & sown in a small furm or large, so that a large farm has no ad-
vantage over a small farm in per-seee production. Provided, there-
fore, there i no difference in fxrming methods and capital employed
per man is equal, returis per man will diminish 25 an increasing
uumber of men are put to larm s limited aren of land, becayse:
the men have, on an average, les. ares to work with, At the
sanse thoe, a5 more men cultivate the land, returns per acre will
increase, becanse each acre has mare labour appilied to it. Thus,
two men- working ten acres of bind can prodoce mote than one man
working those ten acres, and three men workitg the same area
can produce more than two men. But the increase in product per
ncre, with the increase in the ramber of workers, s & diminishing
increase : the increase in prodoct is in Jower proportion than the
proportion by which the number of workers increases. Two men
workiny the tes acres carmot prodoce double of what the one pre-
vinusly working them was doing ; nor can theee men produce as
much per man a4 each of the two men. In other words, each equal
additional quantity of work bestowed on cultivation of a given
mall:ndyiddnnnmﬂydhnlmm udunsuwhl.
In calied the ‘Law of Dimi Retura' in agrical It can
mum«mmmmm as the Law of
Diminishing Increments’.

“Extept for diminishing returns”, says Dr, Elmer Pendelit, "quan-
tity of lamd in the world, or in eme country, of on one farm, would
have na relation to quantity of production. Except for diminishing
retiens, o twenty-acre farn would produce as niuch as a thousind-
acre farm, 1f additional volumes of crops. could be had in propartion
to eapital and labour put on the land, & given ontlay of capital and la-
bowir woald produce as much on a small acreage s on a buge acrenge. "

* Ecowemice of Agricultees, p. 162,

* Fopulation o the Looae, New Yefk 25T, T 40
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On the other hand, manifacturing is not dependent on area,
H need be, hmnhmdmhnd,lhutm does not
enter iglly inte the caleul: g or its

humm‘dﬂmmhm.uwm

turing in most branches can be. and is carried oat in such & way
Mpﬁndpumamhummmmm
a5 the seale of industry & i
works under the law of i ing seturns. Mannfacturing units,
Mm.mdto:whi.-mmmhmdqﬁmlmﬂ
umits

Dependence of agriculture ou urea means that karger the site
of thie farm, uuemummlmnpnmmmm}yms
large farming more ive than large s g, but makes
it more diffienlt to supervise. mmmmm-
is the case with munafacturing. are casier to supervise, than men
Apread over a large arm.

memmhmtﬁmhnuwmmh

push up the sise of an i tal d with agri-
cultural. Innwnﬁ:tuﬂm smmnﬁmmum
plant i . there is

Breater
and greater upuiﬂmnl and !m,tnm.! division of labour and,
therefor, Jess and les time is taken in turning out & given quantity
of product than before. Eonomy of time means economy of effort
and expenditure. No such econamy or economies, however, are
possible in the sphers of agricalture where time, like space, is an

tl-ehamhmlh:prlakdupummmnhmdns
than in agriculture.
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Further, crops {and cattle) need not only intimate, affection-
ute and devoted care—they need o twenty-four hours' care. A
Mwhummﬁﬂmﬂgmm hutn;mntm
simply has no closing houre i o {eature
makes & lot of difference in the seale of undertaking in the two
"
mmmm ﬁmmmhmd@mmw
ledd tor ity unp g a
mmmmmmmdhﬂmmmammmmm-
aathon in general). Where hitherto man had scarcely knevwn or used
any but hand tools, he had henceforth at his disposal 4 machine
driven by an externul source of power, which coold be harnessed
to an indefinite number of other machines.
The great inventions heralding the birth of the capitalist eco-
nomy, demanded large numbers of warkers, heavy capital invest-
mxm-ﬁmmmhmmmm
the worked al de a fow ‘or ap-
pmﬁnuuwnymwmmmnbhmm-ﬂchm
wll.raﬂmn(pmpmy Je of production steadily
and the il iy fi d
mmmmdmmmw.
drediokl, even a two i increase in man's capacity
tomdhnnmnhumndmlnapmﬁmemdqm it did
mtlm!gnll.lwhndmagrimltw: wkhuabmhgnlpmm
Mechani does not most
nnuﬂﬂuullmlhuqrimhunlyh& mmwalhtlhtyoftha
soil and climatic conditi In
r»fhuﬁmubynmwuﬂﬂnﬁdlmrdaﬂmhlpbﬂ-
ween the size of an unidertaking and its production. Put it could
not fnfluence the life process of plants, and the relationship between
the wize of an agricaltural farm snd its production
remained unaffected Tt was an ‘ndustrial Revolution® as it is
rightly called. not an *Agricaltoral Revolntion®,

, while in slieer theory, the size of the farm, in and of
lmIididmt-ﬁedwudbcﬂmperm in actual practice and
for reanons following, given the same resource facilities, soil con-
tent anid climate, & wmall farm produces, acre for acre, more than
a large one—t rganised, whether 1y, eollec:
tlvdymmnﬂwlmmmitwmmrhumm
more, until & device i discoversd which can aceelerate nature's
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prcess of gestation and growth—a device which cn be used only
om & large farm and not on smsll.

Firstly, a plant isa living organism. As such it requires individual
care and attention somewhat in the same manner as an animal o
hunman being does. In industry a worker can be ‘functionally’ effi-
thxihakumdymmmdmmmmuuk
is highly and mechanised. But farming
is not & mutter of roatine. The yield of the land depends directly
on the care with which the farmer conserves the soll and protects
Mmhdummwmmmpb)wﬁnwmy
mydmmmlhwdlhhm—wm:ewd
and solicitnde which he can bestow. As no man or woman can
satistactonily Inok after two dozen cows or two dosen children, w0
uhmnmtudunweﬂﬁmﬂyhywﬁnmnhwwm

Nor can such care and i e
mxnﬂhaiuh:nnltku !lhum!amtwﬂr.ﬂbalmpwu
to anybiody ility or res-

ponsibility of the many which a co-operative or a collective enter-
prise involves, nnles its members are close blood relations, or are
imspired by high ldealism, which in the reonomic sphere of homan
life is rare, will sltimately boil down to the responsibility of no ooe,
and cannot take the plice of individnal interest which alone can
provide the close, constant and intimate attenthon that lands and

crops reduine

A man who comes to have two adult sons living and working
jointly with him, will produce more per acre, or which is the same
thing, & greater total from the same area of land than when he was
alope. Similarly, when he has, say, five sons, who are imspired by
the same common good or interest of the family, they will produce
a still greater total 14, hewever, whether during the life-time of
the father or after his death, mutual distrust among the brothers
emerges and they come to place, even in their thonghts, their own-
selves, wives or children, above the family as o whole. the prodic-
tion will definitely decline. Whern the brothers eventually separate
and, this, the fncentive for hard work ks restored, the production
per acre will again go up and, possibly, will be higher than even
when mutnal trust and confidence existed between them. Such
is the expericnce of all those who come from. amongst the
prasantry, or know the urges and the psychology of an average
house-holder.
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merge them in 3 joint farm, they will not produce mone per acre
hyriru!ﬂmmmzrgu’_mhr,mnn.illhem&:ﬂulthr
hnnhw.wﬂkhmrw&h:hgmdlhnm.mw
um::ympnlhisudmiﬂsph'db?nmmmmhm.ﬂnwn—
e from the jaint furm will only total up o what it was previeusly
mmmle[m(hlbeolhumﬂlhhmmhwwly
mesged their lands, and not their interests, thoug|
abso—whiich state of affuirs will be the rule if joint furms spring wp
a2 u result of & drive of Government or a palitical party—the pro-
dnction will meiskedly go dows. And the Jarger the pumber of sach
jarmers, the les possibility these will be of their working as 4
willing team—as an enthusiastic unit.

Seemally, & peasant farmer and tis family are usnally under-
Wyﬁwmmuhmneydnmwmpyhun
time and the labour that they devote to it, so that even for a small
mmwwﬂlapplylﬂmhmlhzymuphhol.:n
peasant farmiing tnd is the limiting factor, and the greatest profits.
therefors, lie in the maximum viekd per acre. O the contrary, the
gwner of @ big farm has necessarily to engage labotr an payment,
and tinless the extra yiehd is commensarate with the extra. labour
Mmth;ﬂied.th'nmhhunwﬂlmhmﬂl-m
In i esse lubour I the limiting factor, not land | for, land is there
to which exten Iabour may be employed but it is too postly for
the additional output. The 1 profits in the case of a big
furmer will not, therefore, correpond to the maximum. yield from
fand as fn the case of a small farmer, but to maximum exploitution
of labotur.

In this context it may ot be irelevant to point to o non-cono:
mmmniumumuhwmmw.mww
in favour of & small one. Paid labourers can in no case bring to
unﬂymrmlrmmmmmwﬁchnman
mmmmmmammmmuu.mma
in performing any other of the varied tasks of enltivation. Agri-
Iﬂlhum!mnpnnnlh!uodyumdliﬂu&lﬂtlmdlﬁf
also, His wile, children and old parents labour mot merely for
gain, Whereas the laboarers work for wages, not for love.

1f the large farm is & co-opesative ot collecti king. the
workers or members will lack the incentive, which a peasant farmer
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awning his patch of land and being master ol his produce has, for
working hard. There is bound to be & world of difference between
the seliiemplayed farmer who works for himself and his family and
ses his own judginent in his work, on one hind, and the larmer in
& co-aperative farm who has to work under the watchia] vye of the
spervisors, on the other. The knowledge that the total som to be
divided amongst moce thay o hundred or two bundeed members of
the cooperative farm depends upon how hard they all work, has
proved too weak and diffused an incentive to be sfiective. “The
farmer will not.” write Sydney and Beatrice Webb, “be easily
weaned from bis habit of seeking always to do less work than his
fellow-members, on the argument that enly in this way can he hope
to ‘get evan’ with them, as they will, of course, be zenking to do
less work than be does."d That is, the pace in a co-operative or
collective enterprise is dotermined by that of the shiwist worker,

A co-operstive tarm would produce even less than a large private
farm of the same sise Because labourers on the latter will be
warking for definite aims—a fwed quantity of wages which may
o up with good work, and member-workers on the former, managed
a4 it will be on the basis of majority wote and consent, would be
ﬂvnbydﬂrmanﬂmuu.

“Generally experts, who-ivmm-op-nﬂmhmmg‘ says
Dr. Otto Schiller, a Geeman Profs
“mh:mddnmmmmmwh&mm
the ownership of land ahtuld be preserved at least as o title. But
it is questionable whether a legal title to a piece of lund which
still exists in the recurds but has in fact disappesred as a visible
unit in the fields, can provide the ssme incentive as real
of the land, even if the profits of eooperative farming are shared
according to the assessed value of the land contributed by ench

memmber, 4

Rmdwmﬁpmm,hmnkmudwh.m
enly right to control the property—to we it in any manner the
owner likes of not to use it atall. Once this right to control dis-
Appears or is taken away, ownership is moduced to a myth. Those
who atgue that furmens need not apprehend liquidation of their indi-

* Sowiet Commieniom © A New Civilisation, Lotgmans Green & Ca.
.LH Londan. tgyy. p. 218,

Farming and Individsal Farming on Co-operative Lines,

p.nu,
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vidual ownership, becise it would contlnge in the form of shares
i the society on which dividends would be paid, ignore the basic
{act that land to & farmer is much more than maney or shares in &
company. Merger of a perion’s land in o joint farm will mean
world of change in his life; not so the purchase of shares by him ina
company. Today the furmer works on his farmin perfect freedom,
confident that he is the master of all he surveys—though what he
surveys may not be much ; mwhwmbmuweam;
muny, subject to discipline of the farm and
master of nothing at all

Thkdly.apﬂnn‘hrm by dint of the surplus libour resources

tas to be maintained at all events 1 so he tries to utilize it by keeping
live-stock, which adds to his cutput. No such laboar foree, of labour
force commensurate to the sise of the farm is available to & large
farmer. Almost ull the income is, therefore, confined to what the
farmer is able to get from the crope.

Similagly, the capacity of o luege farm to rear nd maintain
cattle is not enhanced by its being run on es-operative or collactive
lizwes. Cattle and poultry respond to gentle and affectionite treat-
ment almost just a8 human beings do. They are, Lhﬂlmhlt
cared for only when they are objects of pride to their
If it were not so, far grester concessions in the matter of keeping
private livestock would not have besn given to collective farmurs
in mmnrmum-mmmmwymm
rufwhhuwmmmhwmpm&wﬂﬂl

Lﬂuy.im-mnchnnhmllytmnmmnynhwmhr
of cattle and poultry per acre than a big farm, the peasast farmer
will have comparatively more farmyard manure at his disposal
Cattle waste is omganic in chameter und, at lmst, in the long run
tmiore effective as manure than the inorganie chemical fertilisers
which are obtainable in the markets. A large farm, whether private
of co-operative, will, of necessity, resort: to these fertilisers, since o
tractor and a harvester combine prodnce no muck or organic mamre.
Andl while the truth that farmyard manare helps to mamtsin soil
fertility bost i sdmitted by oIl agrarian experts, some of them,
at least, are definitely of opinion that artificial fertilizer, particuler-
Iy when it is applied exclusively, depletes the sail.
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h.mybe]lmmad that since the great
depression of u:kuus.dmbu t the of large mmits
have grown even in the field of industry. A most | inves-
iom was made to this effect by the so-called T National

Committee in the USA, just before the War, in roqt. Its
&hmmﬁuw&tlnmdmemwun{um
units the most cfficient in mwhyl.n:mm'ul
\ny wnnﬂmtmmal also served to that
wven smuller tmita could more readily adapt
By e B g Foc o

COMPARATIVE DATA OF VIELES

The conclusion we had reached in the previous- sub-chapter,
that production on mmall farms should be greater per acre of land
than on large farms, or, in other words, prodaction per acre will
ncrease as the number of mem coltivating agiven pisce of land
increases, in well iflustrated by Table 1 taken from Dr. Elmer
Pendell's Population on the Loose, New York, 7951, page3y. In
all cases below the harigontal line that cots throdgh the table,
there are diminishing retums, which are shown in the column
headed "Average production per muan’,

Clearly thene is less production per man if more than four men
work the 100 scxes. The more the workers, the less is their per
capits production. Dr. Elmer Pendell says that he chose sail which
was not very good and where the larmers had only a little help from
tools. Nor would teols make a differetice to per capita production,
at least, when a3 many as 18 men have to support themselves an a
humdred acres. For, less the ground a man has, les the advantage
hmhthmdhmingquipmt_

nma:l::h‘wm b mmahulmeuwu—

wlﬂ: mi;mun mwwu amed will 1 e down
2 of y g
instead—further and further down

wugummmnmmmmwumam

Johnm
in the Uni ! Puu. ke.unlu
.:ymb’ m;»f i m"p :ama ‘i:mlbr

wize int Mrwp- un?: of the data by
Iﬂmm:ngu of the bool h;numlslv&hlﬁ l'l.m
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Tame 1
ILLUSTRATION OF THE LAW OF DIMINISHING RETURNS
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“The two tables taken together present a complete plcture
Under conditions of manual and animal labour, or conditions where
large agricaltural machinery 1s not used, ms more and mere
men work @ given jund area, that i, as o farm becomes
smaller and sialler, procinction both per acre and abio per man
{or worker) increases till land per man is redoced to a point
betwesn 133 and 25 acres. This point colncides with 27.5 aorvs.
Table I woald show that if 4 men instoad ‘of 3 work 100 ncres,
that is, il the area per man decrenses from 33.3 to 25 acres, pro-
dnrﬁn-pu-nminumbyfn_j—g:]j_.sbﬂlheh-soﬂnh
presuming a uniform incrense over the entire drop in area, produc-
tinn per acre increases by 3.5/8.3 = 0.43 bushel with every dec-
rease by one scre. Calculation woald show that both u holding of
28 weres and 27 acres will produce in the total less than 37.5 acres.
But the larger holding will produce less, and the smaller more
per acre than the middling. At 27.5 acres the law ol diminishing
returns beglns to operate and prodoction per additional anit of

2T ACtes—say, 1.5 nores.
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There is overwhelming factunl evidence from varipus other conmn-

tries alsy which establishes that the roturn per acre goes up as the

wize of an agricultural holding goes down. Below are given figures
for the English, Danish and Swis sgriculture -7

Tancs TIT '
VARIATION [N GNOSS RETURN PER ACRE ACCORDING TOSIZEOF
HOLDIRG
ENGLISH DANISH SINISS

Sise uf  Groas returs Sireof ' Geossvatwen  Siveof Gests rifirs
Holding  perwsrs  Halbling ppm holding  pur aire
e fond, s L g e 4o &

1 Underay mo 1 @

£ Tl 40 1100 § 33 S8y 4 » ypiemp muEr oy
+ MWWico 99 3 AW 73 3 3 o ixjtiay e 3
4 MOOIG  FIY L FItoeo a1l 8 iy iy o3
4. 1s0easn ¢ o5 8 ifontoese 1z A o gjters e w3
& Above 338 7 4 4 Avovesso 13 4 u Abovezs 1iy 7

App and Waller remark in Farm Econemics {pp. 55-59) 3%

1t is quite evident that the the business, the will be

the recupts. To what extent would hold troe as Hze -

mln.milil.qnud upon the lgz:e farming. the loculity, and

samewhit upon the ability of the operator. In the surveys made

mmsnmnrmawmmmwumm
Tanez IV

VARIATION [N RECEIPTS PEIL ACKE ACCORDING TO SIZE OF
HOLDING IN USA.

FARM SIZE RECEIFTS PER ALRE
TN e e e # angn
Medium .. 3 o i ve $4r.30
Lange i s G el T ¥ 3 8o

T Ecommier of Agriculfure by Van Der Post, 3037 Fp 39075
* Pabdished by |, B, Lippincatt Company. 1638.
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Recently studies on the economiics of form management wire
. 4 thio ik - sl Stati Ming
Ary of Agriculture, Gevernment of India in six typical regions of
the country, sz Bombay. Madras, Punjab, Uttar Pradesh and
West Bengal in £054-55 and Madhyas Pradesh in ra55-56. In each
of the six rugions two contiguons districts were selected for study in
mhnw-yﬂmmywndmmmmmtymlm

in the state conserned. These six regions taken together represent
the major cropping pattern of the country. Sixteen villiges were
selected in each district. The data collected by the cost accounting
and sarvey methods from five of these regions (duta for Madhya
Praddesh being fiot available to us) do not bear out the contention
that lazge holdings are more productive than small holdings. The
ata rather indicate o contrary trend, wis. output per acre on small
holdinygs is generally higher than on large holdings -

Tamts V

OUTPUT FER ACHE IN RUPEES
[MADRAS)

Sien gromp {neens} e p— Survey mathod
watbad

@— 2.3 LLTH 540
28— gm oG s
5.8 — 7.5 3.0 {188 3
7.5 — 0. 4y p Y
0.0 — 150 o3 .3
158 — =m0 73-3 by
0.0 — 150 3.0 o
atowe 350 ta s

ounce: The fudion Jumrnad of Agricaltural Ecangeics, Val. XU, No. 1,
PEn 98838



PRODUCTION OF WEALTH )

Tames V1
OUTPUT PER ACRE IN RUFEES
(PURIAH)
Hoiding mar prewp {acresy Coat acorumbing Survey mathad
methid
o—3 7 iy
s — 1o v ] 36
1 — 20 158 Aty
®— 5 137 7
abave 40 133 13

Sowcs = The Jadian Journad of Agricuttural Ecomemicr, Vol XIIL Na. 1,
024, 195435

Tamsz VI
OUTPUT FER ACRE IN RUPEES
(WEST BENGAL)

Hoeely 24 Parganss

Holding sizs Coul peceumt. Survey  Cost ascount-  Sarsey
growp [acves) ing meihod  mathod  ing wethad  methed

0.0 — 1.3 jor 04 6o 6
F.3h = 250 ahy 51 199 6o
H— 3.7 38 hy 21t 161
3t — o0 any 0 178 T4
300 — 7.5 28 g2 L o
731 — Ko.om 250 1353 avy 78
10.00 — 15.00 238§ ELd 3 08
above 14.00 153 1y - (£

Sotmce | The Imdian Jowrnal of Agricnlfural Ecengamizs, Vol XIIL No. 1,
P 35, 1934735
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Tauce VIII

OUTPUT PER AGRE IN RUPEES
(UTTAR PRADESH)

Suee group Cont oreusting merhod Srnrvey ssthod
o dees

TRESS I9SEAS resas Toss-sh

Below 5 3y 76,0 6 04
3—n 300,86 21395 zha.9 952.7
o kR a53.8 gy 2131 wgn W
15— ayd.g 0.3 aga.3 TR
ahove an pii Nl g9 .7 too.g

Sovace : The Indian Journal of Agricultural Etonomics, Vol XIIL Moo 2,
7 38, 3934-55

Tamie [X
OUTPUT FER ACRE IN RUPEES
(DOMBAY]

Star groups of farm Absmnlnzpzs Diilried Nasih Diswict
tacres}
o—iy 1y Ay e
5—1m T 9595
w— 13 530 LYSLLY
15 — 30 S 6.8
0 = 1§ 3.0 oo
a3 — W 353.88 Fee ]
30— 30 348y B by
abave 50 .68 . 38

Sovmce : The Tudian Journal of Agricaitaral Ecanawica, Vol X, Na. t,
P 5455 195455

It-mdymmmnmuwmmm
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GRO OUTFUT FER ACKE

DEXMANK 7 o
HORWAY AWRDEN A gaTa sy
Db 030 M—-Th | Under 8400  30-11 Hba  f0-Th 80 DO | Ul 30 B
EamH  dm sew | Blarw sew  sow | Doaw aem sow e Aeedaed S de e
Lo, Lad Lot Lod Lo Erdlbmd Lok Endi Lol Lad LoadLed Lol Cud

Cnips

LS L TR R T A T S e R L R R R

BATE B IEIA BT MBI 8 BA0 B m PIMI0 B3 NB b ogmtie C sl e vl TR Pay
sﬂ

ame 1 T0 O 3 013 T 1UAI0 1 L@ 000 T OOM R O T 037 R 838 FI6 T 4z 1B

LRER L

Total Blleninlul::rlullnuo LR R A RO T R R

ARV T R0 TR

BRI : Fie Honrvi of Small Bobings. Bigar Thomas, (ET), pp. 16-11,
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It is not only gross prodiction per acre that increases with the
decreaning size of the farm ; there is evidence to show that thisis
true also of net production. David Mitrany, the author of The Land
and the Peacant in Rumania, says on page 254 of his book :

wmmmawmmm:mm
h"ﬂfmm'lnqnmmm S
tion of anal
_Ihid\ aﬂwn:ﬂ.uﬁnhthvhlmdhbmhmdm

ulhtuu!yh:gwnd-nlm 0 bring in refurns.
vflmi: for a number of reasons, diminish in the proportion in which
m;mam‘n&m&wm«mummw
the so-called af Thumen, More recent inquiries have shown
Mmhmmmlyﬂlthmmmwwmmoﬁnlm
cedndhukno(m It might be useful to quote here

Tamee X1

VALUE OF TOTAL AND SOLD PRODUCE PER HECTARE IN SWISS
FARMS (in Swise Francs)

Sides uf Farm Falue of Total Fabuir of sild
it Sowemhe o reae
3~ = © 1le 79
3—to 1,005 o
w13 w0 Fois
13— . May L
abave o Tio 5

A report of the British Ministry of Agricultore relesmed to in
the monthly journal, The Agricudiural Sitwation in India, Aprd,
1982, fsmued by the Ecooomie and Staristical Adviser to the
Government of India, also points to the conclusion that net output
per acre is highest on the siall farms and declines as the sie of
farm imorenses :
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Tamte XII
NET OUTPUT PER 100 ADJUSTED ACRES®

Fuarwm sime greap (aceai) [LTRE 194540
o — g0 2,505 LiBE
51— too Ay 3y
108 — 150 1873 2008
151 — yoo 1476 o1
30— g0 1477 Lgba
so0 and shove r3a L4y

#Aitfunted sermage of n farm means the actual sres b sols srepatics ni-
duced by sxpressing the acreagn of any rough grazing la terms of sqeivalent
acres of crop and grass, which vary from district w district acconding to local
conditima,

Similar results have been obtained from a survey® conducted
by a method close to the purposive salection methad, on behalf of
the Indian Peasants’ Institute in Nidubrolu during 1937, The area
selected was of 10 square miles it Divi Talug, Kreishna District in
Andbra Pradesh, which contains rich black cotton soll and is in-
habited by efficient and bard-workitig peasants—eide Table XIII.

Both Tables XI1 and XIIT confirm Divid Mitrany's conclusion.
They indicate a gradual increase in the net profits per acre, as well
s in gros production, {rom the least intensive to the most intensive
froups.

According to an address delivered by Professor Sering in the
Empuwlwmwbeimthﬁnmm\muhnnlcunmlmxyq
quoted in & bemittedd o the British Agri Tri-
hmﬂdhvumumh%—mmﬂumbmmﬂm
the new peasant holdings in the castern provinees siot enly doubled
the number. of inhabitants in the colonized ares—and that within
ten years ; they increased the catile in the area from two to three-
fold ; the pigs from three to fourfold ; while the grain crops were,
in some cases, half o8 lasge again, in others doubled. This was,

* The Poasamt and Co-operative Farming, by Prol. N. G. Ranga and
P.R. Parvehuri, publishiod by the Indian Peasants’ Tntitute, Nudubrola
and printed at the New Indian Press, New Dedhi, sa57, p 83
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ol course, only by dint of harder work than mere hired labourers
would eare to perform, und by making use of their children and
women snd old pesple to do the extra harvest work for which the
great land-owners hind 1o rely on Polish season workers.™

These peasant holdings had come inte being consequent on the
dlivision of large estates.

In Polind the cliange from extensive com growing to small
scale mixed larming showed preat capacity for exXpansion in that
direction. The number of animals (apart from improvement in
quality} increased as follows between 1921 and 193839

Tantm XIV

INCHEASE 1N NUMBER OF ANIMALS OWING TO CHANGE IN
E PATIERN IN POLAND

(mt}h {1938-30)

Cattle 7.8 10,6
g ot 7
Sheap 2.5 £ )

In Caechosluvakia the division of the lage sstates resulted in
anlmmimmmwwlydhmmw
in millke produrtion aml even i ris in com yields, bocatse more
Tivestock meant more manure. '

The British Agricultural Tribunal of Investigation las the fol-
lowing comment to make about the family farm, that is, the farm
worked by the oooupier aml members of his family with or with-
aut some hired labour :

We believe that the productivi oi" il parti-
culariy, of that on.mk Gesmany and Belgium, where the out-
et s bieen the greatest, mw;«mmh:mm.im
To the mnmzinn of the fumily farming system | n Denmark
which most instructive for mmpnriwn the
minmwmdumhnotlhesyamhwm as
the miost secure foundation for obtaining 1 i out of the

land, while, at the ssme time, developing i democratic and rural
soctal community (Repored © 1024, p. 87).

" David Mitruny, Maes apainsd the Prasnd, London, 1932, p, 137
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Table XV shows th duction of some of the agricultural
commodities of USA, U'Kmuulmuuzunpeancmnmumd

wpan
The arable part of an average USA holding according to the
150 World Census of Agriculture came 1o 64 meres out of 215, e

even less than one-sixth of the average arable bolding in the USA.
Tt was 10 actes aat of 27 in Federal Republic of Germany. The entime
average holding in Englind, Denmark, France, Switzerland and
Netherlands had only an anim of B2, 39, 29, 18 and I4 acres res
pectively as compared with 215 atres in the USA. The average
holding in Japan was far too small—one-thirtieth of the American
arnhile holding, f.e. two acres {including pasture land) as compared
with 64 arable acres. However. the USA i seen to produce less than
almoat all the comntries given fn the above table, even less than
Jupan. Ttmay be admitted that there are differenices in topography.
wail fertility, climatic conditions and the resource facilities that may
be available to the farmers in the vatious countries and, therefore.
‘Mﬁpmolmﬁnnhnmmmﬂymmnhh Yot, the wide
in these all of which
mﬁmhdmﬁgmwﬂemmhﬂntbnmmmcr
‘developer] countries’, cannot fn its entirety be explained by these
differences alone Thnﬁsn'eaclmalleut e taken to point to-
wards thi Iusion that mere 1 { the size of an agriculti-
ral undertaking does not bead to increase in production per acre.
Wh evidense is flable of Russian eoll farming
lbmthlmmmnn!uddummmmﬁm
per unit. Although “reliable futics are not dable’, says
Milovan Djilas, some time Viee-President of Yugoslavia, "yetl!l
evidence confirms that yields per acre in thie USSR have not been
increased over the yields in Crarist Russia, Indthnlmmd:ur
of livestock still docs not approach the pre-revolutionary figure.
Yhmﬂm&mmmmkm figures of which
are Inble t hen d with yields of relevant
Mh!mwmmmhﬂvlmm
Pmdﬂsdnﬂnhlmgwllkmmhtmmwhg-
scale joint farming prodisction in any my et o

% The New Class, Thames and Hudson, 1957, P 57
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Tanx XVI

YIELD OF WHEAT FER ACRE [N SELECTED COUNTEIES
(1R8y — 2950}

Annual aveeage yisld por airs in metric
ity

Conrtries

1885-By Toye-38 L
*. Denmark 1003 5.8 144
3, United Kingdony a2 o4 e
3 Netherlands 7.8 =8 1.2
4 Belgium 7.4 1h.e P
& Westorn Germany 37 LR ELE )
. Hunguey Rl 37 LR
7. France -9 L ] 15
. Rusmanis 44 P
4. Bulgaria 34 31 .-
o Teaty 34 5.8 6y
14, Vugoalavia 2.7 4.0 -9
1t Humis (USSH) [ ¥ I 33 2.9

Scittmen : Wewld Population and Prodwtion Trends and Outiooh, W. 8.
Woptisaky and E. 5. Wirytimaky, Tablo 345 ; published by the Twentioh
Century Fund, Now York, 153,

Every pa-Wu_Bampnnmny.wm

Rissia ; Denmark, the Netherdunds and Belginm outddistanced
Soviet Russia by more than 3 to . By present showing, collective
farms will ot bo able to achieve even in 1985-8g, the yields which
Denmark. the UK, the Nethetlands, Helgium and Germany had
dome & contury varlier, viz in 15858,

Collective farmis in the USSR which numbered 260,000 in 1952
were reduced by amalgamation to 61,000 in 1953 and the average
size rose to 5,230 bectares (12,918 acres), of which 38 per cent was
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it With farther the mumber of eollective
lnmmrdwndhs-pﬁmlnrqﬁn Besides, there were 5,140
mteamsm-nnmguduufmmmmm
of which enly 17.6 per cent was culti il
ummumwmmmmmldhannmm
mesalt that the sumber of state ferms went up to 6300, and the
totulavwn aren of the Unine rose to 1987 millisn hectares or 484
million acres in 1960, The main aim of amalgamation and enlarge-
ment of enllective farms was to increase their prodoctive capacity.
Hut we da not think there are any who can soriously contend that
the mim has been realised—that sgricultural production in the
USSR has i 4 with the in the size of the agricul
undertaling.

There have been constant shifts in internal organisation of the
holihoz. Till 7958 all the MTSs, whose number rose from 158 in
1030 to some 7,000 prior to the outbreak of the last war, to 8 400
in 1954 and to more than 9,000 in 7657, had been run by the stute.
But alter o two-day session held on February 25 and =6, 1958, the
Central Committee of the Comnmnist Party of Soviet Unjon detidled
:ommmmm‘mnmmcwmummm
ng to official Party admis-
m%mhdmnhﬂemwm'htm@ﬂ
fnct,” the official ccnununique went on to announce, “there were
tany cases in which stations even hampered the progress of sut-
standing collective farms and throttled the initistive among farm
personnel.” Prosants were also freed from payment of compulsary
food doliveries.

Mmlhamﬂmﬂbﬂu‘xgﬁl.:anwmum-
Promier Kl i that a new. o of cal
lective farms would be worked ot as soon us the proposed new
constitution was adopted. He insisted that it wus necessary to
give callective farms greater freedom of initiative concerning their
working methods, provided they fulfilled their sesponsibilities to
supply wufficient produce to the stite,

Apart from frequent changes in the working of the kolkhasy,
there is another circumstance which evidenees, if not failore of
joint {arming, then, at least, the fact that lurge farma do not mean
large production and the expectations of the founders have tiot
’Nﬂtr!rult_ Thmmumbinukdﬂld:mmh
of and ible for ndministration of state
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and collective farms at the closing of the Siberinn Farmers® Con-
forence in July. 1q56, for their negligence. Again at o meeting
of the Soviet Communist Party's Cemtral Committee held on
January 1v, 1961, to discuss agriculture, Prime Minister
Nikita Khrushchey doclaimed fercely against collective farm
leaders who faked cop figures to Lide bad management of the
harvest in Kumkhstan diring 1950 ““This is o crime and such
people shoald be brought to tral, whoever they are”, he said. In
one case a Minister went 50 far as to force the collective farmers to
buy butter from the market and defiver it to the state as part of
ammm:mnqmmm-nn(mummur
Nihifor § and . Mintister, Mr,
Nikhail Rooinets, were sacked.
nmmmmmmm‘,amur Khrushchey
devotod his main ion to the of the
thmmmdmaxm.wmlyuiamun
A. Viasyup, president of the Ukranian Academy for Agriculture,
hmmmuﬂﬂ)mbhmingﬂumhh.

The ire of Mr. Krushch If an ind

wmm.mnrwummmwmp
only in a few acres suffer, but if the management of a large joint
farm bungles, crops in hundreds and thousands of acres suffer.
Nat to digress further, however. From Table XVII on page 61,
we £an easily dedoce that lasge area of culturable land per man
engaged in agriculture (or large size of the agricultural undertaking)
does not mean large production per scre. Table XV enabled us to
take a comparison of agricultural yields of some countties with
these of the USA. Table XVII will enable us to make s similar
coparison of present-day vields with the USSR, It will be found
that. Jeaving out of account Tndia and Philippines

{for they are acknowledged 4 j. the USSR,
w«mmorwmm in
bracketed with Turkey and Vugoslavia and occupies the lowest
place, both us regurds production per acre tnd production per man.
If we take mean figures both for agricultural production. per
acre and per persan engaged in agriculture and treat the produc.
tion of USSR as 700, we arive at the results vide Table XVIIT
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Tamis XVII

CLASSIFICATION OF st COUNTRIES WITH RESFECT TO
THE HELATIONSHIP HETWEEN THE INTENSIVENESS
OF CULTIVATION AND ACRICULTURAL OUTPUT PER

ENGAGED IN CULTIVATION

Valne of 5. of peesons anguged -m por iy kilimister af eultiv-
e peei

rugaphd o—3 $—1a 1013 ty—a30  30-—a3 33—30
{Rs. per year)
Balaw 1000 . Pl v = s Imdia
100§ 300 Tuthey -
VT]nvil
USSR
1543, 000 " - Foland  Humania e ltaly
3000090 Brasii  Grecce  Cypros  Pormugal . .
H
500,000 France Epsin umgary -
Austria
Lomarysen  Sweden  Diskand Syrin
3.3¢0-4,000
Gy - | By
slovakis
40 e w 7ok <
s Hritnin s Nuther.
4.300-5,000
Oer 3,000 Denmark i
Sounch | Aa artiche entitled, Growth And Lining Standands®

“Popnlation
by Colin Clark, published in thu fwitrasliomal Laboie Rewiem, Augmt
953
* Value of agrioaltural produstion haa besn green in terms of Indian rupes
ptices of the year 1o4f-qu

o But (s diffs in conditions can, at moat,
Mhhn!nupkhwmhprdmbmwly whers the
cultivable land per petson engigec in agriculure is equal or pearly
equal, that is, higher production per acre in the eight countries
mentioned in the left-half of the table, a8 compared with that in
the USSR, mnyhdu:luthf-lraupqmmlmdnﬁnmte It will,
howover, be g o' far to beli to ask one
to belisve that or production per pcmnu(lluﬂxﬂmm
mentioned in the right-hall of the table where the arex of cultivable
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Tams XVIIL
COMPARISON OF AGRICULTURAL INCOME IN USSR WITH SOME

COUNTRIES
Coumirian shich have whoit the Camntries which have = omaile
_mqn«dﬁmp arda of eultiable Land e
ﬂull"&é% ol
ndew af productiin Index of produstion
Ceuntry ,p-r {amd fhowr-  Coumsey
M.';u porisnj Per gere Pre parsom
USSR rea USER o 1oa
Tularad i M we o
Cyprus &Thulgatia 180 Taly 1t 140
Spaln 20 Partigal ol 150
Syria o Hungary 39 20
&
mn& 300 Dalgram i 300
Danmary FT Netherlands 132 3%e
land per person engaged in agriculture is smaller than that in the
'b‘SSR hmmmrﬁm&wﬁnﬂm& o that
thee soil and climate of G Portugal, Hungary,

mwmwmmmhmm
mmﬁﬂuUSGR.pwﬁmhmly when the claims of the Saviet
Union regarding progress in Mural research and availabili
of ressurce facilitios o its state and collective farms are 80 wide
and insistent. It will, thermfore, be fair, by all standands, to con-
cluide that the sits of its agricultural undertaking, which is hundred
times or more than that in any other country shawn in the table,
has tiot only not helped the USSR increase its agricultural output
but. on the contrary, depressed it. There is no reason o suppose
Mm&mwdaﬁmhwmwmm
produce ag hinery, in land imy

chemical fertilizers, ete., hmmklnmﬂ.mmlnm,w
resulta would niot have been moch better.
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The following figures woukl prove where the USSR, with a
juintly-operated collective farm of fifty times the sise of the averags
private farm in the USA., stands with repard to: production of
sin main crops as eompared with the latter : 4

US4, USSR,
Wheat 1.9 peat}
Barley 1.4 12.4
Maize 337 16.9
Rice (Paddy) 373 0.3
Potators 2067 gr.3
Tobacco 8.2 2.7
'nha, the world as a whale, the Food and
sation of the United Nations has rec mﬁywtﬂn&lvuyw!mble
sarvey called Co-operatives and Land Use w offi-
cial auspices. On the WW a3 to whether co-operative
farming is more productive i
L I
ri fvely call is below that of countries

We may apprehend the same results in China, in India™, or,
for that matter, in any other country which adopts the agricalturml
pattern of the USSR, The main reason is not far to seele. To restate
it: incentives for hard work which opemte in individual

Whource: F.AD. FProdustion Yearbook, 1961, Vol XV. Figures
refatn to the period 1958-01 and are avesage yield per hectare (in' too

" Repart, p. 103,
*The tllowing report in the Minductan Times, New Delhi, would
give an idea of the p of our country

The U, ' 34 e&-mmrhmnwaﬁcapﬁt of Hs 239,710
last year, dischomad M. Mohanlal Gamtam, Minister for AjrioeHorm and
Conperstion in reply to u question by Mr. M. 5. Hharmti, in the State
Council todas

The Minister sail that these co-oporative farms had an area of
61,016 aires, and n working capital of Ks. 4499441,

In reply 1o & supplementary question the Misister said thrlw
Present membershipof thest wikd pedr
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He cultivates his hmhlmumgcealh-m
of life from it—iood and cloth—and uﬁuummlumng
“ﬁ:},& on his land at an average of four madl;
with nmmm}ism“mhmmdwwm
|Iﬁ'untht?;|;.:mﬂtanlnhd[m mmmm
s provided oW excrrta droppings o 13,
whose fodder is procured .mmmumﬁ'ﬁ
the farm. It takes six m'o Mpwgel.lonﬁ
: is completed the hedge

Shrilant Aple has worked his farm with complete success in
this manner for the last five yeare. And as of mot to be outpaced
by the produce of the modern farm managers, Thrw

i and hetic f b he has i to raise

“This may be an extreme case, bt it shows what man s capable
M‘naﬂdsdbymummdmwm
The report of the Krishnappa Delegation to China mmuon
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shnwmepmmxmolmamwiuwmnﬂmm-
argue that the gradual ircvase from vear (o vear mentioned there-
in s indicative of the correspondence between lasger farming units
brought about by the introduction of codperative farming and
higher output. The cooperntive movement took shape in rgsr
and it recorded ia high water-mark in 1053, Between 1052 and 1954
the increnses. if any, are indgnificant, und it is unthinkabie that the
large operational unit of 1955 should have prodoced soch tmme-
diate effects as are reflected in the significant increase between 1554
and 1955 Whatever increnses have taken place must, therefore,
be mscribed to the financial and tochnical assistance w0 lurjpdy ex-
mmuy:hmmmwmn:mwwm
from these comiderations, Judged evin from the standards of a
statistically backward country like Indin, the Chinese fgures are
utberly upreliable. In respect both of area and yield, they are

the following made by the Erishnappa Delegats
its report
By and Luge, it to us that Chinese data after 1952
not steictly comy with earlier data. A= such.
imj ¢ that is revealed by figures of aren and vield of agri-
cultural crops in China after 1052 over those ol eaclier yeats may
bew-énidmdm statistical {p.

hina,

" The sample surviys caried ont by Prof. Joha Eossing Buck in
1421-25 on 3,866 larms in 17 localities of 7 provinses embodied {n Chines
Farm Frowsuy [University of Nanking. 1930), and in 1o26-33 on 16,750
faran n 064 joealitien and 38,250 farm tamiliexin 22 bl
bt Lamd Etilivation in Chise (University of Chicage, 1337), are, pechaps,
the only examples in China of scientific statistics.
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will be by their rocond in this and wher there is a
natural m the whole counts for incrensing
and uhso cutdone others, it will be only if instend of inder-
=tating the they tend to overstate it

But the o fined out is far the yield
acre s year by year as a result of MRsUTEN -

The agritattical introduced in 1958 were much publi-
cleed in China and sbroad as the main instrument of the ‘Great
I@Fwww‘thuuwuidmhudmhMChh'smw

of cotban, not 13,50,000 tons hut 21,00,000 tons. “'Owing to ok of
experbence in assessing and caleulating the output of such an anpre-
harvest,”' the sabd. “the ieultural

statistical organs in most cases made an over-assessment"'!
Later on, Peking attribated this shortfall in agricultural pro-
daction in 1959 and also that in th ding year, 1660, to natural
calamities. Tt was repeatedly stated that in 1g60 half the acreage
s ravaged by foods and drought, while in 195 neatly 40 per
cont wus affected, The trath, however, is that, while Chima did
have adverse weather conditions dusing these o yeurs, the major
canse for d agricnitural productions was Tack of § i
among the peasants.

In the light of definite factunl evidence given above, we have 1o
consiffer of recomaider in ull seriousness whether the plass: and
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ttempts at agricnitural isation b oour coutitey with o view
to increasing the size of the larming units, are pot misconcetved.
Tt is sometimes difficnlt to follow the logic of the advocates of
ienltural prod: speratives when sotne of them are at the
same tine foand pleading for 4 ceiling belng pat on the existing
large, private holdings. They argue that the size of the furm has
no bearing on production per acre and their breaking i sl dis
tribution in small units will not lead to decrease in total produce
tion, The latter view is certainly cormct. But s upholder of this
Vi canot i y ad bilisk of producen’ co-
operatives, which will be large units, with 4 view to increasing
proshiiction. The twi views are mutually contradictory.

MAINTHRANCE OF S01L FERTILITY

In order that the soil of the coantry may continue to produce
food sufficlent to feed our i ing population, we need &
system which will not caly maintain but improve the fectility of
the soil. It is suhmitted that a system of smull {arms aline can
do this. As has been shown in a previous sub-chapter, a family
or subaistence farm will have mere organic manure at ts disposal
than a large farm, which will, in all probablity, be mecharised
lndd will juently resort o inorganic fertili Andl Inorga-
nic fertilisers arm not an unmived blesing. We will here reler
to two long-term experiments on the effcts of the two kinds of
fertilisers.

An experiment to deternine i) the redative utility of the three
major mutrients, nitrogen, phosphorus and potash, in the mniring
Nmpmne_nnd[tﬂﬂweﬁuchmmﬂmﬂitydm»mﬂmqu
application of artificial fertilivers, without being sapplemented by
ofganic o green mantring, was started in Uttar Pradesh at Shah-
jalanpur Sugarcane Research Station in 1615-36. The trial is
being conducted in two adjacent fiekds in alternate years, vo that o
crop of sugarcane would be available every year, the rotation fol-
lnwed being cane-fallow-cane.

The trestments applicd to the cane crop inchided all the a5
ctimhinations of (i) 3 levels of nitrogen, mamely o, 100 and 300 I,
N per ucre; (i) 3 levels of phosphate namely o, 75 and 150 The.
POy per acre, and (iif) 3 levels of potash, namely, 0, 75 and 150
ll"-‘R.'Op!rm. Nitrogen wus applicd in the form of ummaontum
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sulphate. POy as soper phosphate and K0 as sulphate of potash,
The trial kas now completed a- period of 37 vears with 14 cops
of sugarcane in one fisld and 13 in the other. After the first two
ar three crops the average yields in bath the fields began to show
‘more or less continuos fall showing thereby 2 marked deteriora-
tion in soll fertility. The rotation was accordingly changed in
1583-53 by introducing Sawai green manuring before cane. § crops of
sugarcane have now been taken from each field after the introdune-
tion of green manuring. The results of this experiment are given
in Tuble XIX.

It will be scen that in both the fields, till the introduction of
groen manurng, there was a1 marked deteriomtion in the average
cane yields with the progress of years. The overall averuge cane
yield fell from about figo mida per acre to about 325 mds. during o
peried of 17 years. With the introduction of green manuring the
impeovemnent in soif fertility became quite marked as shown by the
intrease in the cane yields in both the experimentul fiekls These
h\-emhnumm h:mm about yHo—600 mds, wmm

miatter) the artificial fertiliters under the given Jevel of irigationn,
have again brought the yiehd of sugarcane to o higher level

The salient conclusions, sceording te Dr. R K. Tandon the
Dimctor af the Research Station are:

) Mﬂhlwwﬂlhthnwﬂl&nlrmduw

have not shown response. The mean values for the overall
wl‘-llioyu??‘m

Mids per acee
Par TOp.
Contral (No nitrugen) 2y
roo The. K por aciw 5554
oon tw. X per acte .73
#) Comli st ol Iphate of i without any
or green manuring has resulted, an the in an

Mwuhnimcmwudﬁth mnmr]:o extent
dm.ﬁmnndluimepn
mhmmhummmwmmmw
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mmhd-pnlndnpnu lwhlmbﬂmthew
as A

pﬂmmpolkyhrmwpddswwpmm

wimmixned. fertilizers alone were applied In heavy doses.
mmwmhr@ﬂhmmﬂ
organic and on the p ion of wheat has

muwwmr R“md iy
mist fumous field at Kothamsted is the Hroadballe

acre, from which we conchude that wheat s not speciully bene-
fited by these munmres. The anmually with salphate
of aminonia has mn avernge vield of 2x bushels per acre, which
shows fhat whest is bl by mitrogencus manures.
It is pot VT, t of phaphnm and
mll fox o the plot which received. sulphate of ammonia,
her with ates wndl potush, the average vield has A
PET ACT*, an increase yield of the

plof recoiving

nitrogen only.

The best yield is mbﬁln‘msadm:mn__ﬁbndd-w
wcre o the average pmns}nﬂsﬂamdmﬁ:phtu-
eeiving o com 'I:u:l of artificial manures. This inerense is.
perhaps, due to the Enprovement in the pﬂuymxl.enndltm of thn
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soil by the hurus'® resulting from the farmyasd manure (p. 172).

Eviry manure, which disturbs life in the soil and drives sway
the earthworms and bacteria or other humus-making erganisms,
malkes thie soil moee lifless and more incapable of supporting plant
life. The dangers of enesided fertilising are, therclore, obvious
enpecialiy whim ome uses-strong - doses of chemiol fertilisers con-
taining seluble salts like g inm. or of
highly ive sul

such s nitro-phospliates (esually gin-

tiological aetivity.

Further mmwuyrmdmmm
benefits, Chemicals do not adid to the fertility of the soil but uct as
imelant o ing in + fhate bumper crops and in the
end bring abont a corresponding exhavstion of the land. Plants
ritisesd by these mieans wre also musch more Hable to pest and disease
atticks, the natuml laws of growth having been violted and
disturbed, Plant dissse will cure itsell whin plants are riised o
hmrness o nures.

mmmw.mms&mnm-
a formier Direetor of Agricultural Research at Pusa, says of artificial
fertilisers ©

The feature of the manuring of the West is the use of artificial
nl:lmlro._ ﬂleinnnriﬂu_\gng'gdfhwhgth?_lknt Yuhn‘h e
tiom of atmospheric nitrogen for the manufacture o rplosives
to find other markets, the use of ni s fertifisers in agricul-
ture inersnsed, wntil today the majority of farmers and market
d base their ful on the forms
ol nitrogen (N}, phosphers (F), and potassimn (K) on the market

% Frwmin Titerally means soil ov earth, Tt in mactice it i okl to
intdbeate that decaying and undecayel revbbise of woyetalde amd animal
waste Iying on the sariace, cambined with the dead bodlies ol lactena
and nwmmm;mmmdrm—mwm-mnhw;
crmpbéx and some il which in, w0 to sy, the mine
o whore pr tank whetrdionm the organises of the soil and then the plantas
or the trees draw what they noad for ther saslonance.

% An Agriewltural Teatawint, Albert Howard, New York. 1043
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What may be convenently described as the N. P. K. mentality

d,:ll:_i:xulza:r i llihinlhzu.puimm_:ulg!u_h?an‘dﬂmm-
‘it gainod & stmapihelt, Actibrial eumnares Tovaivs Jos Bobons
and less trouble that faem; manure. The tractor i5 s to

itig methods and the processs that nature uses to keep the soil
i living, healthy condition :

‘What are the main principles underlying nature's agriculturs ?
These can'most exsily be seen in operation in onr woods and forests.
Mixed farming is fhe ryle ;. plants are always found with animals ;
iy u[;ﬂm-ﬁdmﬁmd:nﬂﬂnlcﬁhﬂ,lnlhw
every n!amnhdﬁh,ﬁl:mmmd simplest jnverte-
brates; ‘occure. vegetable kingdom tha ange ;
there i never any atfetnpt at monoeuiture | mixed crops and mized
farming are the rale_ .

Howard goes on to say ©

The main charcteristic of nature’s farming can, thersfore, be
summed op in a few words. Mother Earth never attempts to farm
ﬂwmﬂ:ﬂwﬂ'mﬂiﬂnﬂmﬂ.ﬂﬂp:’ﬂﬁlpﬂm
taken to the soil and to prevent erosion ; the mized veoge-
animal wastes are eonverted fnto himus: there s no
waste | the processes of growth and the processes of decay halance

E

me another © provision Is made to maintain large reserves
of fertility ; the groatest cars is taken to store the rainfall ;
heith plants and animals are Jeft o protect themselves against

i radhy



Even those who are in faveir of chemical or mineral fertillsers

advocate that they should be wsel in combination with ons
or other suitable means of humus muintenance, and farmyard
mamure  is admittedly the best. so that a lurge figmer to the
wxtent he uses machinery and lags behind the small farmer in
the maintenanee of cottle, will geoerally lag behind in the
muintenance of sofl fertility and, therefore, ultimately in the yield
per acre. Groen I, ns the Shahj xperi has
shown, be a substitute for farmyard manure though not o complets
one®® The cultivation of leguminons and other nitrogen-fixing
crops would, thersfore, have to be promoted where the supply
of farmyard manure is reduced by mechanisation. Bat this would
prevent fanid froe beinyg utilised for cash or more productive crops.

There is a cycle in miture which o small farmer can help best
complete 1 if this cyele i broken nature takes its Tevenge in re-
tarning smaller yields
The task of agriculture is to transforin solar energy into chemi-
cal energy stored up in buman food. This transformation can
Ise brought about ouly through the agency of living orpanisms.
Green plants, aud particalarly, cultivated crops, consitute. the
best and most efficient among such agencies—the first basis of
agriculiure,

But only oneuarter of the muterial of which the epop is com-
posed, oceurs in & form suitable as human food. Three-fourth of
the produce of plants pecurs in the form of residues such as straw,
chafl, Toots; ete, which cannot serve &3 human foxl and other pur-
pnun!humwmmpﬁmh'mmm.wanhimé
Lhat these residues can serve as animal food fnstesd. Not only that |
the anitnals can convert this straw and chaff into other forms of ae-
pnkmtmﬂ:iwknmmmpmn.lm.uhmmnl
m,-nimnh‘m.mthhpﬂd.mpﬂnm}hﬂemdylm
Ulmewmm.umnhmmofmm
meat wlhich human beings can use. The rest goes into waste -
terial. The excreta contain all the mineral plant sutrients taken i

= Furmyasd manure of human and wmimal wastes ane sapetior to
qmmgwwm—m.hmmﬂmm-
twmtilmmmm&m'ﬂmmwnm-ﬂ
fix it o the plants) insamiuch as they make & et addition to the richuess
of the soll, while the Latter ean return o it only & part of the mitrients
extracted from what was already present in the wil
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w&emﬂhhmmmwhwmmew
mfm ifabile
lnnn)mwulnklmnﬂylmnhythzm ‘compast’. . The
muizral netrients originally derived from the plants have to be dug
im or plonghed back in the form of compoat into the soil which will
make the notrients aguin available to the plants. It is thes that
muture’s notritional cycle becomes comgpléte. It & thus, ez by
ensuting the retumn to the soil of arganic wastes for regeneration by
bacteria, worms, etc, that the fertility of the soil will be
maintained.
1, therefore, we are to- raise the mﬁﬂﬁvdlkﬂ“
it make liveatock an i Els
nomny, Live-stock—another Iwmg mldlmt-—b the second Ildh-
mhkhakofi;dﬂll&mnlmﬂmlryﬂwhmnrﬂnw—
viously keep o lerge herd but the very much greater overhead
chisrges of its upkeep, and inaufficiency, I not actual lack, of per-
sonal attention required by every individual snimal will make the
hend He cunnot, enstre the return of all
the onganic wantes which may e primarily derived from his farm
1o the kitter and cannot, therefore, aid natare in completing the
mtritional

i eyl
Spesking at the Lucknow University on the researches carried
out in India wnd specially with which he hod been associnted from
1030 onwards. Dr. N. i, Dhar, Divector of Sheils Dhar Institute of
Soil Chemistry, Allababsd, said on 17 December 1056 that “cow-
dung used by our ancestors from time immemorial was the best
uanure smitable to our soil. Next to it were organic plants such as
weeds and legames, ete., which liberated a targe quantity of energy,
due either to bucteris] decompasition or photo-chemiral oxidation.
Thirse not only incressed the produstion of crops but also enciched
thin nitragen emitent of the sall.*
“Haber's method"’, he went on to say, “which was used at Sindri
mdn:hnph—mmhqnmuyhnhemzh-and'mmhm
v salphate, had
difficalties mnﬁallﬁhﬂmhumm“amw
alimfine and o it could not absnb smmonia properly, Though this
method gave good production of crops, it reduced the nitrogen
conterit of the soll—an injuricas thing for the sefl."*

4 Tas Praneer, Lavknow, dated December 19, 1055,
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Tha role of the peasant or small-seale farming in mainfaining
miliﬁtﬂllyhuhmmy{mtduﬁypu{hybwﬂ!{wh
his book, Muars against ihe Peavani (London, 1959) :

s the must im it aspect of the matter had

{arming means not mmmptm:nlmmhmmm
s prat, batk inta it to keep it 'in good heart and condition’. Every-
whepe and at all times experience seems to have shown the sgme

I farming, especial mﬁ:r!ﬁﬂnn:-;.
and the impoverishment of the soil. Even Inthﬂi‘.rulwd Stats |

wmall units for :ﬁuthe‘nqu-uln—
n]nmdncuyemil(uwdluthelmth of the eight
millicn exhanst the

mﬁmgﬂ!lh O The p and large

asit and sald “lanid is with him a perishable or
ul:hg:fpeﬂy "t;gnwdlﬁﬂll lmllhuflyhlﬁlldwn

\r:hnwwadn t, who expects to nb:gmﬂ:mnsmlhe
same bit of groun . troat his bnd otherwise than as a living thing #
Thet virtie of ancient and recent peasant fariting, wmle & Teviewes
in the sclentife journal, Matere, is that it returss to the sail the
elements of life,

There d= 4 elemient of ideal trutl in the old Socialist ange-
ment that being God-ghven, and noeded by all, the land should be
no man's private property Vet the land as snch would be of little
wnﬂh unlrss its baring powers are perpetuated. It n the innd.inn
of {he land, not its mw sibstance, that socioty must possess fu
well-belng and sm-lvi\'a] and in that l;:se the :lnlulu 1o
arwnerabip e Ipgically rooted in the nature o pro-
duction melm?ymm the factory worker, even the artisan, the quality
0!Mspmd depends on the quality of the materizl and on on his

akeill- Whatever tooks or machinery he uses are d' passive
Im:tor tnken over s they stand from the previons sser and passed
on b the next, bt litthe affected by their temporiny wse, or easil
veplaned. - All the varabile factors s of production, mit materials and
ahsorbed in each obj

took m{twhul ‘With the farmer of jeasant, the matter is
different. His chief tool Is the soil itvelf, or mther it npmlyt
partly mw material, a a umigue combimation in the whole schrme
production, [tis aque in that it i both & varisble factor, affected



has for his bullocks, the walfars of which be guards daily, canwe
expoct of it a per with its ities, year
in and year out, without detriment to jt. To the peasant, and, let
us be clear in our minds, human natare being what It ia, not to &
mesiber of a co-operative or collective farm, such care and regard
ar a mntier of his own servival.

The few inches of top soil are the most prolific and universal
source of wealth that mankind p Largescale tech
which goes with big farms i, however, busy destroying this wealth.
It takes nuture. in the most favouarablo circnmstances, from 500 to
1000 years to make one tnch of top soil. But tocay man, dus to
s indiscreet tse of land, is turning vast areas of fertile land into

without precedent in the hustory of agriculture, has been most sue-
cessfully developed commercially in America, bt it ks there that
ane-crop grain and eotton reglons in the USA andoubtedly show
much larger decline in fertility than livestock districts. One hun-
dred million acres of Jand have already been extiansted in the USA
in Jesa than two centuries of cultivation. On the otler hand, there
hmmbndmthmdmﬂm.wh_hh

fertility be made permanent and the earth be made to yield o
genuine tncrease. The orly way to preserve soil strocture B to add
bumus—and the most fessible way to obtain hirmus is through the
eomposted farmyard manure, -

The small cultivator has, to repeat, a positive comtribution to
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make in this regund, He doponds entirely on his animals and him-
sell for all agricnitural operations, works up his lund well, has g
waltable source of onganic manure in his firm and animal wastes,
koeps his land - covered with one crop or other. and, ahove all,
|=ha=nn[‘huhndlmnpmhmminrmlmllk
fior liitn and his family and depend: In

which meatis replacesnent of aninmd wnd buman power by machines,
a valuable source of organic matter is Jost and, with that, starts the
whale series of troubles for the land, animals and himan
Chemical fertilisers then find increasing wie and, if applied ex:
clnsively. give tise, in tumn, to a number of plant maludies In
spite of insccticides and pesticides, the fact remaing that diseass
multiply unahated and the viclons circle spreads

FARMING

technologies can be used, or scientific cultivation is posible, on
big farms alome. According to our Prime Minister, “the argument
for eo-operutive farming is based on the very small holdings that

* The argument a8 to the best seale for agrienfhirsl production cun

o by returning to thie soil all the orjnis wastes—all ihat has been re-
mirved irom it by the crop—in the mme way in which nature manages
hor operations. Experiments (viele Soil Feetibity, Remonsd wmd Pressria:
Hom by Dr. Ehrentried Pleifler, Faber and Faber Lid., London, 1047,
Chapter XIITj made by [r. Pleifler and others on rats. chickens and tor-
keys have abown that the weeds, i still more the Jeaves, of plants
mmulwm«mmmhuaummm.m
user] aa focd or these animals, of increasing their capaity for rusisting
disouses to 5 remter dw thnn H- eocteaponding sesdn and lesves
MeCarrison
showed that ne difference chemically owisted. hetween th. compost-
etowm food-grain and that grown with artifidals. This mosat revealing
W.tm“hlmmmmt\a‘mwm.
ties i sompost-gmwn foods which cannot bo analysed chenviodly but
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farmees have. In conntries where hioldings may be twenty or thirty
acres or mure, this muy not be necessary. But where the holding
iz ane or two acrey, it is pot powsilibe. to use many modemn methids
{1 am not referring to tractors for the present) and ot technique of
farmmisyg will ot dssprove. 1t is enly when we employ better tech-
minues that we can improve oor vield ~ Secondly, water, cpedit and
marketing ind technelogical facilities. which go to swell the prodice
und income of & farmer, are easily available 1o lirge farms rather
thin to small farms. Thirdly, large hrmulnumthu!nﬂdﬂ
resources required for effocting land i

of land that may be lying waste. Fumﬂabr phmmpmllﬁnn
und o rational use of lund, which will incresse the double-cropped

uhulmmmhmlnhh and general well-being of these who et

I‘mlml’limo; h from, s that
ﬂum-d!mknqw:heunhﬂnwhummﬂhmu
years, stanis in direct rolstionbip of cause and effect with the increased

content in food which, thanks 1o the pleatiful sse of artifivial
fertilidess {und to the practios which has grown in reoent years of ot

agricnlinfy using artificial
!wl.h”.n‘l’iwh Eﬂl&nmlﬁdmﬁm\djm
m.h:mmmmx”ammhhmdmn

lnlnd!l.vilhhm;h‘mmmhchh- in Jupan, in Bussis,
e,

in incidente of the dissase. How, then, must we explain this
atartfing. but demonstmabds e 2
1,y friemmd hy Th




area nod the area under high-vield crops, is possible only on big
farms. Fifthly, mﬂﬂmnduuuthmiwmbeanﬂnlﬂuhrm
duction owing to C of feld b boeause of
demmmmumm!nm
Sixthly, more than one wasteful operation necessitated by small
size of peasint farms will be eliminated, costs pednced mt capital
mwhuhlunmhmmmulmmmtm_vm
conserved. S e an farming pro-
\'Hﬂﬂﬂl‘!ﬂ?mﬂf I'n;mnnmuunnndofﬂuinnmng.
mumber of small unecopomic holdings in the country which
mdl:ll:lu'ﬂdhj“’hnkol'u'pﬂtulm fow level of
¥, and ", Finally; as &
reatlt of i ‘lnod Ct i llumwﬂ.lhn:
=mplmwﬂ:hwnhmknhdlnhedlhawm thus obviating
fond imports. This surphes; which is not weailable on peasant
farms today, or, if availible in some degree, it not capalble of
mobilisation, will provide the necessary eapital for mpil etono.
mic development of the coontry.

Now to take the arguments one by one : The average hobding in
Indin is not one or two acres as the Prime Minister assumes. Today
the population of the country can be put bt 450 million porsons
und the total net area sown stands at 325 million scres. Fifty-six
per cent of our people hold land or are cnftivators, and an aversge
family has  strength of five. So that we have ZZEI g0y
mﬂ&mmﬁummhmmmuvwhmﬂyhomng
of 6,0 acres for the country.

thoumnds maore on the same acrage, hﬂlhay-il.lmlrm
lundrods mare with cancor. When the natural
plants amd coresls we st b altersd, tlhunmlﬂmvnuluﬁml
on the glands in the lnaman syrtmn, and that in turn produces
canger. 1 pive camcer by glandular trextment and 1 take |t
lnyhydmummh At this stage of my axperiment each
Infivhlual cnse s troated on it merits | watch reactions amd
T imcrimsr n¢ docrease the strength of e duses as resuinial. Some day
Thope to have a standard cure for all eancers. That day may mever ba.
It bt b certath that 1 ean, and have, euted many cases to which 1 havo
given my personal attention, In the back room there arm prveral mice,
Tsnalthy and well ; i you will come with me'and select as many as
mvﬂh.[uﬁnmmwpmlmnuainm:hn(mmu-
e (Fide John F. Bargec's African Adventures, Kobert
Hale Lad., London, 1a57. pp: 07-98)-
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As regands logies in agricul ailing to James
Maddox, thoy are of thres kinds :

One group of agricaltural technologies springs from the biologi-
cal sciences. Hiustrations are the I scientibeally-bred
varieties of plants and animals, i nlmmvmpntypu
of hybridy. Also, there is a group of vaccines for the prevention
mdcmoflimkmdwnuwm which are basically

binlogical in
AmndpwphMmhudhﬂthdetmal

.?mmmm largely from the wark
of the chemist. Mhnfﬂmm :amnndnlhﬂ-
lisers s m il e

mhmo(mmwmliw
Ammulmwmm!ummm

wl:nitht he are tractors.
:‘nm hi that go with
larm-ndakoa lbtu{mhsl'mnpmbuhm
m\u, wnd even farni-to-market

ties,
ronds; and mmmﬂm:mmmm
structures of desigus ™

'aw.an_mh:hnﬂm-uiﬂgtmndpwp.whml

bility for develop ol ifically-bred varicties of plants and
Mmmﬂmalvmmdhmuyulm
iimecticides and fangicides, shall, of course, have to be shouldered,
as all the word over, by the state, Research takes gmerations
andl colossal sums of money, und cannot be the resperibility of
As reganis the thind group, do. tractors and other large machi-
hery, ote., it i3 troe that they cannot be used on small farms. But
uthnnmﬂamhkahmﬂmﬂuemhwqdnml
increise production per acre that we in India are concerned with
I:mrl:emwhﬂithtmnlmchhnylnmmhumh
also called a higher or jmg il

* A paper entitled “Transferriag A d Techwilogy from Deve
mummwmnmhmw
o Land Temres aod Related Problens in Workl Agriculture, bald at
Madinon, Wisnsin, US4 1081, Repert, p. 143
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‘aslbock-farming which i chasacterised as n low tochniqoe, These

erroneons designations have done mich to create a blas in favour

of the former and against the latter. The Prime Minister may not

want tractors ‘for the present™, but to many peopls modern farm-

iz Implies i und, when co-operative furming is sdvo-

at&nbdmmwmwmwwm

Tollows There are, however, nume-

rous examples where very integsive and modern forms of agriculture

Tave been develoged and high preduction achioved without mecha-
nisation or, ot least, a high degres of mechanisation.

That echanbation is also advoaited because it will serve as o
chain which will bind the peasant to the co-operative farm once he
enters it, will be clear from the remarks of the Indian Delegation on
Agricultural Co-operation; known as the Patil Delegation, which
went out to China in 196 :

When eultivation is done throngh machines, the shoring of the
mimutpmwﬂh mrming factor. In
the the tenden-
cywmmbukmy&ka ngpun,p 1471

Ferhiaps, comment on such in approach s unnecessary. 1t s
lenown rutmmmwyuww:md
Russian agriclture.

We have already seen that in agricolture, unlike in
|lhmmdimy!hupmd.ualhu commodity butliunul
1n fact, there is no work in the sphere of agriculiure that human or
animil libour cannot perform unaided by machine. In the words
of Desmond LW, Anker:

The building of the pyramids in or, mare recently, of
airfields mnd roads during the war years m hina and Burma
entirelv with hand labour indicates what cm be done by men

Ty poto an Indisn frm started prodoction af tractors, the cpadity
of the unit being f.560 tractors a year. m‘l‘nmlt'hnmvluuh
ol about o, Ty # and Beanees have

Wyhmmﬂmﬁwlmﬁfhamhlum:npmyulﬂm
tractors by the ead of the plan period. The number al tractors in, the
coatntry stood at 2,300 in 1056 and 34000 [CRITTS

Citie is tindble to umlsrstand whitt thess tracto are mont fov.
Large private farms are bring-brokes up, and there is not much L
o reclaim.
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working without machines ; with the grest amount of under-
utilised labour to be found in these areas, wmll!llnutbepctlmhh
ta use labour on agricultural development works mﬂﬁ

o vield greater economic rit
wuﬁlwzn:uemmhuhmd m:ﬂtmdnims

minlmum

'i
mtu.lnpih.l 1I1§dnjmdlhatw|thtbumof
43 impr unii al
Mmlﬁhw nmwnhmtmmhltmtu

dmhmlimul%mm“tahthemm

ol Japun is Mluminating in this

Had i by btseli thated 10 tural dacti
the yield per unit of Fand in the United States of America, where
the chief mesns employed in working the farm is the use of large
machinery, would have heen greater than that | Western Europe
where much Tess machinery is used, and in Japan where land is
worked for the most part by human labour. But we find that the
reverse Is the case. That the production per unit of nbour in the
United States is several times greater than in Japan is beside the
point. That mechanisation of farming operations does improve
considerably the yield per unit of hhboor is admitted ; but it does
not increase the yield per unit of land and it i this that matters
in Indis and s in dispute. The USA is able to export agricultural
produde not owing to high production per acrs, but to her vast
total acteage.

That the intro ion ol h d agricul or
wmﬂmhm“tnmmhmmu
in, perhaps, now admitted by our experts also, The results
obtained from some cultural oxperiments conductsd by the Indian
Agriculture Research [rstitute are given vide Table XX.
According 1o a study, the third of its type since To48-49.
condueted by the Board of Economic Inquiry, Pusjab, the
tructor-cultivated farm showed an overall average gross income
of Rs. 25086 per acee in irrigated, and Rs. 11875 per acre
in unimigated aress, On the other hand, the sverage gross
income at a bullock-cultivated farm was e 29658 per acee
* An article entitield “Some Effects of Farm Mechanisation,” in
Trternational Labowr Beriew, Mareh 1935, p. 230
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Tamn XX . :
VARIATION IN COST OF PLOUGHING ACCORDING TO MEANE OF
 TRACTION POWER

Type of Plrwghing A plelid i s
crm e - por aive [ugarcanai
Co Desi ploaghing by bullkck power. . . . w099
€r  Teachar iy tawice:
dlhﬂ.lﬂtutrmbhh‘ = a3
Ca Tmpwm.pmmmmw
twice discing anl bwics grobling T a2

in n:vp!,ad and Ra. 140012 peracre in unirsigated ircas.2®
mﬂdm:wﬁhmwrnhﬁuhhmm
plonghing will otherwise prove a corse. ""Steel mould-board plows, ™
says Richard B. Gregg, “which turn over the soil, expose 100 much
of the soil to the hot tropical sun, thus killing too many of the sofl
bacteria and other microscopic fives an which the life and health
oflhevqehlimdupmd. It is o mere coincidence that soil ercsion

the year are dangerous if applied to tropical lands with monsoon
rainfull. Even European methods applied indiscriminately 1o
American conditions did much injury to the soil. "=

Mechanised cultivation is found suitable only in the conditions
of the Russian steppes or prairies and in such othér regions where
the elimate is cold or tempernte and there i little or no rainfall.
or where, as in Western Enrope,®™ the land receives the rainfall dis-
trituted in the form of showers all over the year, but not in the
ennditions of our country which has a tropical or sub-tropical chi-
mate and large parts of which receive torrential rainiall during
a shart period.

The nitrogen and organic carbon contents of our soil are already

 Vide The T'imes of Tndis, New Delhi, dated March 31, 1961,

* Many {armers in America are now vearing roand to the view hekd
and propagated by Edward. H. Faulkmer, author of Plesghman's Folly,
1oF the last twe decades or s, that deep ploaghtng 1 injurious w seil and
“mp production.

™ Which Way Lies Fiope 7 Navjivan Press, Ahmodabad, lo;z.p-sq

** It is nderstood that aow unider the action of {am. tractors sl
ermmbon iy appearing in France and Western Germany alsa. .
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low and -the layer of the hwmus thin, Mechanisation of

ture, particulasly, of tilling, will kad to rrosion and farther de-
mdmmmhmmmnlnnudmh
mﬁwmedhymmkhu they will ruther destroy the
rﬂmdmmmmmmmmmmhimﬂ

-uy brines and mechanical Trac-

economical thun-ploughing with animal power is supported neither
by logie nor by exper Acconting to ds an.  {pp. 15
o), published by the Earop Conferencn on Rural Life, 1039
h'l'ul::':'h:::fe“ mmmwm%
costs low, mt costy are tri
R e L e i
L art TR, sl
while the cost of wn%: h searcely higher
sulien they are at work wﬁmlhuym g.ismuthmm

when anwwﬁmmm&th

year.
Trmsmch as laidop tractors do tot eat, they are worthwhile
only when the work is b They are not profitable for the

ustial Tun of agricultural work, In our country where steady and
constamt work on land throughout the year is generlly available,
the use of bullocks for traction purpeses i not uneconantical as
eompared with that of machinery. In fact. the bullock in our condi-
tions is far beyond the reach of trctor competition.
The working costs of animal trection are comparatively low
mmmmmmmmmumm
are frurvitalle and there will be peed for
wkmwvﬂhyadlmhlnmdarw
with spare parts. It is not so in India. If we maintain a Machine
mad Tractor Statien at every eo-operative farm or wwen at mare
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anly from the big citics, which means delay of sevoral days and
consequent crop losses Nor, as has already been pointed out, do
the tractors produce any kind of manure like snimal dung, which i
an imp means of soil mai and imy

Yugeslavia found by scthal experience before the last Great
‘War that purchase of lrge machines (specially of tractors) and
Ueie WS 100 expensive aven on o co-upertive village
basis, particnlsrly wherg, us in our country, working ammals were
adequate for the purpese ind human labour was so plentiful. We
beliewe the experience of ownees of the fow mechanisod furms that
cxist in Indis, is alse none too different. In our country, mecha-
nisation is likely tn prove more expensive than in the USA or the
USSR because, at lenst, for some time to cone, petral and the ma-
chines will have tn be imported from abroad. In the USA, the cost
of kerosme and lnbricants represents 42 per cent of the entire cost
of tractor work: En India, which is distant from the sources of
supply, these costs will be about 25 per cent higher, wix. 53 per cent
owing bo transport mid tarifis

The Chinese experience i similar. A convemation between
Primie, Misister Chou En-Jai and the Krishnappa Delegation, which
visited Chins in July-Angust, 1956, has been teported thes: “Me
Chou En-lat went on to say that the lenvy presure of popols-
tion in China meant that 1he deyelopment of agriculture, at Jest,
for the present coubl niot be based cither on' mechanisation or oo
lnrge-scale reclnmation, In China, the eost of prodoction in mecha-
nised s might well prove 1o be higher than the cost of produe-
tion in’ nop-mechanised farms where farmers worked with ondinary
farm implemints. The teason wes that labour was still much
cheagier in China. Thesa big state-owned mechanised farms when
set up even with gift tractors were not, therefore, unmixed blese
ings, They were causing the state quite a lot of expenditure™ {pp.
2324 of the Report).

Prolesor John Lossing Buck in Chivese Farm Ecomomy (The
University of Nanking, 130. p. 318) examined the possibilicy of
mgpmmcammdmunmwmm
h;mrmmdwmmymmmmm
use of tractors. (See Table XX1.)
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Tams XX1
COST OF PLOUGHING IN CHINA BY TRACTOR AND TUFFALD
Chimews Dollars

Initial cost of tractar
Iﬁhﬁlm‘-i of twa gung tractor plough
MMMM ke of the |

Elm-.a 17 o

Uent ol tractir-plosghing one hectare
(s} Yearly mm-tecarring expanses L=
v = : } Ll o4y

water buffaln tame appreimately anly to 13 5,00

According to an inquity condusted by the Board of Ecopomic
Inquiry, Mnb Mufmﬁdm m«:hmhdhmngmﬁmd
4 heavy eapital The total tractor-
cultivated holdings worked oot mhmwmus@iﬂmm
investmemt of Hs. 112 per acre in a bullock-cultivated holding

Tt is reported that in the reclamation works after the Yangtse
floosl in China in 1647, bullocks and whesl-barrows were fodnd to
be cheaper than bulldozers {and the bullocks wers later wsed s

animals on the re-establishod farms).

Leotiard E. Hubbard, an impartial writer vn Russian agriculture,
mwtﬁqufthm' costs of animal and mechanfeal powes,

-;uthnknlmmﬁna to its use out of season ks
nll»s

It was the af the German farm con-
mxmwm" mmﬁm s
lmm_ was often
more han hﬁhmm.w

yoke, a8 efficlently and at a smaller total cost
‘than & tesctor. Tluhnu n!m.wﬂamnlumwm
mlhﬂw,mwm.ﬁwnmmmmthm
right far sowing winter grain. The Russian, howsver, s

o think that, because the tractor turns over the soil at a prodigious
wate and with fots of cheerful noise and bustle, it is doing it mone



utilising large farm machinery because of the size of his halding,
the fragmentation of his fiekds, and becanse he Jacks the necessary
capital The Soviets salved this problem by udjusting the sizn of
the holding to the requirements of the machine, that is, by sta-
hlishing collective farms. That i one way, The other way is to
witjust agricultural mochineny and its utilisation to the given size
of the holding, which in India. us in nuny other countries, & small.
In Eitrope, mechanisation is increasingly taking the form of slectrl-
fication of the countriside and the use of labour-saving machinery,
leavitg the structure of the small holding imaffected. There, the
manufactirers of agricultural machinery had begun to tum eul.
before the last war, machines snitable for use on small holdings,
whilo g g the advintages of lange mackine. ~Engineers are
now desigming small implernents, machines nnd teactom, smitable for
peasant hollings. Some can'be worked by small internal combus-
tion engines and some by electricity ; the use of both was spreading
over Europe before the War and we hope will continue to do s

».5 ier af Sovirt Agri 1, lan aml Co. Lid,
Londag, ip. 36061
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after the War: either can work a small machine aimest os econz-
mhﬂyuahmm“mﬁﬁnljmm Dizectat of the
Rothamsted Station, in'a paper read in 2 Conference
Mhﬁpﬂ,lmmvﬁm the author of The Land and

7.5 acres or umndndbiabnqﬂv German experience indicates
that & field between T and 2 acres i aot too wmall for & tractor of,
say, 35 10 20 hp. Tn Japan, they have devised small tractors which
have 3 to 5 horse-power and can plough one acre a day. [These
tructors which numbered 17,137 in 1950 thmaghout the esumtry in-
ereased to 34,074 in 1953). Thnt iz, a large farm 5 nio longer 2 con-
dition precedent to the use ol machinery or application of scien-
tifie knowledge.

When the holdings are too small and aneconomic for the wee of
bullocks, the incvitsblo conclision is not to pool them so thut lage
machinery may be used, Small holdings can be worked by nuual
labour as they are mostly in Japan and as they were worked, at
least, Litherto in Chita also, and yot. as we have already seen, sefonti-
fic techniques other than large muclinery canbe employed on
them, Average site of holdings in Japan, it may need emphasizing,
Is. perhaps, the smallest in the world (sce page b7 supra). Next
e pre-commurnist China. In parts of France also, where arable
holding of two to five acres abound, il the fiell is too umall for
ploughing, the spade is wsed for tillage and the average peasant has,
By his inthustry, converted even the most mcky lands into erchards,
vineyurds and coen-felds. Surdy, we can alo do the same ; for.
Jest we foaget, our alm is, not profit per man, but to get the best
out of the lind. 1o make it yield the maximum production per
were aned, at the ssme time, to keep the latgest number of people
employed. In fact, certain poasant communities in our coontoy
‘in certain Incalities are already doing it. For example, in the sub-
urbs of the towns of Uttar Pradesh, vegetablegrowers, montly

tiny hobdings of two scres of a0, without the aid of animal power,

anial produce far mote (and derive far greater income) per acre than

farmers in the mterior do.
mmmmmmmwdum
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warkee in our country. Sei Shrikant Apte, who possesses ne fapming
machinery.

In any case co-operitives can be etablished for the purchase of
such ngricoltural machmery s the farmers may need, for axample,
for operations whers the time factor is important; such as planting
and harvesting, but either which they liave not the meass to buy or
thwﬂnntpuyi!n-dm:ﬂqh-muhm.&ﬂg Joint use
of such cropping schemes,
whchmbul:hiwdvﬂhmtpﬂd.u‘dth:wmnxﬂqkh:ge
unit. But as against whatever advantage lange agriculitural machi-
Lery may posiess, we must remember that members of the
co-operative would all be wanting it at the ssme time, which will
make the co-operative ynworkable.

As regards the second advantage of lurgescale farming, uk
true that a man of small meass. particularly, if he & an
mmemmmmwmmm.
that will gngment his produce of income. There are, however, two
other courses open,

Either, the state should provide the facilities as it is doing to-
lhrlnlmunumumnwfnmnrmnhmdtube-wﬂnmd

of fegawd, f and icides ; o, the pessant
hmmmmmmmhdmmmlwm
selves, that is, sh of small-scale duetion be mended by

co-pporntive mngenm In the latter case, the crucial gquestion
--—mmtnmzmldmymsm resonrees P Wihat s the
Tight tion principle which will serve te raise the el
utundard of living, and yet pot rob the peasants of their liberty ?
Shall they pool their Jand and lalwur resurces and woek faintly
on a large undertaking mto which their holdings would have been
merged. or, shall they kep their hoidings intact, operate them in-
antl te in fa fons alonn, that is,
memnmmm.mmmmm
lities which actually g0 to incmise the production or income of o
farm, but cannot be secured by a small man o the strength of bis
small means ? In our opinion, as we hove already indicated, it s
Ihrhﬂzﬂywwﬂcﬁtﬂlbﬂwnmpﬂm‘ ttnllnwm
five p d with the ive of @ idnal fand use
MW&EWMMW:MWM\M
Since an increase in the size of the farm does not Jead to greater
froduction per acre, it is unnecessary and it will be o mistake to
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ask the peasant farmers to surrender their holdings, in order to
constitute a linge farm, or to hastle them into doing so. Co-opération
need not extend to the ot of farming, 1o those functions of farm
management which can propeely be executed within the boun-
daries of s single small farm. Such functions should remain the
object af the indeperdent individual himself. All that pessant
farmers need do by co-operative action & to save themselves from
the disabilities entailed by the small size of their business and thel
lack of training in the ways of o commercial civilisation. The
mlwhhndmhqﬁmlhmdmﬁhmmmﬂu
peasant all the bonefits sl of o lnrge-scal
m%%ﬂmhﬁwwdwﬂm
property. Through it the peasants should be able v secure the
same resalts a5 a lagescale underaking without the sttendant

dﬁmmulmmmdmwtw
the worker in 1 industry, Co-oporation is the closer

wantages
members of the organistion to sacrifice their economic and indi.
vidia! idependenge, it would mnount to & merger, fot co-speration.
Nor, to repeat, hummmumwwmm
merger leading to Fuive, pr
pm!ncﬂw

In agricolture, two kinds of reform are possible. One is insti-
tutional and the other technological. Transformatinn of peasant
proprietorabip inte joint {arming i an instittional change that will
meet with the peasant’s resistance. At best, it will take u long time
b&ﬁm-iudﬁdm:ymhhmd. Om.h:nﬂmhnd Ihepunm

on small farms as well as on big. In the feld of farming our model
shotild be oot the USSR or present-day China, but Japan which
produces mére’ per acre than either of these two countries And
the serret of Japan lies in technological improvements, not In
institutional changes.

The report of & survey, Cooperatives and Land Use made by
the Food and Agriculture Orgasieation of the United Natious, al-
rendy relerred to, han this to say on the peint
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Dutiq[dahn wm‘“{m ise in viehls due to scientific

umnhmﬁhﬂhszuwupld
tlum ft i m (Reprrt, pto.;]
Ad ot i e i Aertakcinie whi naiad iy

of scake’, apmﬂhwmuwwnﬂk:dwmmnﬂm
referred to without neeessary distinetion being made between ope-
rational, commercial and finincial econemiss. As wo hove nlveady
soen, lnmmdnhuufahhﬂwhaagnmum Hheps cin e

nll‘mopeﬂm llbwl mnhmlu:nhulsntﬂml Itis,
however, ooly i
of arganised bulk buying and selling, and cheap credit—that lamge
hmmmltnmm ecnnnmhofmh nnmget
of holdings and
mqmnhmwmﬁcwwumumeth
Teen in several den, while i ives remain

It fs suid thnnbaumulmh:wmomnfncn-apmﬂw
farm, Government will be able to advance larger crodit to it than to
=mall farms. True, but the nesdsof the large farm will also be lige,
and those of a small farm small. And masmuch w5 money taken an
credit will have to be paid back, the lendee, even if it bea Govern-
ment, will have to ensure that the boprower possesses. safficient
seerity, The best security is lind, amd the total ared of the land
severally owned by farmers will mot incmase simply because
of the pooling. 1 today, say, enly u lsan of Rs. 500 can be
d\m!dtnnhnmmrmngjm ot more thun Rs. §.000
cin be ad o a perative larm in which ten
farmem possesing 3 scres each would have pooled their lands.
11 we substitute expected produce per land as security (which, by
ﬂw“; is & chimerical idea), it will nat make any difference.

“Northern Egrope’”, says Dr. C. R. Fay, Clabrmun of the Homce
Plunkett Foundation, "“has proved to the hill that the highest
degree of technical excellence s entively compatible with family
{arming, but only on two conditions ; fissi, that the land umt s
the special sabject of state gunrdiamship and, sccondly, that indi-
vidual family effort on the lind i supplemented by group effort in
purchase, processing and sale"* In other words, large-scale farm-

" Vide Year ook af Agriculiwral Co-cperaiion, 1043, . Gy
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ing i not easential, and, peasant farmiing as snch offers no hindrasnce,
to techmical progress.

We may state here that by stute guurdisnship & meant probi-
ition by law of agricultural land either from being amassed in large
aress by one persan, of from being divided by inheritance or sale
ot too small units:

The Patil Delegation, however, daes not think service co-opera-
tives can prove an eflective agency for bringing advantages of o

lagescaln organisation . Tmpro
Mwmhmnmmmlmapﬁmhmkdhwm
even an holding exceeding 1o ncres, which should provide faicly
good units of cultivation. The reason, it is saidd, lies in the limita-
tious inherent in family farming. Schemes of land improvement may
bir underraken by a caltivator either with his own labour resources
or with hired kibowr. No considerntions of money coots (outlay) and
benefit (retuin) are involved in undertaking the fonner, + A5 regandy
m«hnm:mlnwmwwmuponlvlhmwmhmm
Mhthmthmww
which are not sufficiently remumerative. This sty a Hinit 10 the
extent to which o cdltivator could go in undertaking i
thmbﬂ:hludhbwrm!lhmmbepwmwhtnnﬂw
supiplies atdl Knances required for the purpose. Such improvements
cun, therdfore, be efioeted either by the state of by an fnatitution
mmhmmwdummﬂmmm)
interest, sather than individoal interest. A ¥ furm is
eminently soch an institution, so vons the thind srgument in s
favour, which will bind tugether these who have got the land but
not the necessary labour to work it and thoss who have got the
hhmn‘hlmluuﬂmlundlowuwd Mhﬂm
alone will, through i laesd §
|hudmhnhm.mmmhﬂdmdm-um-mm
which is our grentest asset bat ia going wusie today owing 1o un-
il Pl S
Savhrmﬂm]tsmmd cannot finance improve-
ments on petty. holdings—and most holdings in our country are
petty—even il the improvements are remmnerative, For, there
h;ppbn-mlh-muﬂmv{ﬂupeﬂfhrmmnd
the requirements of bare npecesaities of life. The additional in-
come which may accrue from improvements ipitiated and fisanced
by service cooperatives would hasdly cover the gap. Recovery
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of loams from the petty farmem, therefore, presents serious
difficnlties.

The answer is simple. The report of the Pal Delegation glves
no facts and figures to prove its assertion that even caltivaton of
boldings exceeding 1o scres do not undertake land improvements
wmmmymhmwlnmemm‘nbmbi
trive of owners of buge farms to whom agricultire is a
bt to in average cultivator in oor country it is & way of fife. Born
s T i and fiving as be does in the midst of hnmrds, uncertaintiss.
and vicksitudes of patuce, he does not mckon In the eommmercial
wiy, nor does he draw up o balanee-sheet of Joss and profit. He
‘makes no calenlations whore his land, the Dharati Masta, is concerned.
He will sink-any amennt of soney amd lnbouron ber improvemient =
thin is proved by the high price which a eultivator is willing to pay
for lasid—n ptk!l‘mifllucmdmumuu(m:h} and return
ulone that d, mo & 1 will eyer
b willing to pay. B}gﬁi‘;‘&u\‘dﬂpednndiﬂl&zplpmsnmhmiu
contral and porth-western Exrope, jnpmnndpumoti’ndmmhe

and districts at the instance of Govermment of
in the yeir 1554-55, ctuerved thus abeut the cultivators’ Tove of
Tand , i the introductory chapter. “The whole of the

cauntryside gives a look of very well- maintained and properly level-
led fields . , . . As u result of careful cultivation soil has conshlembly
improved, Tt owes its dark appearance more to it proper tillage
and manuring than to its natural charicteristies (p. 1), ... The
notewerthy feature of farming in these districts is that there are
few tracts elsowhere with so much ‘made’ soil by buman efforis.
namuwmmph»mmmm,

or stiff clay by manuring, irrigation, drainage. and levelling”
{p. =)

Mwmmdmmm we need only
reder t; tand. Netherlands, Western Germany,

Ftaly, Nmy_mmmrmudmuamg-mhkhulﬁ
itgg, varies from 7 to 16 acres, but which have made a suocess of
service co-operatives. If, however, it is intended to convey that
mmmmurmmuwwmmmmm
only ting, hoddings, it should suffi  ocord-
ing to the 1550 World Agricultural Census, thumgukmhnu-
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ing in Japan (with only 125 million acres of cultivated land and
6.2 million farm howsebiolds) is roughly 2 acres. Farmers who
cultivate less than 1325 acres represent 4t per cent., those who
cultivate less than 2.50 acres topresent 73 per cent and those who
eultivate less thon 3.7% acres represent 85.3 per cent of all farmers.
1t will not be frrelevant to point out here that the strength ofa
farm household in Japan is 6.0, while in India it &5 5.0 and in the
USA, only 4.5 Yet. the service co-operatives are a great success
in Japan. In this connection we cannot do better than quote from
the Patil Delegution’s own report

Ahhnughl]u:mnummﬂwm Jupan
Sarketing and- supply. e than R e o
ore
eting iy 9 per cnt of hi:h
quimlgmhwmﬂwﬁspumldiﬁ

Eﬁmcmlnftbiﬂpln!whulnndﬁrlnym mﬂawh
civoperatives {p. 103}
So far as p ities of el jon through ive farms

mmmnd.uwﬂllwma munismmhm!.muhgw
bemmaumummmwmm
mients of will be availabie to large co-op

uu)yulﬂuu—swuduﬂlmwmkgunmﬂnnmﬂmummd
mhmmmwmmmmmm
Further, exp shows that imdividual farmers under & ¥
of » high price of agricultural commadities are better able to rechaim
cultivahle waste. In the State of Uttar Pradesh, since the Socond
Woarld War, while the Government could reclaim hardly, 1.60,000
acres, individual farmess have brought under cultivation anew

agricubtural
better utilisation of the land already under the plough, rather than
in bringing margina] and sub-margiral land under it.

As regards the fourth advantuge, iz, that of planned crop rota-
tion and more rational wse of land bring possible on co-operative
farms, there stems 1o be some confusion. Whit exactly is the ob-
]ncdvuul’crnpnmhm?ohmdy preventing the soil from get-
ting d and ol its productivity. 1f so, this ob-
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jective ia better served, as we have already seen, by o system of
small farms, wherein big machinery is not nsed and more farm-yard
manure s prodisced, thus hilping maintrance of soil fertility, The
charge that small holders are not able to practise crop rotation can
posaibly be laid only against soch of them 28 are groatly uneconomic
or sub-basic holders, but even this does not help the erities much.
For, such farmers will not raise comimercial crops which exhanst the
witl and will, for their own subsistence, resoet lurgely or whelly
to food-crops wikich are not all or so exhausting and along with
which pitrogen-fixing  legumes can be emlly grown, Crop
rotution is pot essential to gopd fanning in &l ctreomatances ;
mixed cropping so widely practised by small farmers can serve the
parposs equally well. Nor do the small farmers lag behind in doable-
cropping and raising of high-yirlding varieties. Indeed. a recent study
in the Panjab whows that the intemsity of cropping decreases with
the increase in e size of farms. Double cropping is more widely
practised on the smallsieed farms. This naturally makes for an
increase in the gross output per scre in the case of small farms
compared to large ates. There are only two stipulitions : in erder
that cattle dung which & so essential to maintenance of sofl fertility
Is not burnt, cheap fuel has to be provided through community
planting of non-arable, village lands, and, where necessary, a biw
has to be enacted proventing. particularly, very small farmers from
sowing sugarcane or other exhausting crops, say, in more than
one-thind of their land in & year.
mm:w:aummwnlhgemulhﬂlulm
operative farm throogh d is one
Ihumlynmmhumdmwdsh bel!!emd E“ﬂ'.ﬂ'm?
who is conversant with the village conditions or agriculture, will
‘Sﬂ!}'l.hnmllnkludktalmn‘phmmh‘um
be her; even the land of a oo
'wnﬂvnhrmwiﬂ.mqnhnmhehﬂpﬂd.whlﬂﬂnﬁﬂbem
without boundaries. Alss, land will be washed away during the
monsoan but for the boundaries. The following extract from an
article is given as typical of the sdvice that usually fows: from
our cities (o the mustic larmer :

Large areas of land are used in building op bunds to demareate
houndagies as well as to hold water, By ying a
of these bunds and mequrmanﬁum
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resulting in hugher production **

The sixth antument relates. 1o teduction of costs on a lage farm,
1t.1 not elear; however, which wasteful vperations on a small farm.
e critis have in mind Perhups, they refer to loss of time in-
wolved in trips thist men and bullocks have to make to the various
scattersd plots imto which o cultivator's holding may be divided,
and to loss of water that may be entailed in irrigating such plots
whether from a well or o canal. T{ so, these delects will be re-
mowed when these plots are conmolidatad into compast blocks: It
dors pot take o large jointly-operated farm to eliminate such waste
of time or water. In sctual experionce, poasant methods are
iy fourd te have lewer eosts than the ‘modern’ scientific
migthods and that o the main reason why peasant production has
ey abile to withatand the competition of lurge estates all over the
world. Anyway, roduction of operation costs 2 net eur primury sim,
at any rate, at the expense of a higher yisld. Soull farms requirn

i and

o ot have (o pay for it. So that even if the mopry costs are redaced
in a hig farm, it will still be preferahle to have smallsr ones in view
ol their greater yield and the available surpluses of labour and
cattle. There are no scarce capital resources which are wasted
o small farms in cur country, Text-book writers ol western
conntrios have mostly ‘muchinery’ in mind while using this
terminology. In the comtext of our conditions, the bullock is
Mﬁumlymmmﬂammudumtn

Ouﬁwemy mmnhmmmhmﬂbem
greater than what they are on small farms taken together. Owing
i Ui need of ditsiled sapervision and a complicated system ol
accnunting, averhead costs are boand to be very high, which will
‘more than ofi-set any econsmy that muy be effected by mechani-
o:mmmmm.ﬁubu YAs the sime of
thye unit the difficulties and costs 5 also in-
creape fuster in agricultuwre than in mdustry, 'ﬂnworhmmqm-d
o Vide Div, V. Th Nagmar,
wummmﬂocsmmwmnh-
ﬂ"&
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over s much wider ares and the supervision required is mueh closer

uminhdmuy.hilmmmhumm

fur every sl group of workers. Bat, again, becnuse of the na-

:molﬁ:ﬂpﬂh«lh&lwﬁmhhﬂyw

nudymmpuvﬂm!vu&umﬂ: aul‘np&temﬁuuql
d miantial

uupurmtodlhumnlmh-dn;:mrwwlmluvem
spent on paymment for admin and service g Lin Rus-
sian Collectives.? 1t i due to the disecononties of lirgescale mmn-
nmlmnmlmiﬁn!hnmnlmopmmnmamh-

tively low i i in most s xcept whore the abumd-
mn!hndmwdhbmmhthmdhrgz
ised] farms idable. These di begin to off-

st the other economies of scale fairly soon. That is why net retams
per acre on simaller family fanms are often higher than on luge-acale
farms2b

The above applied only to working coste. The nitial conts that
will bo required in setting up & co-operative farm will not be neg-
ligible. New fnvestmint of capital in the form of munager's office,
cattle sheds, godowns eto., will have to be made while the existing
ones owned individually by farmers will have little or o nse.

Now to the seventh argument : it & chibmed that co-pperative
fareing (s distinguished from coll.ctive farming which, same of
utir public men grodgingly concode, has not proved A suceess in the
USSR and may not be practicable in oo conditions of o demo-
critic set-up) provides a solution to the evils of uncoonomic hold-
ings and trogmentation, A litthe thought will, however, reveal
that, at least, so far 48 fragmentution is concemed, we noed net
resort to co-operative or collective farming in order to obyiate it.
Fragments of Land bokmpging to one farmier, but lying scattored and
at 3 distance from one another, can be easily consolidated into owe
black or two, compulsorily theoigh law or voluntarly throogh co-
operation amongst farmers. Consolidation of holdings has been

" Eeomomics of Agrieniture, Colien. p. 56,

* Cooporative Farming, Talpade, o

* Vide Cooperniine Farming. a mooograph publishol by the. Indias
Co-opatative Unlon, New Deihi, tas7, p. 14
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earried out in several countries, resalting in great benefit and satis-
faction to the peasantry.

Timt there are a large sumber of aneconomic holdings in the
country i admitted But it will be pertinent to point out here
that they do not form such 2 large peecentage asis generally as
sumedl. The sumber of actual cultivators is snaller than might be
caleulated on the basin of entries in revenue records. The whole
confusian i this mepeet, which has marred the conclusions of so
many, otherwise ably-written books and reports, wrises from the
fact that persms, families and boldings have sil besn mistaken,
one for another. For exumple, the cultivating population of Uttar
Pradesh in 1945 stood roughly at o lakh families, but the nimber
of prricns entered ns eultivatoss in revenue records {barting terants
of Sir and sub-tenants which must have eounted peatly two million
and 2 balfj stood at 122.8 lakhs and the number of their haldings
at aboat 200 lakhs, The explanation Hes in the fact that smaller
preasants usally possessed more than one holding, sometimes three
and even four, and sometioies names of more than one. member be-
longing to s joiat family were entered in the records. In 1645 the
mﬂhﬁ’mmumnﬂmrmwhmh
Uttar Pradesh stood, % 10 the Zamindari Com-
mittes Repurt, :lﬂspmm&emmdm
which held four acres or lems each would be found not to have
excocdsd 50 per cent in any ease. Dr, Otto Schiller, & German
Professor of Agricaltural Economics, who served three hali-year
assignments from 1os3 to 1556 in West Fanjab (Pakistan) o
hehiall of the Food und Agricalture Organisation of the United
hnhmndun&.wd!wvﬂhwmuuwwm
reached the h ahout th in Pulcistan.

mwm.&apuImmmmum
niquie and productivity,’ which ch wmall subsistence holbd-
ings, WMMMH& As regurds under-employment
o these holdings, it is true that these holdings do not provida full
empiloyment to the peasants all the year round and are, therefory,
uneconomic, lending 1o poverty, and should disappear as soon as
pu-ible.hmmpoﬂh;nlhﬂlbwmy < it does not creatr

hundred person g MY, two acres
-dndmmmw,hnpmmmm

" Vide G img amid [rudividual Farming on Co-operaiie

Lines, mludh(h-npulthwlnm 1957, PP 10




PRODUCTION OF WEALTH Ty

# good part of the year becawse of lack of snfficient land, one fails
10 understand how—ly what mugic—these persons will be able to
find fisll employment throughout the year, merely becuuse their
land has been pooled into a farm of two bundred acres which they
ndw work jointly or ander a wunificd ditcction. The mumber of
acres in the total his-not incrodsed by the pooling, nor has the
number of workers gooe down. The proportion of rural poprlation
1o the land svailable remaing as before.

Dr. S, Chandrashiekhar, Director of the Indin Institute for
Paptlation Studies, Madras, who saw four commumes in action,
Writes

Not only do the Chinese work all the time, bat in massdve num-

One sees 20 people pulling w leaded cart—some pulling with
ropes Jike apimals and some ing from belind. One =
gd.ml People s that people would not be substitutod

r amimals. 1 have seen men and gven wormes pulling a t

', Mmeans .
be accomplished by twn is done by 20, A hundred peophe
lmlu:n ane aere of lind and lterally thousands work to pat up a
building on a shift basis.™

11 anything, uhemipl in a co-sperative furm is likely 1o
increase, for, more Likely thas not, the farm management will, in
the interest of + tuke to mechanisath

The final, hewvy-weight ressoning in favour of co-opperative
farming firoceeds this | we are in desperate need of funds or capital
for making up the lesway. But progrmmes which have been un-
dertaken for industrialisation and dovelopment of !
dreadyphmah-vy;mh-mlhpnaihbkmmmtlurm
we emulats countries like Japan ead England whers sconomic deve-
qumm:leukpmdﬂinguwhﬁofmhﬂdupﬁmuﬂa
enmpars tively monopelistic acces to raw materils. At thut time,
social had also not ad 1 g0 that internisl exploi-
tatton could go on dnchocked. Thus, through intemal and externl
expiloitation, lage stocks of capital were covated in these Countriés
wihich form the basts of thir mdustrial and e p i

o Vide The Statemuen, dafod Jasmary 1o, 130
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We have no colonies which we caa or would exploit and, therefore,
we have to depend upon our own rescuroes. Capital has to be
found put of our own effrts and oar own savings. At the same
time we have declired oursaives o "Welfare State’ and cammot, there-
fore. think of exploiting our people—exploiting in the simse & colo-
nial er & capitalist government doss. We have, therelore, 1o se
Teorganist our economy that it makes fullest use of our moan-power
whkhhwynlmm|hnt;wdumnm.wumm
In the pressnt agrarian sconomy based as it ™ on family-farming
in small onits, posshilities for savings and capite] formation are
severely limited. Co-operstive farming offers the only solution
for mobilising the mtinal resouress in which man-power plays
the mest dominant part.

The argument is naive. It assumes that as soon as land, dis-
persed today in small holdings, is pooled and jointly worked and
agricultural labourers and, maybe, other lndless people also are
made members of the joint farm and management, the land will,
almest antomatically, begin to produce mors per acre—prodaon &
stirplis 1o the needs even of the incossed number of those who
wnrk it, junt as large private farms do.

Such wonld also seem to be the view of Shei U, N. Dhebar,
ex-President of the Indian Nathnal Congress. He says:

The basic problem in agriculture = not that ol supplying good
seedy, water, manures, or providing the credit and marketing the
eommodities. Rather, it t the shape of the pral economy
itsell. On the basis of caste, land bus been l-:iotbuﬂnnfam

n

‘We do not agree with any of the assertions of Shri Ehebar, except
that land in many parts of the country has bren denind to Harijans,
inder afin, on the basis of caste. It is his view about the operation
ol the Law of Diminishing Returns, however, that needs be examined
Iere. Hedrniplhes that the law will cease tooperate the mament small

i holdi ther to furm a luge holding, The
_uwdw-hmm“u-m-mwmmm

¥ AJCC Ecomomic Revies., Jaly 1. 1950
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proposition. It simply says that, provided thers is no difference in
fmnhgmdlmmmmamhydmmhm Teturns
e man will d ing number of menare put to fam
o limited area of land. One fails to undensitand how the law which
operates in o case when the labour force of a single family werking,
say. §acres of land 15 increased from, say, three men to four {and
thuas the area per worker is diminished), censes to operste when
the laboser force of ten families jointly wotking 50 acres of land in
increased from thirty men to forty, Forty men will cach or severally
produce Jixs than thirty from the same total area just as four men.
ech will produce less than three. Operation of the Law of Dimi-
nishing Returns cannat be held back simply by pooling of land and
taboar, but ealy by improvement fn farmsing methods or increase
i cupital employed per worker, or both. These two developrents
can be brotight ubeut without peoling of kind and libuar. In.
croaned capital can be had from ba\'unmml or through credit

out by Government. Mannmmzmakmﬂw
oot of 4 jpint furm
While the (nerease in product per worker, with the increase
in the sumber of workers on & gives drea (sabject to a floorj s &
diminjshing increase, more men resulf in more prodoct per acke
and, therefcre, more total product, bt only when incentives remain
nmimpaired—when land ks divided into as many allotments asalgned
andd wurked separately, So, if Some porsons hold land more than.
they can efficiently exploit, and substantial aroas are available, lex
us certainly armnge for their aoynisition and distribution among
uncconnmic holdérs, tut not pool the existing holdings. As will
be apparent from the following puges. our problem of poverty
will not be solved by patting more men on lud—whether working
Juimtly or separstely—but tn move them away ta non-agricuitiral
and this will be brought about only
lrmmmmpamlumm
The marketable sorples expectod to prove the ehiel source of
imvestible industrial capital for development of the eountry. will
oot be available from large joint farms. No pains are taken—oo
facts and figures are given—to prove how greater prodoction per
acre will cothe about or whether it hus actually come about in
countries where largescale joint farming has been introduced.
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The argument caly displays a pathetic, but mexplained faith in
large-seale units in conformity with Marxist thinking.
D, Otto Schiller pomts ont :

Tt is not i pﬂduﬂwlr&:zmih enables the large farms
!o;hr a the nopply to urban markets but the
popalation and mastly 2l less lvestock are attached

%ﬁ;mmﬁummﬂmmmufmu

trodiction of co-operative Iarming woukd imyg the
ply to mm nalytlhmmhlﬂ-ummdmnmy“:
acre or to o shift tln;hlhnm .m
othum'h&mmumehhﬂmxﬁamdrnhmﬂ
deuﬂ:m

1t is high productivity per acre which is the crax of the matter.
Onee thi is achieved. as it ean be on small, independent larms, the
peasants will have more to comsume and also mow to sell Even
today they market the lost grain they can, ®nless, therefore, it
is intended to extract from the peasantry a greater surplos than is
left after bare sabsistence has been kept back and unless our plan-
ners wish to emnlite the mede of capital formation adopted in
m&msmmm-hu-m-mqmm
dirret control of collectives, large. Jow-price d
leavy taxss. etc.) hmddmn the -mnl consumption levels of the
mhmwdmmmm—mﬂy,llm
i not exploitation which the ad: al
lﬂnﬂymlln:mﬁ.mﬂnb—lhm!lmmhﬂnm
tive farming.
Tt is true that faems in India are tos small—smaller than the
best ooonomic anit for profits. They are so amall because, hand-
man ratho in the country being Jow and other (ceupations also in
which the tarmers could engage being limited, the farm lanil inherit-
uﬂm&nlrhmhamhnn-dlvﬂ\dmmmhnmdlm
of sona. Tt is an irefutable proof of overy
But the relevant point bese b that, muwmm‘mbu
carried on mom successfully, or produce more and give happiness
to those engaged in it, shoubd we pot expeet that lugic of techno-
lagieal advance, i.e. teonomibc and other forces by themstlves would
have, fust as they did in manafacturing industry, led to the gridual

T p 13
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PP of the small independent farm and its replacement,
witheut sy pressure lrom the state, by big units worked jointly
by hundreds and thowssnds of persons 7 On the contrary, we find
that the lurger unit, almost wherever it oxistod, has bren broken

eas pot been muade from above. remuing as small as ever, with the
peasant farmer as its ownerand worker, manager and financier, all
rolled ntoone. The peasant has refused (o be frted into any slogan:
hisis u vole which has defied all jic thearies. Indeed. it isnot
possible for modern econsmics, nirsed in the fisld of capitalist ugrl-
culturs with the background of “wage and labour” and the criterion
of an much rent or profits as poasible, to give & true insight into the
socio-goonemic nature of wageless family economy that the peasant

agriculture symbolises.

At the time when Marx laid it down that in sgriculture, as'in
industry, property was becoming i ingh A and the
large producer was bound to displace the small produces, scientific
inquiry into agrarian problems had not yet begun and his plausibie
pasallelism between agriculture und industry seemod incontroverti-
ble, “But soon after the sppearance of the third volume of Capital
in 1804”, says David Mitrany, 'the planks of the Marxist platform
began to give way. The Gernian population consus of 1805 (the first
wincs 1A82) disclosed the peasant’s astounding refusal to die. Be-
tween 1892 and 1898 the number of holdings of 2 to 20 hectares had
increased by 1.26 per cent and the total surface they covered by
655,259 hectares (about 1,650,000 acres). The same phenonenon
was reparted from conntries as different as the United States and
Holiand. And the (erman census of tgoy kilied the concentration
theory altogetber, It showed that notwithstanding the many
favours which capitalist agriculture bad veoeived from the state
during the preceding years, large estates and furms were constantly
lesing ground”. o

Oni the contrary, pmulhnldingsptmpﬁ'lﬁmdrmdﬁwmlh-
canse of the greater care and interest the peasant pul into hiy
work, and also because of the fact that bis demunds were sofe-
times. Jower than even those of o rural labourer. His readiness to

 Mars dpaingt ihe Paasnuit, Geotge Weidenfell aml Nicoban Lad.,
Landoa, p. &5,
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wark harder and to consume less could be explained by the pea-
sant’s attuchment to his land, as it explained his readiness to pay
ulmost any price for it. “For the capitalist, propesty or tenancy is
u means of employing his capital | for the proletarian, artisan snd
the smuil peasant, propesty ia rather 3 meuns of smploying his
Iabour", s4id Otto Bauer, the Father of Austrian Secialisn. some 40
years ago. The excess ovor the normal price which the sinsll holder
is willing o pay and the hard work which he willingly puts in
may be called the preminm which ke pays for his independence. It
s this Jove of the peasant for his plot of lund nnd for his independ.-
mﬂn{mmmhﬂumwtomlmmifﬁmm
the encouragement and co-operation he needs. On the
wmummmuﬁhmn:mwumm
could come to our rescue when we want mare food and maore ex-
portable raw suterials from our Ll The Patil Delegation, un-
mindful of what effect it will have on its arguments in favour of
‘eo-operativisation, observed as follows :

Every family in the eo-operative had been allotted . small plot
of land close (o their hogse for vegetable cultivation, I there was
wnuﬂhhﬂw:hhﬂmnpholhﬂmmmm
to the ¥ site was given. This be the general sys-
tem in all co-operatives. These were very carefully dnd
mdm;mnmwmilwntmltmmmyultmm
ing & rich erop of vegotables (Report = pp. g-10)

We do not know whether the queition as to why the Chinese
peasants deviatod mare attention to these plots {and. therefore, pre-
sumably produced more on them per scre) disturbed the members
of the delegaticn or not when they signed the report in favour of
co-operative farming.

Tt is sometimes sabd that in India “land has been further con-
centrated in fewer and fewor hands and there lns been more and
more proleterisation of small peasants’”. This is not a correct ap-
praisal, at least, so far as Uttar Pradesh®® is concerned. of which
figures are available to us (See Table XX,

Figures of 1931 and 1941 have mot been given beeatse in these
two censuses the occupation of workers alone has been recorded, and
not of the entire population.

4 Conime Report of Ullar Pradesh, Part 1A, 141, Table 70, pp. o097,
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" . Tase= XXH
VARIATION [N PERCENTAGE OF AGRICULTURAL CLASSES (N U1,
figar-1a31)
Priscipal weear of hoelsbosd e W "na T
Cultivatory W53 s AL1d brm
Agricultaral Labesrors [ a.48 .66 370
Ment mecivers 71 1.0 1.0 Lo
Total G467 Tr.of T4 7418

According to the Cenvus Report of ridia for 1051 (Vol. 1. Part 1—A

Report, pages 155-5&. quumtwmly years following To3z, the

to all workeers on biod had fallen

in Uttar Pradesh (25 to g), Orlssa (30 t 19), West Bengal (40 to 25),

Madras (38 1o 35), Bombay (43 to 18), Madhya Pradesh (43 to 321

and Rujasthan (12 to 4). The percentage remabned practically

in Bilar (s6-27), Mysore (r3-14). Hyderabad (31) and

Punjab (s1-r2). There was only one major state where this percen=
tage had increased—Travancore-Cochin u.uon}.

The fall it the p tuge of cultt is the natural
vesult of increase in the number of cultivatory. Avcording to the
Report the proportion of agricultural rentiers, which was atready
nm-llin:m.hunms-:wlmuﬂninml.

Whatever ather conclusions may be drawn, these figures are an
unmistakablo tribute to the inhecent internal strength of the sy=-
tem of peasant farming. its adaptability to changing
it capacity to bear the stresses of modernisation, and abave all ity
power to endure.




CHAPTER SEVEN

Employment

APART FnOM the sgricultural area, that i amble and pasture
lands that § country may possess, it b the availability of non-agri-
eultural resoirees and, consequently, the demsity of agrienltural
populntion thet will determine whether the country will have irge-
seale farming of intensive pensant farming. Of the three factors of
production, vi., lanil, labour and capital, the one which is the most
#ewrce wid, thersfore, dearest will be exploterd more than the other
two, Where land is plontiful. that is, o cheaper factor, and men
Few i ember, the latter will not make the fallest ueo of the farmer.
Thiey will not tr to obtain the highest vield per unit of land, but
will bring a grester ares of land under cultivation. In other words,
large farms will come inty existence and pgricalture will become
extensive. The more, however, the value of land incronses relatively
1o Labour {and eapitall, that ks, the mare the population or, to be
exact, the more the agricaitural poptilation imcreases and the mone
senree the land becrimes, the greater yields will the cultivator seek to
alitain fram it by the use of incressing units of labour (of capital, ar
of both), In other words, wmall farms will come into existence and
agriculturs will become intensive. Extenshoe miethods ensble the
farmer to obtain the biggest net retwn per unit of labour (and
cupital) ; intensive methods, however, give him o smaller nat return
per unit of laboar (and capital) but a bigger gros and, acconding to
normie studies, even net return per nnit of land.

Table XXIIT on pages 108 shows the availability of land per
capita of the entire populativn and per econamically active person
in ayriculeure in the yarious countries.

It is clear that Australis, New Zealand, the USA. Canada and

Tuly or Germany, Norway or Egypt or

with greater population engaged in agricultore relatively to

land that i€ available, must of nocesaity huve small-scale, intensive

tatming (provided, of course. economic laws are allowed Lo perate
veih
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and o external pressure is bronght to bear on the peasantey).

India is faced with the problem of onemployment. National
imterest, therelore, demands an agrarian cconomy which, whllc
serving to extrsct the i it of land that i
limiting factor in onr circumstances, ﬁﬂm&ﬂrthoﬁmm
of employment for this rural folk. Such an economy can only be on
ecomomy of small farms as distinguished from that of large farms,
whether private or co-operative. In fact, small-scale economy,
both i the Beld of agriculture and indostry, uthe:nu]msoluﬂm
of tur unemplayment problem.

Larige holdings, private or co-operative, attract the use of larpe
machines, thos displacing labour, wherens small holdings limit the
s of machines this eoploying more labour. The number employed
por 100 acres in countries where small holdings predominate is
kreater than that employed in countries whers lurge holdings form
u lurge prreentage. Tn the Trish Free State. for example; dn equal
areas of Jand in the twentles there were five thnes 28 many persons
working on farms of 15 to 3o acres and three times a3 many on
farma of 30 to 50 acres as on farms of over 200 acres. Similar results
wire obtained from English, Getman and Danish stutistics: Ac-
corling to Lord Addison, an ex-Minkster of Agriculture, reconds
prepared for the Government in 2g30-31 for thirty-five different
county conncil estates eomprising nearly 17,000 acres, showed that
pojulution on these council lands, after they had been divided into
small holditgs, hasd increased from 1,648 to 2,298,

Mnﬁymbﬂpmﬁhblgmdanly lut.'l.l:n‘.imt tuwhk.h
it saves labour that might Lorto
the extent it performs work that hand h‘b-mcan.u.t do; or canmot
do aw well, or cannot complete quickly enongh to enable farm ope-
rations to be done at the most suitable time for maximom produc-
tion. But a good proportion of libour in our rural areas is ulresdy
going unemployed o under-employed today | there 1s no work in
the splwre of agricalture that human or animal labour cannot per-
form and, our country heing a land of small farms, our fprmers
can sasily procure labour in their village itself or inthe neighbour-
hood, that may be required to complete any [arm operation in the
uickest possible time.

Not only that mechanisation of agricul is ¥, im-
practicable in onr it or oo expensive : it will further
increase I As use of hinery makes it possible
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STATEMENT SHOWING AVAILABILITY OF LAND PER CAPITA [N CENTS (CENT= 001 ACHE] AND PERCENTAGE i
OF ECONDMICALLY ACTIVE POPULATION EXGAGED IN ACHICULTUMAL OCCUPATIONS
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frr a smaller number of workers to cultivate a luger area, a large
{urm served by tractors, combine-harvesters and threshers, employs
less labone than small farms covering the sane ared. When machi-
mery is employed, labour is necessarily saved. In one and a half
houirs & tractor can plough one bectare of land and o combine-
hagvester can harvest an equal area in one-third of the time A
Tabourer whe formerly plonghed hurdly one acre with o piir of
ballvcks will be able to plough at least 12 acres u day with a tractor
The average ares of land per farm increased in the USA from 136
actes in 1890 to 315 in Tg50, while the mumber of workets per farm
i the same period decreased from 2.0 to 26, which means that in
the USA increasing uee of sgricultural machinery in thess 60 years,
on & given area of o fuorm, led to & dall of 50 per cent in the number of
workers, An American expert? gives the following estimute of man-
hours that were found necessary, at various points of time, @
mriechanisation advanced. for growing and harvesting an acre of
wheut land vielding 20 bushels :

Man-howrs

In 1830—55.7 (Seeding and harvesting done by hand)
In rfgh— 8.6 (Horse-drawn drill and binder)
In 1930~ 3.3 {Tractor-drawn drill and harvester-combing)

In Sweden the use of fsrm machinery reducrd labour require-
ments by §0 per cent in twenty years only, iz from 1930 to 1950
In the USSR in 127, 25,6 million independent peasant farms
contained Too.5 million hectazes of arable land and, according to
the cersus of 1ga6, 14 million persons lived by agriculture, thus
gim-awualpnpuhumnlwlo;puxmmu
cultivated land. Tn 1937, alter of agricul there
m:ﬂniumlﬁnrs.smﬂuuhmﬁummumungmuﬁw
lectares which, at 4 8 inembers per famuily, works out at 88,8 million
pertons of 8o per huidred hectares of farm land. Thero was thus
ahﬂdumwimmdh-dh-m&wh:h

mechasisation of
Emn.mp&hﬁ,jﬂm Russell, Director of Rothamsted
Research Station, after his visit to Rossia in 1937

§ Eromomist, London, May 6. toyq, p sor.
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tbemhrolwwiqu Immnmmhrgnmjng
to western jdens; especially if one assumes that much of the worl
kmbymmm.mmmlvmhm

whout two to four times a8 many as would have beenw needed in
Engimd,hﬂllnfpdd:nmlssnndthﬁwnrl-m w0 well dane,
difference In efficiency of the workers of

ﬂnmpo:tm:wmlﬂn.

H sgricultural labour were ratjomatized and ma
mically and efiiciently opesated, it would probibly be lnmd that
about twithirds of the present availuble labonr on colléctive farms
would be sufficient for the preseut type of firming. "'If we ealcnlate
on the basis of West European norms of labour requirements in
farming operations™, says Dr. Otto Schiller, *'the norma! labour fn-
put of appmsimutely 100,000 large-scale farms compasing Sovirt
agricylture today with about 1500% heetares uf crop land each, comsi-
mtmmmmmqormmmm
degree of mechanisation, we arrive at an excess faem population of
st least 30 million

The Governnunt of the USSR, however, us and when it considers
necessary, can employ this surplus Iabowr to bring new knd in
Siberia and Central Asia under cultivation, But in an ancient coun-
try like Tndia, where manpower is rutining to waste and there are
1o vast areas of virgin soil waiting to be broken up, hig mechnnised
farms would be nothing short of a calamity ; industrialisation slane
would not absort tens of millions of workers that would be releised
from land.

Mr. Huibb in The E: ics of Soviet Agricul 639,
sayn:

Since 1928, industry in the USSR hulhm'bu! Iy bet-
wmtlwzjmuiimnlmmlwwhnm

the

rate of increase in of uu:-?f; has

wlowed down. mmbau in steudily improving by effi-

clmcy.md prodm:llﬂty. it s that rimmdwill Again ex-

At the same rate us durifig the Five-Year Plan, when the
Wumetwm-

-:mmmummmmw
*An article entitied, “The Resources and Porformance of Sovist
J«:rh-ulm by Dr. Otto Schiller, published in Tas fourmat of Farm
camnmics, America, May, 1036, p. 00,
'i&u! Pty
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Even in the USSH, theredore. throughout the buoyant period
of ic expansion when doos cities and vast industrial
enterprises were springing up all aver the face of that country, ey
one million and i quarter persors—net more than une million and
half in any case—were heing absorbed fnto gainful emp

each year, whereas in Tndia the rate of increase in pupulation alone
calenlated at the decenmial rate of the last censns period, comes to
nearly wine million o year; ot to say anything of the existing tens
of millions who cannot be said to be gainfully or tully employed

today.
Typical of the view that reduction in empl in ag
carsed hy i will be comy d by a nise in employ-

‘ment in uther directions is the comment of Dr. W. Burns, made in
his Note on Techwolsgical Posibifities of Agrivultural Divelopmant in
India submitted to the G of Indin on ber 30, 70431

Use of machines may mean fewer men per operation, but. not
. There are numerons examples in which modern

pliees and (1L
Mechanisation, particalarly if it involves the transference of ma-
chines from one place to ansther, lnvolves the improvement of roads
anel heee, aggain, i krge prospect of employment i opened up (p. 127}
It is tre that mechanisation of agricolture will lead to creation
of certain dary and tertiary industries in which some of the
displaced agricultural labosr will be able to find employment. But
in wopuntry where most of the rural aress are over-populated, where
hete isulready u pressing problem of surphis agricultural libour even
on the hasie of the existing technlque of agrieultore, where the
{oint-family system contains so moch hidden pmemployiment and
, anil where, therefore, expanding industry’s
demand for Iabour, for many. many years to coms, is likely to be
eovered by the existing idle hands, there ts ao economic justifcation
in creating a supplementary labour sapply through mechaniss-

pliss farm labour released by mechaniation of agricutture did not

create any problems of wnemployment because it was absorbed by
dustries which developed in the ime. In Soviet Russias
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one of the ressons for Introducti s hani

I'amwg lhrtyymmlgn,mmnbduth-htunmvmddu
ol a huge p of i tadh with

India where agriculture is already Inbour-surplus today—
whmlnmmmdwuducﬂmdmﬂm‘ulmmﬂnydm
sgriculture is zero, or very close to zero.

In India it is thought mmmmwpmm
cOmnon nse, mwungrmnunmidnmﬂvymm:hrw
15 persons ‘gainfally 5 whereus th
nmmmﬂnﬂympmhhdugsmmkmm
lmthhdtﬁnlmdlﬂuslgmﬂtm:l:mmmn
grain; Indinn rstimate that a quarter of
the rural population is surphus, in the sense that its removal from
umhudumddmhnmmm-pnlmdumc Thiswas
eqdnhﬁlnhxmgmmmﬂﬁmpwﬂupmwlyn
employed about a decade ago.?

The Planning Commission itself has stated that “in agriculmre,
wmmm&mhmmmdm
ment the possible may b
mmmmwmmmﬁmplw:mm
mechunisation would involve” (Secomd Five-Yeur Plaw, P. 113)
Thmﬂu-olhmrhwumuyﬁduknbndyhmw
to meet the demand for industrial labour for & long time. And aswe
will mew in Chapter XV, unemployment both is the urban and mumd
arcas has increased despite implementation of twe Five-Year plins.

Mahatina Gandhi had said @

Mechunisation ks good when the hands are too few for the work in-
wmbumn:plm Tt is an evil when there are more hands
ploek for igrng &t o s rdso s potut . Thepcki

a ] ol a plot of The
with 5 is not how to ﬂmm Tor the teeming millions inbubit-
our villages. The problem is how to utilise their idle hoors,
aro equal to the working days of six months in the vear ®

* Aupecty of Fndustrialistion, Cairo, 1053, p. §, quoted by Coale and
Hoover in Popalaion Growth and Ecomamie. Development in Low-Tacome

*"Man vs. Machine, in Harijan, 16ih November 1934, p. 316, an
qator in The Mind of Madatma. Gandki-compiied by . K, Prablu
and U. R. Hao, Crelord University Press, 1945, p. 132.
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On another pecasion Makatmaji snid ©

An improved plough is a good thing. But if by some chance ane
man could n?.bysmnmhmkut imi‘;mrm of his, the
whole of the land of Indi and control all the agricultural produce,
and if the millions kad no other occapation, they would starve, and
bdn]‘ldh.t.b!ywddmdnﬂnﬁummyh“ﬂmﬂdyh-
came.

In our country, with its dense population, the practical

The ohjection that mrestricted dse of machinry will create un-
empioymment i5 uwally met with the argument that the collective
af croperative farmess, who would include the whole reral popula-
tion, could work oaly for, say, thres hours a day and take holiday
far the rest, which will mesn more leisure for intellectoal pursuits |
that in place of so much poverty and starvation of today we shall
have & perpetually riving standard of life. But the latter contention
doos mot bold, A large, mechanised joint fmm cannot produce
mprmmmmwmwmuum,
it is doubtnl whether a holiday ol nine hours of day-light could
bctegaxﬂdu:ulﬂenﬂpln.mmidhmhullsadnﬂ'n
workshop, eannat be dealed *'Lelsure is good and necessary up to
a point unly,” 2sy= Mahatma Gandhi, “God created man to eat his.
bread in the sweat of bis brow, and T dread the prospect of our being
lbhlupwdnn:ali!hnlnm.hdndiugmimmuf
a conjurer’s hat""* Too much leisure demoralises society and it
will be an evil day for Indin when its peasantry succambs to templa-
tions of ease and pleasure.*

* Yoy Tmidin, 5-11-1035 ® Harijan, 16tk May, ip3b. p. 317,

* A series of articles from i vurious comiries on the
probiam that increased Jeimure pomes, opened b the Pumeer, Luckoow,
dated July 17, 1060, with the iollowing statement :

“Efinetive wse of incressing Ieimrein thisage of antamation i worry -
ing soclobogists n nuuny parts of the workd. An more and more nuschines
increase productivity and trdnce the peed for long hours of mansal
work, wirkers fine themseives with mare tree time than ever belory,
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mmummmmmmm-
rutional use of muchine imes, 15 certainly not i of.
work ; what it promises is something quitedllﬂmt—-mem
tian of =ervile work and drodgery. A peasant, however, is bis own
muster and his work an his own farm is not, like s lsbourer's work:
i factory, servile ot o type of work that the machine wasi
to eliminate, thmtnp‘pmldlumuidlmdﬂnuhydﬂ
peasant farmers: p with the
use of animal power, Wuhn-nylh:mthWl
lubour and skill, which do not diminish bis independence or lead to
the disappearance of his very farm, but lighten his burden thercby
wasing drodgery, and increase the farmer's efficiency and producti-
wity, sre to be welcomed. 1t is to the all-porpese tractoe that we
ate oppased. The tractor strikes ot the very basis of independent
farming. For, it nulliies the one competitive advantage which the
peasant-farmer enjovs over the large farm or farmer, wir, the
Ehuphhunsumije{h:smdy

Lastly, although the ive farming in India
mmwcﬁhwwulom:m&iwwmﬂuymﬂ
like to nae, when coni: 1 with the ob that
mhh:lywhd!nmmﬁuyml Mmmﬂymtk

farms of § i i e rusi with

:nmd.Nw.thnilcmelptnpuul lnlh:uulyuamlu
which ¢o-operative or collective farms hive been warking for some
time they are mechanised. Tt is already difficalt to orgasise hutmn.
Eabonir in the various operations on a mechanised farn or holkkos :
it will be still more dificult to doso if we add the work of looking
adter, sy, 50 pairs of tullocks to the tasks of o farm. The personal
uttention und devotion which the tending of animaly demands, can-

"'l egmntries whse stamlards of living are  higliest, there ia 8
tertency today to redece the et of the working weelk und increise
the length of aunpal holidiys. Suggesthins and pradictions for the
futurs make ihe prosent average 35, 40 or 43 bour working wook with
rotirenent at the age of 6o or 43, ok ke slavery.

it sotne conntries, incraased Inisry his bee blased horan nmaeal
incresse in crime, especially soyimng ddolescents, in recent s In
athers, borndom ia said 1o be responmibie for & big zise in the uimber
ol pecple requiring peyehintric treatment ol one st or another.
Malmr.runmhl’kﬁnﬂlmmuomnl hmhmlm
in the gy tht it s 3 the
gredtoul throat.”
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not be-forthcoming in o community of. say, 100 persons who have
omly & joint interest and responsibility. Animals can be best looked
after only when they ane the excliive responsibility of indivi

itself, The
wmdthnitdnmhdwwmplm:bmumnpmnp

¥ Himdusten Tomes, Now Delhi, dated May 15, 1056,
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new { empl for those w oyed or under-

esmployed today,

Itiunyed&mauviﬂammdnymkmumw
mmwltib.skkbrmk there cxlstsa L P P
Un the ane band, ding to the C o Problems of Re-
mmawmwmmcm s Pamel on Land
Reforms, those who have rights in land do not generally possiss an
atlequate ares of land for their own full emplovment or the employ-
ment of surplus lsbour in the village. On the other; there ane wells
ti be coustrueted, tanks to be dug and repatred, irrigation channels
1o be extended, dratnage works 10 be exccuted, houses anid roads
to be built, local manure to be conserved and, if soil crosion is to
be chiecked, land s to be terraced, bunded and afforested, ete. Also,
there are large areas which have gone out of cultivation due to sall
erosion and have to be reclaimed. All these works are of labour-
imunwnuhm- Thm;!havolo‘— o that the huge und,

i fand

lati tuﬂnrml is ytilised
hlmunsl.bmmuu.l. Inc:eanagumnlutphynmlunﬂ-
assets that will increase the production potentizl. But as long as
peasants are tied down to their small plots of land they are not
free to Jeave it for comsiderable periods to work on the ereation of
capital assets. Even if they have to work only-for one of twe hours
a day to look after their cattle or land, they cannot leave the land,
The existing pattern of land-use and management, that s, fndivie
dmllmﬁg.thmhnpnlutﬂtulilimkmnlmwm ‘l.nnw-y

individual farming. Tlrhmnpuk.iun urnndsuempluymmtmbe
removed ondy by organisation of the existing small and uneconomic
haldings into co-operative farms which, through rationalisstion of
work and pocling of resources, will relesse Tabour for cxpitul forma-
tion and intensification of agriculture. Soch fuller and mare conti-
noons employment, it is said, kas helped to reduce and to 4 consi-
derable extent even to eliminate the worst forms of mural poverty
in China, This, ascording to the Krishnappa Delagition to China, Is
# Jesson of great value to India. The delogation, however, is beset
‘with doubt in the very next ssntence when it says—'

it may be difficult lwnmrﬂwmmynmﬂydmtm
agricnltural operations as that of China to contine to expand indefi-
nitely work: opportanities in farms for which the main resource
needed s organised human labour' (Report, p. 121).
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y-products. f rin the roral aress could
B e e o
sl joms in 1 1 ol
inm eourse, m”u: same petiod ilthere

h..lh.hvc:\u.thu. nl?dhmmln!ﬂu o -
ve to iamh!t". t the educal
e i sua iyt v s it S B st
employment there (p. 27

there was great undor-ciapl were pot em-
ployed even lor 200 days in 2 yesr. Most of the ci-opemtives have
alse to rely 'on iy




EMPLOYMEST 119

ing s labourers on & road being comstrocted by Government was
also tuken as sul occupation. Paymemt roecived by&

are for a particular are’ (Report. p. a13).
mlmwmmdmmﬂlkﬁmﬂ
India, Stri Afit Prasad Jain, whi

of rey ives of stute sl iaNenDdlnun

8 Apeil 256, “lwtﬂum that the seheme of agricul-

wonld not result in & sarplasol
S Hrmmﬂnt"lhupuiﬁmmdnywthnu-ddhhnmn
targo mumbier of unemployed persons in th ngricaltural sector there
was a good number who wers under-employed, The creation of co-
operative Farms with mediom and small-size holdings would provide
full employment to many. By the introduction of small-scale indus-
triesit would be possible to find employment for others”, The Plan-
ning Commission’s Panel on Land Reforma also holds muook the same
view when it says that "the other advantage would be that a consi-
derabibe amoant of industrial work {orsell-use could be organised very
much better in these co-operatives”,

But, if it is small-scale industries which will have to be estab-
lished to provide full employment on & co-operstive farm, ons is
mtrigued to know why they cannot be established independently
of & co-operstive farm. Fifty-two per cent of farmers in Japan
1 130 possessing. on the average, & hokding of two acees carried on
Tiome and small industries in their spare time, witheut having first

doank: mn %

Perhaps, it will nat he out of place to refer here to the beliel,
often voiced, that peasant-farming canont be carried oo except with
the help of hired labourers, who enjoy no security todsy and ske
ot their existence somehow in & stute of semi or gradual starvation,
andl that co-operative Iwnnx alnne offers a -uluhm Bulh the
beliefs are, however, unf 1. There ia no 1 labiur
worth the name in the Harlana districts of the Punjab, and whoever
does not possess land in westérn parts of Germany whese, too, the
holding is almost as small as in the Punjab, is cogaged as an in-
dnstrial worker in the factories. The existence of landless agricul-
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t—ihbou.:huththmuunmmmm In both
these partsof the world the peasant’s wife works fn the field shoulder

48 in certain other parts of India, she is an econamic treasure to
hm%um“mjnwmhtkhujudoummﬂ
uﬁwcmt.htmhmmmdm:lhhm
which she does not practise and ordinarily adorn”, say= Dr. Radha
Kamal Mukerji'* Further, during perlods of harvesting and on
other peeasions when time is 2 great factor, pessants can and, where
y, docollal among th dves for providing the neces-
sary labour,
As regards of emph in & co-operative farm
fur these who are landless today, well, itis simply aot possible.
there is not enough land to go round, or, if it does not suffice even
for those who are engaged upon it as cultivators today, we will have
to find employment for the landless in occupations other than agri-
culture. A co-operative farm, if it is mochanised, will, ruther, throw

ot af emy quite 3 good ige -even of those who are

mployed today.

8 Rural Econonics of India, 1526, p, 71,



CHAPTER EIGHT

Equitable Distribution of Wealth

1Ix wiEw of the small agricultural ares as compared with the mens.
bee of those whe subkist on agricalture today, and will, of neces
sity, continge to do w0 tamaorrow, there can bo no place-for large,

i ed farms if it is our intention to build up an econarmy
where wealth will be equitably distributed. So, taking nway of
hﬂmlqumivwhmuemoiwhamcdhgmy
be decided upon, and its distribution amengst the lindiess and the
hﬂdmnlumﬁ:imhmeﬂﬁmmmmbytk
principle of social justice énshrined i our Constitution. The Com-
mittes on Temaney Reform constitsted by the Panel on Land
Retorm appointed by the National Planing Commission his put the
case admirably, [t says— "There is no doubt that such solutiumwill
be welcomed by the large manses of the landless population ; posses
slon of land gives them socurity, increases their bargaining power
and enbances their status us lnd-holders in the village. Where the
landless poople belong to the Harijan® caste, this iv an essential
preliminary for the semoval of untonchability itsell. Existing dis-

rithes b ipofland icul i il ria
extent, be reduced. This will facilitate co-operation sl rurl
progress and the state will have laid down the fondamental basis
for the ereation of a sochalistic pattern of society” (Repert, p, 6.

There is one substantial appument advinced against the propo-
sul to place & ceiling upon the existing land holdings, v, that in
order to be lair we should place a ceiling on non-agricultural in-
comes as well. Otherwise, we will be discriminating against the
Lurge owners of miral property und be guilty of a bias in favour
of the trban rich. This angument, however, does not take account
of the fact that, while man cannot creste land, he ean crote other
forms of capital. The large farmer has not added to the nation’s

* It may be stated here that not all Hastjans are agricaltaral labmrers
or lanlless. For example, in Uttar Prodesh, acconding to the census of
V5T, fn per jar f lund o farmers, and
7.3 per cent were ajgricul labouirern (ihy s
thi entire population being 674 and 3,11,
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m&hlumphmgmnhndlhmuugh“nhnehummﬁl
share, whereas the 1 property-
Whmm_wmnpnl’adwywahnm ereated something
whiich didl not exist before, Secondly, it {5 lind that fn our condi-
tions i = limiting factor while, of the two factars of production with
which the non-agrienlturist deals laboar is surplos to our aeeds and
capital, though wanting in the measure we nesd ¢, is after all not
w0 Limited 23 land,

The Committer on Tenancy Reform has the following observations
tor ke in this connection -

hlmdnn{ﬂmnmh}pnl' uusbynmll
minority of the sgricnltural clisss 1o econnmic deve-
lopment. This does not apply with uqunlinru thlm
Iopment where lasgescale organisation may lead both to
ceonomy and &ﬂmmuihnﬂnnnl'hndhaﬁmﬂe
St b e s e M g
of land, h:umhudmdnpmdmmdwhtb
hh-hhlm{ﬂw ™ 420

Ithmmtnwﬂ&:h:&“tminlﬂmﬁmy
except in O dhndhythemlc
lias mot boert regarded amywhere as o wise gua mon to  economic
pmgm kanwdﬂmolmhmmmmmhipm

task. The

ﬂnh)wmmmpmumrmmmﬂ
Inrge-scale industrial undertakings in all spheres is also, ot best, a
disputed point.

Ownership of indmstry i more cancentrited-— management
eontrol incredibly maore so—than any other form of property or
wealth. National policy in thi regard bas not only been halting, but
fanity—with the rsult that disparities in ncomes since -
dence have widened instead of being natrowedt down. "“The path of
planned developenent”, paints out Dr. N. V. Gadgil in an article in a
special fumber of Ecowemic Weekly (Bombay, 1961), 'thn we

the Communist countries, Bll:“hmwl‘mﬂql“hlﬂlﬂw
Communist countries did to destroy ecobomic power residing in
private interest groupd and to ensure sgalitarian distribation. of
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inouries, to control prices and production and distribution of
consomer gords. Nor have we assumed responsibility for finding
work and food for ull. The alternative path in Copitalist countries
where initlal investment is made in less capital-intensive indostries
and the industrial classs are loft to find their own capital resources.
keeps the inequality in distribation of ncomes from becaming too
great. The attempt in India to follow the Commmnist route of
planning combined with protection to heavy industries but little

fon to farmors or E hias the pesnit that we
have the worst of both the worlds "

11 breaking up of latge organised Iusineses i not feasible or b
not intended, the reasons being what they may, there are two sets
of mensures which can be easily applied and yet the stroctume of the
operational unit will remnin andisturbed. First © a ceiling just as i
the cate of land may be fmposed on ewnership of industry, if not
directly, then through partnership or shamboldings, Dispersal of
ownership will be o measnre cliefly helping more egalitarian distri-
humolt:nlumnﬂhm Second : withowt controlling policies
ol' dividual comp shonld be able to ensure that

i as beitting s affected by
pu.hli:inhurql mmmmwmﬁmdm

g systams, of inilependent auditors or other
mnfmnﬂhmawh&hwﬂlpmmmuimmn,aﬂ-
diinee, collusion, ste. Such control will prevent accrual or accumula-
tion of {llegal profits which sometimes exceed lawful gains.

However, to return toland ; the governing principle of sedistribn.
tion of land should, perhaps, be that none i allowed to possess an
aren of land which under our technigque of farming is beyond the
capacity of an average man orworker to manage and pone possesses
dess than an area below which, howsoever more abour may be apglisd
to it land will not produce more por acre. That is. the upper limit
of the farm yhall be governed by the cepacity of eoe woit of mon-
power and the Tower lmit by the capoeity of ome unit of lind. A
raferencs to Table 1 will show that, as more and more men work a
given land area, that bs; o srea per man decrenses, production per
acre increases with such great strides that production per man also
increases, till land per man is reduced to 27.5 acres, Four men with
emdred acres between them arefound to produce more per man than
three men with the same ares. Below 27,5 acres, production per man
begins to fall off ay the aren drorenses although production per acre
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contintes to increase Ll land per man is reduced to a point between
2.6 andl 2.7 acres—say, 4.5 scres (vide Table ). So that if the area s
man possessts amounts to niore than 27.5 acres, netther land is fully
utilised, nor labour, because of itsdispersal over too Lirge an area,
mimmmuﬂﬂhmmwhanmsmwm
labour is not fully emp waste. Atth thatis.

o mun ar-an wgricultural worker has, the better for him, for his
total production will rise with every aero added to the holding ; the
less land he has, the better for the country, lor the country’s total
production will rise with every acre faken away from the holding.

Therefore, it I8 in the interest of the nation asd s i the in-
ferext uf the farmers concermed, if excess land is taken away from all
those families which pessess more than 27.5 acres per worker, and
distributed to those which possess Jess than 2.5 scres per worker.
Also, laws celating to tramsfer and partition of land sheuld be so
amymded and esacted that no holding of less than 2.5 wcres per
uurizcmumo:ﬂmhlbim ‘I'h:ligmala}smd
3.5 acres hive by in'a coun-
try other than Indin. 1f in our country we adopt the figares of 25
und 3125 acres instead, o 40 and 3§ standard bighes respoctively,
we will not be deviating, or deviating far from facts of agricaltural
oCOnamics.

The Committee on Tepancy Reform set up by the Planning
Commission's Panel on Land Reforms is alio of the view that
“poasnt furming can be stalilised only if provisions are made to
ensure that units of management donot decceaze below a minimmmi
siae."¥

In erder 1o determine the aren of Iand o family may be allowed
1o retain, we will have to look to its labour resources. Indian agri-
cnlture has a lnbour force of 41 per cent 5o that an average (arming
hmﬂydhewmh!nmmnlz%«:.b;m-
equivalents. Therefore, for an average family land-holding, we
arrive at & ceiling of (27.5% 2.05}=56.40 acres, 1f we take the arca
of 2% ucrea us the ceiling for one worker, the corresponding fgure for
an average family will stand at about 5o acres. .

* Rrpord f ihe Gimmiiter ow Tematy Referm, p. i




FOUITANLE DISTRIBUTION OF WRALTH 125

mmmmmmmmmmmm-
ing, depending upon the pref of an ist or a govern-
ment concerned, or what ldess an authority holds on “Social justice’.
The Size ol Holdings Committes set up by-the Panel on Land Re-
Iumuhuswndmuubéeedﬁlghphnaimlhuﬁmalmﬁy
helding—the latter being defined as fand held by an wverage family
n(ﬂwmwwhmnmma!hmammmm
OF 4 net incore of Rs. 1200 per annam (induding remuneration
for family Iabonr} and is fess than one plongh-umit, that is, an area
of land which coald be cultivatad with one pair of bullocks, orif the
wﬂishalrrim.wiﬂu!wpnirsu(hlludu,ahmilymdmd
lnmdnorhushud.wiﬁo.mnizddwhmdwdmtm
and grind-children.

This definition of a family holding, however, is not very satls
factory. It speaks of three duterminants, mir, income, siae of
family and its cultivating capacity. Incomie fram land cannot be o
mwm,mirﬁnwmmxmﬂm‘.lhm
lity, and the ability of the farmer. Also, it is likeiy to differ almost
every vear with the quantity of production and with prices, both
num.!nuuirmdepaﬂmumghmuhnmhwm
the eontrol of an’ {ndivideal. Nor is the sizse of the {umily a safe
mmnmmmm:mmwm.wm
theee adult sons who are still living with him. A young man and
an old man may have families of an equal size today, bt in coirse
of time, the site of the young man's family is Wkely to increase.
Ahmﬁyhﬂhglmy.&mfm,bmuhdmdmﬂywﬂhu&h
euce to the area that an aversge fumily may fully exploit. Besides
land, there are two other factors of production, miz., labour and
capitnl without which it cunnot be worked, Tt woald, thus, be
rational to correlate the area of a family holdisg with the labour re-
sumn!nnlmppmthmilymdifsmdninmup{ul
requirements, 4o that full use of all the three eoonomic factors
throughout the year is assured. Now, un average family has two
Wrinmnmlﬂwuﬂﬁmmmpiulllrwﬂmhnpd:nflml-
lnck!.SnchhmllyhﬂldhuMdthmmUutwy
provide contimous employment for two workers and two bullocks,
Since it is economic factors that determine its size, the holding
sy alsy be called an esonomic holding. Strictly speaking, the
area of such bolding alss in varions regions of the country will
differ with the kind of soil, the nature of crops grown, the availyli-
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waumixﬂmﬁnmndmwmduu
bullocks, but alinust all these factors are remediable. For, in mast
cases the soil can bo improved, the cropping pattern changed.
udpﬂmluﬂiﬂuwwhkdwhmﬂwydidmuhlnnd.wm
mhmhmﬂmwy.mmhﬁduwkw
instead of one-

As for mechanised farms; sccording to D L. Dudley Stamp,?
Professor of Social Geography in London School ol Econamics and
worbd authority on seil use. 190 adres are the optimum for efficient
mmmageinent, so-that in the case of mechanived farms 4 esiling can.
with reason, be placed at 100 acres.
Itmhmulgﬁdlmlnlhilmwt.w!.dﬁnmm
ol ‘the objective of equitall ibution, & wystem of collecti
farming, if not that of co-operative farming, scores over an dcu-
mmyﬂmllm.wlmﬁwhhmwﬂmmaw
jgrently reduced, will still remain, Tt is & diffesent matter, though,
a5 there are various grades in men's capacitics, diflerence fn their
economibe conditions also should and will always remain. Accorditg
to & decree of the Council of Ministers, duted April 19, 1948, there
are nine classes of workers vo a Soviet collestive farm, ranging from
Mpﬂm.mwm“m‘mmmﬁddnhm
to five labour-days for each day sctually oo duty, to watchmen,
cloaners, etc., who score anly half a labour duy for every day
on thity,

* “Land for Tomarrow", 1056, quoted in The Peasar dnd Co-ofierative
Farming by Prof. N. G. Rangs and P R. Pancheri, published by the
Indian Peasints Trsstitute, Nitubmola, 1055, pp. 56-57:



CHAPTER NINE

Miking Demooricy a Stcoess

We #AVE deliberately chosen & démocratic way of fife. Tnasmwih
as we have emerged into a full-fledged democratic state slive centi-
ries of ealaninl and despotic rils, which has demorubised our people,
we have to take special care anid special pains to ses that the dema-
eratic spint is fostered in our society at every step, All schemes
ahu-etnmintllemhhmnmdwrndmimmulpwhm
to be tested on the touchstone of democracy, vir. whether or not
they will serve to strengthen the d dencirs, fncnl
it modes of behavicor and generute an phire of per-
somal frecdom and initiative. Those which do not serve these
purposes have to be scrup hewed as a matter of national
w.-mmmdmipuimkwwphduim
becomes all the mote incumbent en us in view of the ciscumstances
in which findds itself in the East—almost  § d
beirer of pasfizmentary democracy amidst a erowd of nations which
either do not understand democracy, ot huve notions an it far dit-
mkmm.wmwmmhtthwmmm
on the retreat of western colonialiam from the region.

1t is the individual who ferms the base of democracy. 1t iy
h:whoanm'cbmvhnrﬂlmnlhevﬂhmpﬂm:h‘yﬂ,m
State Government, or the Unlon Government for him. He should,
therclore, be able to form & judgment or ke o decision én s gwn

! lled by any ko :
Now, it is axioenatic that o man who is not free in his seonomic lije
ar wheo i dependent or leans on somebody olve for his bread or hos-
to take ordersfrom others ull the twenty-four hours of the day, can-
not develop an initistive, He will have his porsonality cramped
and, what is the erux of the matter, will not be frée to sct, much
less vote, as ho fikes, S0, an economic yywten in which the indi.
vidual s et free, whether he works on lund o In tndustry, will
ultimately work out to the detriment of democricy. Political and
ecanamic freedom ure interdeprtdint—'you cannot bave one dor
long without the other’. In that sociely alone will democracy, in the
true sense, be & suctess where the individual, the bread-winner, iy
7
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the master of his tools or means of production. There he does nat
‘have to take orders from, or render account to, anybody or any
group of association of individuals, in fact, any authority outside
of bimseli. But he s the sole captain of his fate; free to regulate his
comdiet a5 best, or, even as worst os he likes. That is what Muhatma
ww‘u:mhtbemdmwmmmb
lald s much stress.
We have now to decids which of the three alternntives sot out
in-Chapter 1T will fulfil oar purpose. In our opindon. it is the eco-
mydmﬂum,qdn.-whﬂhmmmhthm,m
anly does it produce more wealth and provide move employment,
bt It 2lso removes glaring disparitios from land and will alss prove
the moet secure base of democracy, The liberty of the worker—
Z T i P R <
Mmthnbudm“hnﬁnghwwmﬂnahk
mﬂuyd.uumma!hmpmmwaﬁnﬁtm
Mmhpamdmmmnmmdwnum'm
give the nniers, vz, the farm-owners or managers, will be very fow
wnd th ber of those who will agt these orders, vz lahour-
ers, will be very large. For example, if we divide or distribute the
arable lind of Uttar Pradesh into farma of, say, 50 acres each. we
weill be left oty with ahout eight to nine lnkh persons or families
of land-owners, and thetest, say, more than ninety lakh of families
of divested prasantry, will be added ta farm libourers, who already
eount more than o million and a quarter of families. In sach an
ecomaomy of Lirge undertakings a few will got the whip-hand, who
will develop, because of the nuture of their business, an mperious
attitudi hostile to equality and freedom and wha will gradually
come to dominate the political life and the administration. While
the vast mnjority, acenstamed always to receive and obey orders,
wthmmﬁmhhw.ﬁummtdmuinnﬁdﬁbm
connsel of the States and the Union.
Under the Welmer Republic, concentraiion of large estates in
pmmmm&:mmy,ﬂmngmwpwmhﬁngalum:pur
cemt of the populstion swned 20 pet cent of land and was roughly
characterisad as frwkers, resulted in o feudal sockety of poorly edu-
cated, poordy paid, and ll-housed farm Tabour population and in
Ancated and pi 1 lad-ownisg "elite’. This group formed the
hdnl!ﬁdlﬂwﬂhl'mjnw&m'hw.‘ﬂn
miajority of the jumhers supported and d all
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aimed at the overthrow of the Republic. They fstent and
netive opp of d e g
A proposition of an economy based on large, private farms has,
thevefore, only. to be stated in order to be rejectsd, and we peed
not tarry losyg over it,
Nw.ulmw:wnpmmelmwmwﬂlblbixm
nomic unit with hundreds, semetines thousands of workers jointly
working nnder ane directi -Will such an organis-
tion ensure froedom to the individual or full expression of fis
persoality 7 Will an economy besed on large mechanised under-

takings produce self-reyul Is who are the first postulate
of democracy ? Mo, it cannot. Such an sconomy can efficiently be
run only on the basis of planned and ovor all regulati

by the state. Whether we take the case of the Russion Mulbhas
or the Chinese producens’ co-operative, the degreo of control, apart
from the manner in which it is exerclied, which the state has
necessarily to apply to keep these arganisations lunctioning, shows

istakably the futility of imitating them in a d i netup,

In the USSR, the state through the State Planming Commission
assivtod by the Rayon and Provincial Commissions, lays down &
production plan for cach farm containing directions aboot the
acrenge to be put under different erops, It also decldes how and
when lubour shall be applied, the agronamic measures the kolbbus
st apply, the amount of gross revenue that should be saved, that
1%, red d in means of prod and so on. The only freedom
that a kofkhoz enjoys In this regard, i5 10 decide matters of purely
dumeatic nature, such as proportion of the surplus produce to bo
suld, the propaction to be distrik among its bers and this
percentage of the net revenue to be set aside lor communal purposes,
such as chib-rooms and creches,

The measure of the external control to which the llhiay are
subject in their day-to-day working can be realised from the fact
that. apart from the internal sccounting a kotkhos hus to render, it
mtnmhndLnlmnl.ﬂﬂmnm:matiauﬂﬂ;mm
days to six months 1o Lhe Commbsariat of Agricutture, showing the
progress of field work, the state of erops, sowing and harvesting
operations, eic.

lnnddiﬁwluﬂuwhdltumphnlndnﬂuimpﬂu,mmu
lays down 2 rigid price policy for the greater part of the market-
able produce af the farm. Every kollhar is compelled to deliver
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to the stute its quotas or fived quantities of grain and other crops
and meat per unit of cultivated land to the amount laid down lor
ench region, for which it receives payment st the state purchasing
price. nominally bused em the cost of production. The prices paid
are, however, extromely low in comparison with prices of manuy-
wwmmwmmmn‘mmwmm
the same
mm‘ﬂy:dmed to a5 3 faxin Hndum abatl Abiai a
large pari of its budget revenue by the sale; at greatly inflated prices
to the consuming population, of the produce it has bought cheaply
trom the firms.

The same romarks apply mutatis mutondis to the Chinese pro-
ducers’ eo-operative, 1t will be sufficient to quote from the Report
of the Krishnappa Delegation to China :

cu-operath work to plan. Tt should draw
mmmmdm“auhlm lmdw?mm

conditions and gear these plam to ]wmm and purchase

phmnll.hzs&uumdz.mmmwckl ticies for Elementary
an

A tomie fuliment o the Aol the co-

operative shall draw up schemes progress of work in-the

vartous farmning and atages of work, set definlte

mh-nddcﬁuilemmlwnm'r {Article 2q of the

but on bndustri pecially heavy industries™ (p. 40 of the
Report).

As an organisation both the kollbos and the Chinese producers’
co-operative are political suberdinates to the Communist Party—
they have no independent thought or say of their own. Their
primary organisational role is political propagation, rather than
agricultnral production. The joint farm by whatever name it may be
Hmudlnﬂntmsmtﬂummmdmmpﬂllnih

can be more 3 man

# Sou p. =3, however,
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group than separate units, A= a matter of fact, today, itis wrong

mhlko!mapmnhmhghﬁlmuwmhhgﬁnmum

hrmsgmthal.‘issk m‘ndvnnmi mm

which all “el | producer were

later on converted, acconling fo the Chinmﬂumdmm
nothing bt callectives,

mmnumansmmwmmmmcmmm

o establish coll the role which these

.hmmn were intended to fulfil—cannot be smethu—th:n in the

words of Lecmard E. Hobbard :

Apnﬂtrmdn m;m of .kl.lehlrfn;:.r; to be
ofl private cap nf whi was Cofn-
plgtn Iy soctalised, and the to the Comemunist State

i a large and mwmmmmm
Illifﬂwnﬂtninwnp.m ‘;! ufﬁ;i on the d i
a'pmnm arms becanse this was practical way of form:-
ing and economic [arm units Gnder effective governmesit
Rt :\:nlhcmtm hmkwﬁgmﬁmmmwﬂm
waE L in the cyrs wernment, irrespective
ﬁmumcmmmmmmmm-dm
a large of the harvest could be taken away from a col-
hcﬁw than could easily be recovered from a mmber of in-
Imrmery i i the the sama aren; u
mﬂo:ﬁwhmmkib:mpdhﬂtnhﬂxﬂm intensive methods
of cultivation, including the usn of modemn machinery even if it
ruised product costs, while the independent peasant, even if a
comparatively furmer, wis often too conservative and obsti-
mate readily to new and scientific methods, and in any case
required to be convineed that it would be to his pecuniary
Fimally, as aguinst State: furms, the collsctive farm was less calou-
lated o mvobee the State in u loss. A State farm has to pay fixed
twanﬂmhdnmlumuhu-lmdwrhngmm
latrvely inelnatic : amﬁm(wair.m.un contrary, reimbursed its

g

el

«aemwwmmmﬂwarmmwm

nndtbeS#n&hadtuwmﬁMrumMuﬂyﬁ&uym

ly starving. For all these reasons and because cultural and

pulmmllnumwﬂmmbcmnﬂucﬂvdymmndma
farm ify

udltlundm-lfm'mvl E 1 {The Eq of
Soviet Agriculture, 1930, uanmnmméa :_m Lodon, pp.

* Members of a Kolkkas ov collective farm.
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Article § of the Model unulmqnmedlnlhzm-ponn!lhr

Erishnappa Delegation at page 120 proceeds tha
s et o of Pl g o b
a o m!dssﬂndl ol members; it
should give them regolar ﬂ? \ anid
amnthucmymmhr ther Jaws of ehucuunrry It
r-dylnmmdmtlw n!LheCmnm st Party and
prl:'l Guvernment, and Tead hers in the wdvarice to
The Report goes on to say ;

Yet. ﬂthbmhhﬂﬁd}mmpemmmnmlw
co-operatives on-direction
ﬁﬂnmm::y ﬁmuhmo(th&umnﬁihnym
from cudres sent down M the villages by
Conncils at higher levels (p. 120).

Tt should be clear, then, that tMChimpmdnm co-operative
Ts litthe liberty a5 an That
hm:hqh:lndjam-lwutmﬁuibywm-mhmpuumwﬂl
be clear from romarks in the Puiil Delegation’s Report : “'Withoot
lhspmdnmsm-omtfm,lheﬂuhu!n:hmulwnwwh
families engaged in agrienltaee have to be tred and p

frr. With iinpmdm co-operatives, the State will have to deal
alternately with less than holf o million co-operatives which will
become the organ of the State In implementing its welfare fro-

gramumes’” {p. X340
llmldmlhllwwhulthnyu!lunhqtyplhdhlhe
Putil Report have despalred of the slow

wmnﬁnﬂu“ﬁnwlmmkro!hlhidnhintbemnym
will have to be approached. persaaded of dealt with, and, therefore,
wold herd them into co-operatives or joint ises 50 that they
whbcmsmngsd They would very muoch like to copy com-

beyond their eenteol, | to resort to democratic tenminology in

The liberty which its m@uunhyuhﬁlmw is even less,
‘W nhall quote again from the Report of the Krishnappa I elegation

Each production brigade consists of a namber of working tms.



ench j ided on
of labour -dlnrlih:lrmmnuduw
ﬁn:vrndnthmol the co-opeative ana whole (pp. 115, 116 :9:

Elpction of cammitters and office-bearers has to be made from
m;ﬁmhylh:tmmm:m;
I

hecatne wige
earnirs with the same widely varymgwsgur.ﬂun thnlu:twy
werkers and with the same subosdination. 'With this difference that
a man not fulfilling the norms woald not merely gét less remunera-
tion for less work. but would actually be punished. The Delsgation
sums up by saying :

It is ot improhnble uutmmycn-op-:raum there exist doulits
anil eritiviems to which there may o may not be satisfactory ans-
wers. It is not easy for a visiting delegation to grasp such elements

In his veluminons study of Soviet agriculture Namn Jasmy
comes to the conclusion that the contmst between theory and
practice is most fingrant. Tnstead of voluntary participation there is
coercion ; imstead of democratic decisions by the General Assembly
there is dictatorship of officials who themselves are only small cogy
in a big administrotive machine, Thereis o tendency to shirk duties,
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to defranfl the group for the sake of personal gain, and instesd of
aspirit of partnership the actual state of affairs makes the ‘analogy
to serfdom’ increasingly justificd. Jasny conchides : “the mismumed
Bolkboz is the mitshell of a co-operative without the mt". The
same i3 true of the Chinese venture in the fickd of co-operative
farming.

The mucm economic motives are only secondary, All

nated as an independent unit and reduced to aproletarian, for other-

wize lie will & potezitial sotree of internal opposition to the
Commumist
David -p_

Pore Marxists were moved moch mere by political needs than
oy scientific xrpuments, lm'i_-;:nlmbylnyludnﬁnndisgunym-

for the
mmumwhmmmmm e, in
the “putty an umatable and reactionary d:m &nd
mtbm@!a lphu ofhis own in the revolutionary:
procesaion. 1fone C.-pﬂ-lhnr.huwbnlsmnﬁ:

u&wﬂuﬁlwmk‘mm ope find that Marx had
stnsﬂ.-dlhfmmdtbe n?mwymlln&

Nane of the top leudaors of the Rassian Revolution who forced
the co-operatives upon the pesantry, had o peasant origin or any
copnection with the village. They belonged to the urban intel-
ligentsia or the prol amd were, therefore, unable to apg
peasant needs, and entertained no sympathy for peasant longings.
The same is trae of most of the ardmt supporters of joint {srming
in Tndio,

The atm of C ixm s to gradually convert the independ
peasania, theeagh the system of collective farms, into o landed pro-
MLElmtmlthambdlnmmmhdum
af capitalist bourgeisie which did not exist, or were
bt on the backs of the working peasant massed. Tt first encouraged
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the pessants to help themselves to land, ouly so that it might have
its hands free to grasp political power, and then used that power
1o deprive peasants of land,

the eountry in 1933 who were distributed among more than 5,000
political centres to exercise political supervision over the attached
hollhozy. According to an ammouncement in the Pravds, the Soviet
lendors decided s late as in April, xmtlntl nhutk&ndu of
H0,000 city-trained specialists or “experienced workers' was to be
sent into the conntryside within the next four months to 'ensure the
fuidance of agricultore’. These men wore to be ‘recommended” as
chairmen of those collective farms where weak Jeadership was res-
pnun‘bhﬁotmdinucyndlhrh@emmm Tt b5 almost super-

hsen for their fovalty to the
mmmm-m«nﬁmmmmrm
itions. Tt is these K0,000 persans who
were the of & class of professicnal presidents and other
functinnaries who to-day rule the bolkhusy, It is these 80,000 per-
sons and other technical personne] drawn from the town who assum-
ed the leadership of the village : very fow presidents of the dolklosy,
indend, were Iocal men or men of mral origin.

To quote again from the report of the Keishnappa Delegation
in regard to China ¢ “No less important than these tochnical and
economic comsiderntions was the view held by the leaders of the
Commuuist Party that a socinlist soclety coukd not be built up
unless co-operative {arming took the place of peasant proprietor-
ship and, step by step, all vestiges of individual ownersiip in land
were discurded. As they put it, “the nation could not stand with one
fvot an sociulistic industry and the other on a peasant economy,’
Or, ml.huuwdlufﬂhuh-mnnllanhﬂwg ‘ilpmhMmuw
conmtryside are not held by sociali wifl
etcupy them', l:mhrtmmounmmmnlhncmnl
Committee of the Communist Party declared a year ago that:

The aim of the en-operutive movement is to lead about 110 mil-
ehalds fi 1 to and

lion peasant | vom individ
then go on to bring about technical reform in agriculture ; it = 10
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mmmwa&mmmupunm in the ruml
aress and establish socialism, bmldlng of socialism is the
umnthundmd;nimdumusolpopkpp :]:

Tba Comsrumist l‘n‘tzﬂmd s :«Lre:,'nl levols Bave played
u ﬁdurhu-mlan!. forms. T the of the
e et e e s i

g

dia mnvormymtlnm but
uymmcmmtmﬂunm&m from ot owr) direct ohaerva-

It is ahondantly clear from these observations that the motive
power for the Chinese co-operatives comes hot from the Chinese
furmer but from the active members of the Coanmunist Party.
Comparing the cooditions with India the delegation cbserves:

In Indian villages in areas. where development programmes are
umdertaken and the right kind of kadership is forthenming, there
5, perlaps, more voluntary effort, Jocal inftiative and aware-
nsalhmw!mvl‘h‘h!nobmmam{p. 14},
ﬁmmhn%lhn&lﬁﬂﬁnlhnﬂhﬂdﬂ-lﬂﬂeﬂ

and depend more on directions from the party us woll as from
the Mmuﬂrumwﬁhwn«th et of

No fundamemtal ndorm ean be divoreed from ideological consi-



MAKING DENOCHACY, A SUCCESS ny

mnplmwthnﬂvhnhulhdw—upemlwhmnn:hmmha
been deliberately rejectod by us. Can we trnsplant 4 seedling which
s bioen sown, terded and pourished in o communist chmate into
our climate of fund Treed # As ob d by the Krish-
appa Delegation on puge 41 of its report = ' The system of Compua-
nism kn China, however it may have bren adapted to the ness and
mﬂﬁmdmm:ﬁwdnumtwm.mmm
doms such as those of and in the
Wimmmlnmu;hthhmilﬁmhﬂwy
several mmhmwthmmmmmmm
west.” In the cencluding sentence of its repart the
mﬁymmmulhl"'ﬁ“emunumplum however, lhulny
e that we ny or ical
mmwimmmﬂhwmhﬂhm“
(p. 199).
How the tiiuking of advocates of cooprative farming in this
mhyhmﬁundhwdliﬂnmldhynmmpm&mnh\lw

Delbi newspager duted June 1o57 :
In bnﬁndmumka-lﬁr thought has ywt to defing its attitude
to the small peasant clmarly, Runuunn of the Marxis-

that peasan

him as a “capitalist’, W:vilhtolu!pthc peasant. bt
we contifie to i bis ot mwehuut!:::hqmpmmt
c the small peasant must predeminate 3-unu.sl,ur:m
mw’wuhhrhﬂnd thiat we work. Our administrative and co-oper-
tive structure has yed to prove oqual to the supreme task of rodis-
i h tesaurces to the small facmers,

|
i
EE
2
f
p
%
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138
stood and helped to belp himsell and to feed us. T we, who feed
.mmmmﬂdmmqﬁ.mmul
peasant franchi
. the resalts can mhﬂhﬁmmhmmhew
peasant,

8
E?

£l

small

A society bassd i o big
umits, mumm«mm:mw«mw
must imevitably lead to concentrtion of power in the hands
of o few. nemu:mdmmm the less the active
the members or workers in its affairs and fewer
wmmmbmmwmmdmmmm

E

marily, majonty of the people have litthe time and Little inclination
to think and lexrn all the facts pecessary to make wise decisions on
public affairs of a lage institution. They prefer to follow someone
uluwbnh-rﬂﬁng:nmmknrlnapuﬂmwlhhk.&hshm

toa ek
&mmﬂhmhwmhmmnlhmm
in Tndia where few villagers can read and write.

”amhmlmlllgmkwuh& said Acharys

i, "o b and d | exercise of power. The
m\q\mmlmmmlymhum’o&ﬂulhnnboﬂnm
nomic life of the people. 11 political power has a tendency to cormupt
the holders of power, this tendency is doubly increased by the
combination of political and economic power in the same bands.
Capitaliem killed ds becayse the capitalist cluss wielded,
diroctly or indirectly, w&th.lmu Conyrmunism puts in the
hands of the political dictator and bureaucrat the entire conteol
of econemic pawer, Hereln lies as great a danger to democracy
ne tnder cupitalism.

“Therelore, if democracy is to survive, it must discover s means
of uwuiding concentration of economic power in the hands of the
ruler o rulems, however selocted or electod. Even a political demo-
cracy can be u dictatorhip if there are no spheres of free activity
left 1o the individual “2 :

* Presslential Addresa deliverod Acharyn [, I Kespalani az the
$ith Sessinn of the Indisn w{n- Hovenbe: 1ogb, in
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The plant of treedom canuot thrive on the seil of collectivised
farm which is a large joint undertaking, nor was it intended to
&Mbylbhmduw%mmmhmmmmmm
who profess belief in d yet of huge,
jointly-operuted units of production as the remedy of our rural pro-
hlems, ase can oply sympathise with them and wish they knew
the country-side and the object of their arm-chair solicitude belore
offering solutions. No lover of the poasantry and the country would
be enthused by the prospect when our countryside will be turned
into huge barmcks or gigantic agricultural factorivs. Such an eco-
wwmumhumwmm:awwaﬂximﬁmwm
is material to all d b
mmyludswnpwshumlprwpummu.nhdmhmﬂ
whother there is any sdvantage in having sueh & state if it is to be
Mat&enmn‘hmkﬂmmhpm
!nnupeeuthuDdhiinﬂundylnqu:mmPrm
lﬁn!nqnldthn mhm‘tommm
‘withont ak woulkd not sacrifice
dmmﬁmﬂwnlhenknruilmmﬂcm He went
on to add that, “in the long run, economic prosperity based on a
denlal of human freedom and dignity could not carrya country fas™,
and that progress had been achieved in Russia “at the cost of the
{reedom of the individunl”.
m-mwhuumyhpumlummm'm
i furm and u collective farm, so far as internal work-
muwmumnsmmu no difference. Land,
hbomlndmplmlmpwhﬁinhmhmd.tbumhwhm
they cannot be managed without a plan and without orders issaing
from samio central unified authority. Tn both, the peasants will have
to be ussigned o brigades and the katter divided into teams, indi-
wvidual work evaluated, a complex accounting system adopted, a
code of punishments provided, and so on. ]\nrhdm-:nd.mum
* Even i thera la a difference, transition from s co-operative to o oollec-
tivo farms is it a short stop. They Nagpur Resobution already kv down
ihiat even those who do not possers land, can beeome members of the
Laymy iaed will be sntithad to a share in proportion o the work pat in by
them on the joiet farm®™, As time passes and peopln wen vominded. that
fawd in a natinal asset and, therefore, belongs to all, l.hcmuzplmu(

private property will wealow, and the share payable to members in
mwmwm‘d&;mwmdﬂﬂklﬂ

P
finally disaprpsar alivgether.
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mchnwmwuhivqmlw_ Tutbem—udthkmt
ina joint und g will be L the peasant, the
member of the farm, Ilm&u!uuheyhmmdnﬁimhﬁhmh
iled ; he-in oot ind ! And to that extent democraty

i the comntry will saffes.
Itinkwmxmwmollhinﬁivﬂmlummtmah
risations, and that L ial, and political
—are essentinl o all civilised existence, It is, thergfore, on the
degree of control that the question tims. That saciety is best where
wmmmumm Such it & society of ansall
isting of & family, both in the
lﬂmﬂwmmﬁ.umﬂnmwpu in the sphere
of industry, Large am m somo: branches of

i Imm.. il vin shere of agrical

Awmniqﬂmhﬂummn where' the
worker limsell is the owner of the land ander his ploush, will foster
democrey. For, it ereates 3 population of independent outlook atd
action in the social and political fields. Tt is true that the peasants
have €0 eamn their living the hatd way ; only & few are able {0
scenmulnte o surplus. They may be conservative, but will not be
reactionary ; they may be i favour of a private sconomy, bt are
mn:prnd.ﬂm The peasunt {s an incorrigible individoalist -
1 s=ason in and ut, can be earried on with o
plknl'buﬂuhblh:ndhnd:-lqm:wlthwlﬂummnﬁyu!
Tsuwing to give crder to, or, take orders from anybody, That is why
thpmmdmmhqeumwmwldchhmuydm

has astake in his farm and would lose by instability,
Peasant farming also makes for 2 happy commugpity und a satis-
fied individual. Security to the peasast owner is o matter of course.

Toown the land and to be free to farmiitin the trmditional peasant

* Delivering the ssangural addiess at the anmel session of the Federa-
mwmmawmwmmmnum
:.mmm-m

mmm,mmmwmmwmmm

tivination. and. therelore, to cammuniam, wall, i it doas 1 am not
drightenad” & boakiet Jawakaxial Nehrw on Cooperation issed
by Gowernment of Tndia, 1059),
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wl)rumlﬂmnnﬂlmglsu&mt.hequtmlmld that "social seen-
rity” which has become the tion of industrial masses even fn
the contitries of the The life-fine which i the west
tu&ntnhal;tbm;tnmemhwwmhn in difficult
Toug|

ment, againat sickness uned want, for ol Im!.sonu.thepmm
bus al\;}n-l [w}c}‘i.\‘: biis l.tadi;i‘oml mm':t.; As Mirlam Beard
inher Hiskiry of the Husiness Man, discussing his pur ulumbmny
lunn._' suffered on the land but survived ; in the
citles th Mw Tbnmm:wrymmdty
nwmlprmdd: mmmm!dmﬁuumm
gheen in the West by the State, but it is & security which he can
ﬁunmhh&mmdnnﬂwmhmhhnrmnmmm
o foet.

Inasmmch an the chamcter of politicn] institutions was deter-
Iﬂmdby!heimhmnldkw:mmmmty Jeffersom, one

i firmiy helieved that & wide
digpersion nfpduuwm—aﬂdediﬁnﬂmdmhbinm
which makes for individunl freedom and creati i and

uoppﬂﬂmtyluuqﬂmw:hn;hh—wmumﬂnlmmmb-

that it would endure.
mehlwdmmmhlpafww It canmot exist
where, nsunder o system of state and vollective farms fn Fussis and
communes in China, it is the rulers who own everything, Aginst
such a state the individual who owns nothing, hos neither the
means of defence wor anything to defend. Nor has he any freedom
olmawmolﬂlmwmuhumtvmnﬁwm
crops to tend, ot trees to plant and cows—even offsprings—to Tear,

F. €. Howe states:

wnw-h:plndth”mnllfmmmihemmwhnsuol
[‘.thh life. To these economic conditions other things are
able. Th:lmddhndwmthnpmﬂnommnldohlmuvui-
sation of a State. This bs true of nearly all cotintries. It fs hardly
# coincidence that wherever we find hereditary landiordism, as i
Gmlﬂnnhmdmthrnw:hlnpamic;ﬂ reaction. There
1. no far as T dmow, bo exception to this mle. It was this that ex-

oldl Russia; Tt was land m that lay at the back of
the Irish and the poverty of the Irish peo-
ple. On the other hand, wherover we find the peaple ownimg their
awn cultivating their own land, there we find an entiney

* David Mitrany, ap, sil, p. 130,
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different spirit and & difierent political system, With awnership we

find di anid with them the hope,
ambition and freedom that prevails in France, Halland, Switser-
Jand uml the Scandingvian countrics. For these are the countries
Ihewt.hpmjuh rather than the old feudal aristocracy, own the

* Dewmark : A Cosperasive Commonsmalth, 1933, p, 71



CHAFTER TEN

Tmpracticability of Larg le Farming

Tue wUMBER of persops helding cultivable land in India is vast -
it was more thas 226 million in rg6r. The eormesponding figars for
the bigest state in India, wi Uttar Pradesh, stood at about 47
million. In fhe context of thes fignns a pertinent guestion is
whether largescale farming as o method for general adoption in
this country is really practicable,

Quite apart from the merits of the proposal, it is simply not
possible for any democratic government to divest these peopls
of their lands with o view 1o set up an econpmy of large
farms. The psychology of the peasant will have to be considersd.
Habits centuries old are not chingsd in & day, and hubits rooted
in the soil are with diffculty chamged at all. A large collective
undertaking may be well adoprted o the noeds and mentality of
the agricultural or industrial kibour, but not one temant in 4
hundred or'one owner in & thousand. wishes to be turned into a
collectivist s long as he can make a living, howover modest, on
Tis farm. He is too teacious of his independence and, If an owner,
M:Wlnhhwandtmjnlnmdhumdmla

hip of & or callective farm he sees a loss of all
uwlhnee—h;ahn mdapend:mlndm Hardly any farmer,
Ba beruhip of soch a form.

Tb:FmdmdAgrmltm: Chganisation of the United Nations,
in a survey report entitled Cooperatioes and Land Uie, 1057, very
truly suys:

In geneml, those to whom the ive farm aj are
di.&f inh:l[e:tnlln withoot  previous expenience ; the

ded, to whom machines ad all that goes with them
mwhmwmmthmthebwnmrrshipn[hnd Lhenwm

lmmlal tllurm ar I.rihn.lpmpklwlmf:m no
of "‘E? T B mm‘x&m&
amd tenants, i ] may at first accept el
o dndnp ﬂm '?.’:f’m;]'ﬁmmt attitude us their experience in-
creases, and eivision of and into Illl.l\-h!lulllwldm'g!
llhmthlrt.hal th:nmludznil.ribnlpawlu-d nndergo i
41




7 INDIA'S POVERTY AND 175 SOLUTION

dmi‘hrthmg:nﬂ;hlmymymwmwmﬂiqhﬂl
lohnnnthuumllu{mﬂ:anbmkmm the undifferentiated
Any kind of introd:

thakes the
wlkﬂnmmmuh.shwlhmd ip i
weaker and & shock makes casier the entry of new idess

105:106),

Attschment to the land is 2 universal trait in the peasantry of
all countries. The French peasant, for instance, colls his land his
“miistross’. Here b an oxtoact rom a Fronch author, Michelet, which
correctly depicts a peaant’s passion towards his land

If“mmhllumlhemmwu.themnn of the French

J

l.bﬂl!butnpwm‘ ity he will not go in; what
At least, it bs probahile that be will not work ; lie is in his San.
B T at w Taiee
B out Stone.
T e o Ty e i
hima b wall dio it tomonrow,
sous and eareful. He

Human nature fs the same everywhere. Here, our peasant calls
tils land Dharati Mate—Mather b-—hamn:bn!lpmrﬁlu

things.
Rmyw‘hu-th:mlhaﬁmhﬂmh property striving

for i ‘Henen o st econnmy will meet with his
muﬂ;ulm&omtbem Ultimately it is not a question
ffici or of form of erganisation, bat whether indi-

w&unlhnwnﬂedlvknlhwldpmuﬂ. Peasantry represents not
+ Vide N. Ganguiee The Padion Poasand and his Eweoroement, Oxloni)
University Press, 1933, P 50
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only s certain form of economy bt also a cértain way oflife. Within
the peasantry those charicters, traits and moral forces are mest
pronounced which resist the tendency towards colleetivism and of
being levelled down into o uniform mass. On the other hind, the
eo-nperative idea of scif-help by voluntary association which does

by any poli-
tlnlpin-gwlmnm attempting urulablhh an eeanomy of large
Tarms in Tndia will either fownder in the attempt never to recover, or,
will turn dictatorial in the process, Constituting o majority of the
:ww;mmunmm.mm-mumum
otﬁ:ma!pﬂulmmhumimuhmbewhh
accepting 4 course against their will, That in why in every imtance
the Marxist agrarian programme has had to be applied by force amd
to rely on force for its survival. The socialists who wanted to remain
dummuhld.lnzvuymmm mnhandwlbummm
Inﬂhinlmolunpuyrhnlnmruullhrﬂvbgamﬂidnnse[dﬁ
mw&mm&mﬂmh ﬁﬂemouhpuhhaé
sogial I anl I rusponse’.
odlulih-dbammmmidmmdmmmmlmwm
Rzmnhi-wy mrmwmem.inwdahmvh

¢ were was o distinctr md peculiar atiri-
nunal land-bolding were :
[l Dm:lbmi in strips,
;’ i by all members of the to

i Common rotation a{ ervfs,
E;u]"‘ ¥ by the individual of his all .

() Periodical alterations in the size of the allotments,

The coming of the kalkhor is. therefore, a purcly Russian event
that must be seen, understood and evabuted as such, “The kolihos
is the eollectivised farm emerging out of 4 primitive peasint eoo-
nomy”, says G. 10 H. Colbe, “which had neither wholly lost nor for-
gotten the collective characteristics of serfdom and feudalism. Tt
eould not be developed out of u system of middle-sfsed tenant larms
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such us existed in Great Britain, or out of a developed and civilised
jpeasant proprietarship ke that of France, or agsin out of the homes
stemd  farming charscteristic of the United States and Canada’#
Nor eun it emenge, in onr opinion, in [ndia where individinl
ownership haz u very Joog history and is deeply rooted in the
tunsciomness of the peasantry.

The dides of peasant ownership camo to the fore in Rissia onty
Iy the latter bnif of the last century, It was after & long agitation
mmmmzmmmmsﬁnhnaummnuu
t4oh, an nkase was ! d 1 the mir of its authord
n\dmv*ngthnmanhnﬂgh{uiupmﬂm!mm the commune,
wmwmhmﬂnuafndauo!mmhpmpmm
In 138, therelore, when the G i the USSR
on compulsory eollectivisation, prasants whose ownership of lind:
hud ‘some listory behind it, were o small fraction of the entine
peanantry, ££ 107 per cent, the vast majority having come into
evwnarsiinp ls fact never opendy recogmised by the Communist Gav-
ernment) anly i 1917 when the big landlords, the church and the
crown were liguidated. Nevertheless, even in Russia collectivian-
tion was bitterfy resanted by the pessants as a class who had
hoped to enjoy the hand some day in individual ownership as o
result of the Revolution,

Some of the belirvers in collectivisation may, perhaps, like to
mhllhdﬂn&deﬁmhwmlﬁmmm
that, provided the fon and &
tion are fortheoming, ﬁmmhmﬂmnvm
tary acceptance of collective farming. So far, however, the expe-
tiente of the USSR, Yugoslivia and other eastern Evropean coun-
tries tells a differont tale.

‘While, on the one hand, propaganda 28 4 result of a resolution
of the Fifteenth Party Comgress held in December 1g27, which de-
vided upon collectivisation, was unlenshed by the Soviet Govern-
ment in 196 for popularising the kolkhosy, and 3 few collective
larms were sot up to serve as demanstration, the Government intro-
dused, on the other, o so-called sontract systemn sader which an in-
dependent prusant was bound to deliver to Government grain-col-
lﬂb‘mhﬂnnlhs-hduo!hhnrpmhwmulhm
fixed by the Tt'was the G agency

* Prasticsl Edonomics, 1937, DR 49-50.
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itself which decided what quantity of grain wis surplus to the needs
ofa particulsr petsant. In case a peasant or bulfab filed te deliver
his quota, his grain was confiscated under Article 107 of the Criminal
Cademdzsparmolltm-dnmwihewurpmnmddu
village. All thesy measures anid other restrictions, however, failsd
to attract the peasant into the kolbhoz, He remained uneonvinced of
Hts superiority, with the resslt that during two years {rom thupmg
of 1027 to the spring ol 192g, 7 of peazant | i
lectivised yose from 08 to 3.0 only, In January 1930, therefore,
the Central Committes af the Communist Party took a most detisive
taen dn policy. It resolved to eliminate the knldks a5 o cliss by
weariog down their resistance fn open battle and depriving them
of the productive sources of their existence and development {the
froe use of lael, viz. the mins of prodoction, the renting of land,
the right to hire laboor; etc). Tusteuctions were bsued thut by
coming spring 30 mullicn heetares of land should be brought nnder
collectivisation. This wis abeut 25 per cent of the total sren under
crops in 1024, Prasants labelled rich were ipso fucts condemped to
tiquidation, and taxes far heavier in proportion to those borme by
the ather groaps, middle and poor, were imposed on them ; il they
paid the first time, they wers Teaksessed at twics or thres times the
ariginal sum. Sooner o later the peasant failed to pay Lis taxes ;
thervupen, his property was hunded over to the nearest fodkhor.
Those who showed the least signs of reslstance or gave camse for
doubt or offence to the local party bosses, were iuidated ar silenced
by measures which are now part of history,

An attempl at coaxing the peasantry h:tewﬂa:tiﬂsn.inm
nudru::tm davi hutilmnal“ dessod that it met with

Eox Wkl

were. concerniod Ammmmmwawunmmlmﬁn
farms was set ufoot with open and covert pificial pressure, soon alter
the country had been liberitod from the yolee of the Nasis in 1945
With the relaxing of official pressur; however, the movement
evidently Jost its momentum. As wgainst 31300 collective farming
socleties started in 1949, in 1050 ooly 383 societies came into
existence. In the summer of 1951 the total number stood at 7,000
comprising 22 per cent of Yuogoslavia's srable land and 420,000
honeseholds. Signs of discontent began to grow in the alder societies.
Management was ineficlent and the credits were expended chiefly on
Dbuildings. There wer many applications 1o withdraw, over 2,500 in
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Macedonia und more than 3,000 in Croatia. The Communist Govern-
ment, led by Marshal Tito, therefore, decided not (o force the
mmomkthﬁ:hmulhepnlnlnfllwhw and it s
fthis i Ty int policy that formed ene
ol lhemfurmm which led to the breach of diplomatic relations
between the USSR and Yugostavia. The Yugosliv perfinment, on
37 April 1057, formally passed a resolution abandoning
the system of collectivisation. It pointed out that collectivisation
‘had shown negative risults—loss of interest on the part of pessants
und decrease-in production all round. mmunr.q ummml—
texd to what is called 'soclalisti between
hrml-nnhgtbdrmpﬂwklmdmmhunﬂnuﬂmuw
societies dealing with marketing and machinery on the other.
Oni 4 June 1557, Marshal Tito declared in Belgrade that the Soviet-
style “forcibly formed co-operatives’ in tarming had pot worked in
Yugpalavia and this was why she had switched to o compromise
‘between collectivisation and povate enterprise. According to o re-
crnt Teport, htﬂrwenlhﬂhehrmmmmly
Nor have the y of Est e e
Hmmmumuwmmmmmﬁrm
Tncal Commmunist Governments and the USSR, v]u:h holdA ll-sn
tries in its grip, notwithstanding, It is imp
hrmmchnhwmpuﬁhhﬁrpuﬂunlmm\nmznnﬂ
parts of these countries. Such farms, wherever they had been
estublished, aré now in the process of being broken up over lange
parts of eastern knd central Enrope,

socialised sretor in 1055 included ope-thind
o{:h”mtﬂlusm in ves

Sym-ly “- the socialised sector comprised 23 per cent of the

operative farms, and 13 per cent in state furms, Since the political
Mormmtmmo@lmnlwmmknwﬂu— z
salved, New policies; dsigwdlammwrpmmmlnmu
and even to encourage kand purchase, are now being introduced.®

" An article entitiad “Chunges in lmp-n Pranant Faoming,” by
Dinrecn Warriner pobilished in Tussenagional Lobowr Beoire, Novernbor
ST, P 485



IMPRACTICABILITY OF LARGE-SCALE FARMING 45
Mqluwmwh.mmmh

that “in agricolture it i anly the private sector which has pros-
mmm:nmawwm“mmm He told
the Committee that " individ ion per hectare wis
tﬁypumtldghn—lhnlnmupmhuhmuaudx?:wm
higher than in stute turms.”” He summirised his speech in the
following words

This s, in briel, an outline of th picture of
It is a sad picture. lnmh:o[grmmﬂlytt&yhld
mmmmmm production.

In an article, dated May 1057, on the alarming situstion i
the 6,000 state furms, General Ochab, the newly appoited Polish
Minister of Agrioulure, revealed “that in 1550 the deficit on the
state farms amonnted 10§ 427,000,000 This was double the losses
suffnred lost year. There was moreover no hope of any immediste
improvement " The Minister ordered the dismissal of many lun-
dreds of administraters aml officials whose educstion and traning
Mpmmihdw:h:nqmreﬂmdn-dn.mmmtmﬁu

g & new bill providing for the reorga-
umnmuhgnmlmemthﬂnanl Mlmmy ntiggestod
by My, Geamulka a few maonths belore. This was desigoed to give
greater freedom to peasants of stute farms, ‘collectives and other
tpes of farms to plin the running of them *leom below®, nod thus
make them share more fully in the responsibilities of everyday

and profits. Individual farms, in particular, were to
be ghven misch greater encotragement, and the procesa of ghving
freehold title deeds to peasants on the land they cultivate was 10
be expedited,

This pictyre of the agranan situation in Poland is true of what
obtaing in all the East Exropean countries under the orbit of the
Soviet Union. The tide i now beginning 10 turn sgain in Gvour
of the individuyl farmers.

The collective farin or eiido is proving a failure in Mexico also.
Tt production per acre is far less than on individual farms and only
veory meently members huve hem given the rght to break away
lrm:halnmmduhlnindmdulhmﬂa;

Tt is claimed that the agricultural | P had
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hmgnmmﬂum 1# 50, ene could nuturally like to know,

wihiy wits it and them into the "wd-
vaneedl' wwﬁsﬁwtvpuoim? The teuth is that in pursuance
of their phy the Chinese Government regarded the

hm-mdynln diate stage to their ultimate

Mdmm“m‘nmn‘y eommunistion, Al
mont the same words, the sume reasoning and the sme technique
iwhich the Bl 4 in the USSR bave been employed by their
pupils in Chins. Chinese peasants, however, bring what peasants
are all the warkd over, these co-operatives. notwithstanding all the
propaganda; could not have come into existence so suddenly as if
by a mugic wand and weee, without question, n result of coercion.
One can plan and, pechsps, also achieve physical targets at break-
neck speed, but not targets which require or depend on progres in
buman conscivusness to fulfil, as the organksation of co-eperative
farming does. With ahsalute political and military power resting
in the haneds of the Government, from which there was no escape
and no appeal, the Chinese peasants. just as their brothers in Russia,
had no choice, but voluntarily—'voluntarily’ in the sense of the
Communist dictionary—te opt or vote for the collective farm,

Acconting to Peking, the people "volunteered” even for the
communes. In 2n interview with Julins Burgin, secretary-general
of the Polish-Chinese Friendship Association. Mao asserted © “The
wld organisational furms proved too narrow. ... As o result of pains.
taking seurch for new forms, the idea for peaple’s communes was
born to-meet the aeeds of hundreds of millions. Even the name of
this new crganisition was given by the peasants themiselves : “The
people’s commiunes”. . .. The peasants wanted the comnumes very
much, They need them very much. They help to build Sociatism,
which the pousants desire and need because they want to live better.
The people know what they need. W, | myself, wanted to be care-
Eullndwtitwnldhwnfnmwmam

dually in order ! bt the masses changed
our idess. ‘rkydn!nm-mtopummumn

* Vide Intmeuction (p. 5} to Richard 1. Walker's Leflers from the
Commnes, jublished as & supplemmnt to the New Lesder, New York,
‘l:'u.w [ A eritic meat e forgiven if he stes s family resemblance

waen thifs statemnent of Mao Tre tyrsg snd the cleims of w section of our
palital leadership (hat co-nperative Lirming i the ‘demand’ of the pea-
wantry and that it i only ‘vested interests’ which are apposed 1o it 1)
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To come back to the co-operative farm : it was the ntter poverty
of the Chinese pessunts which was axploited by the Chinese Govern-
ment to fulfil its ideslogy, Says. the Krishnappa Delegition to
Chinit on page 108 of its report ©

hadnhmmﬂm\lnmlummdmnﬂ wide distritu-
tion o Tand. mmm.uﬂmﬁmnmalhlﬂ
wmdnuibu:ulnmnsgmmulimmm and wormer, un

wo&mlhkddwu:mm' Resides land, houses
Iw

nhnntjmim . 1 from k i
Hlnyhrmhnﬁ'fmﬂlmﬂmnﬁlmﬂw

lhemhu-um-numdll.hnm

Agaln, on page T09 |
Agricultural ion. fol v from land reform.
for state purchase of and other farm
P‘?h’“hu?enple fion of credit co-operaty
with the 's Bank wen e important supporting developments
Together, they wdmtemmmmmm
chant and the landiord, 5o that the groumi was fully prepared for
agricultural co-operatives.

Still, again, on page 62, the Krishnappa Delogation has this to

say

‘We were told that there wius no nlmptrummm
pessants to join a co-operative farm. All that the
ties did was to carry on inlemive

Chinese indirectly througl
mmmmmghthnmmmnfm tmdtonﬂalha'n
utlnrn:duwmu for joining a m—upmﬂu + « . Price policy,
techmical gundszsw:llaspm-
ducery’ m:uuumm! in some cases, contracta for
chase of (e produce at a pre-determined price ame the

means {hrongh which the Chinese Government is trying to make the
Chinese farmers follow the plansied pattern.

1t was against this backiround—a bockyround created by giving
cveryone one-third of an acre, destroying the freedom of sale and
Pt gisplavitg doating ruthl bt Wi
Chinese peasant was welded into what is called the voluntary Chinese
Producens’ Co-operative. The theoretical freedom of the pessants
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to keep oot of eo-operstives was meaningless since it was
impossible for them to function independently. The dissenting
minute to the Patil Delegation’s repoet says :

mwwmmrwmam:mmmmm
h@mmmﬂoﬁ:'mmnfmwmmhmmrm‘

Ean. frogres.
ﬁnd. msr.m;;mhmg'beymdow
het!ulutou remarkable passage in'Gi
mOttoh-r Tg3h, in which he says. Lluuqnmh-
cannot be planned,

lnlh
bmumthehssn!whnhrymtrytnnen—npmm this wonld
nmmnl uphnnmg the growth in humasn consciousness, and that
ined.” lnthanmtepm‘lﬁamnlhsm‘s:hnl the
p:huph of voluntariness means not only threats or
tml az wall aro

nnnklahuhgminskmlolcumpuﬂsm
{p- 200 of the Report|

Nor could these cooperatives be called a success in the eco-
Hable sfatistics available, to show that pooling ol lend into co-
e\:natim hian in -ny wiay contributed to increase in agricultural

The Hrist Delegation to China clearly schnow-
Jedges that pre-war yields had not yet been attained.?

It was pure propaganda inspired by political considerations that
was Jot Inose oo the world to the effect that as soon as Ching was
taken over by Communism, food production went up by leaps and
beunds and the offer, agiin inspired by political considerations. that
China made to India of §0,000 tons of rice or so was cited as proct
of the same. But what are the facts ?

Mr, G. F. Alexandrov, leader of the Russian Delegation to the
415t session of the Indinn Science Congress, told pressmen in Hyde-
rabad on 6 January 1954 ¢

Tn 1550, Russia had begun mmn:ln‘.nu five-year plan, which
would um:ﬁ:bd this year. main feature of th- plan was
st S sgeimiturs wonkd W0 B¢ devaped. Rule yas

fure 3
pndnchqplln‘ty of food-stuffs and was exporting a
* Vide p. 89 0f the Report.
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In spite of the much-bocsted rise in agricultaml preduction
in China, the prices of essentinl commondities continued to rls vary
high. The Krishnappa Delegation observed : "' But we noted that
the cost of living in China was substantially higher than in Endin.
For instance, at the time of our visit, the retail price of ondinsry
Tice was Rs. ¢-g-3 per seer in Shanghai, of wheat Rs. ogg per
seer, vegetable oil for cooking R 2.2-0 per seer, potators Ra. 0-3-6
per seer, peas R 0-3-6 per-seer. mutton Rs. 230 per seer, sigar
Re. 2 per seer, eotton shirting Rs. 4 per yard, cotton suiting Rs.§
to Rs. 10 per vard, woellen suiting Rs. 45-to Rs. 50 per vasd aml
shoes Rs. 30 to Be. 40 per pair” (p. 42 of the Report).

China, with such dense population, will suffer far mone griev-
onsly owing to this venture of their Government: The USSR had
4 vast ares of culturable Lind, compared to her population, on which
men and machinery could be employed, Mr. Aneurin Bevan, the
left wing leader of the Beitish Socialist Pasty, who himeelf bad
vinited China as a guest of the Communist Government, sabd in i
public meeting in Delli on 2 April 1057, “that the faitures of the
Soviet Governiment in the field of agriculture were covered up by
the opening up of virgin lands. These new fields provided a cashion
to Sovict rulers”” He went on to ailvise India that “she coold not
afford to make the mistakes that Russia had committed because she
dird not possess empty spaces which could be called upo to make
up for the failures and mistakes of agriculture. She had to bring
abont an economic rovaltion in harmony with the noads of the
countryside."

In the country of Hs origin, the Soviet Union, the halbhes or
collective farm to which a co-aperative farm is adimittedly only an
intermediate stage, is not regardid as the final, logial form of
agratian ergantsation. Belore his denth, in Ecommmie Problems of
Soctalizis v the USSR, Stalin forvsaw® that the kolkhbozss should

"l the fiftis there wasa rohitive growih i sbibe fuems at the
expemie of collective farma. The temdrncy fowarnda gradusl dimination
Lartween sta il colloctive reflected in the irtns-

dnction of the grimnteed minimm wage in & sisabln propertion of
eolluctive famis, Twoof the rmamns were that the state farms ix idedlogi-
waliy mare acceptablie, and it produces more choaply (espociaily Bacaise
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bucome sepkhozn or state farms, which is to say that the burean-
eracy should become their real owner. Criticising Stalin for his ex-
cessive use of purges. Khmshohew did not, however, renounee Stalin's
views on property in kalbhessr. It 'will be a strange commentary
on our wisdom that just when reports from the Soviet Union
show that the folkhos bas not given the results expected of it by
uh&mlhnnndtbeﬂunnmmmmmdﬂm!!mrdﬁafm
the preliminury form, the co-sperstive farm, for adoption in Indis.
Mmummuummmmmmm
or the Peaple’s Republic of China for 2 tenure pattern we are Jook-
ing In the wrong direction.

In this connection we have further to remember that educated
pmnumhlhemhwmbmahhmmnam
aven of the Co-ap Stares, or C leties which
were concerner] merely with marketing. Spealisg at the 33th
meeting of the All-Tndis Handloom Board in Bombay oo June 20,
1955, Mr. Lal Bahadur Shastri, Union Minister for Commeree
and Indnstry expressed sarprise that the private weaver who was
not in the co-operative sector was able to compete easily with
vo-operitives and had almost monopolised the export trade in
hundloom fabrics. “*And mind you'' he said, “weaversin the private
sector do not get any financial assi fior develog paurp
nor any rebate. Chnly recently some Iacilities in regard to import of
dyes and ehemicals had been given to them., [ wonld no doobt like
it very much that they should 2l come under the umbrella of the
co-pperative system.  However, thers can be no compulsion.'™?

Nor are credit socioties in the countryside yet a success in spite
ol womuch time and effort that have gone into their crgunination.
Village punchayats, too, which are meant only to administer nouni-

higher prices were being paid to the colloctivie]. Latast reports indicate,
however, that the Russiuns are again having o seoond or thind thoaght
in this commection, l&wkum:hnﬂmwmmm
“pratmindly wrotig", acconding to the Kommsnist, which potstsout quite
hmlkll-tummhtwumuumumhlhwmwrm
Iomsien. “Tlils jourmal of the Central O o 1he Soviet C

Party goe i to state that 'mn:mmm-ﬂhmm&z
Hnmwrﬂhw'twnuuu.umiammumanhmm
plot “has not come, and will pot come 28 sion as mene people imagine’”
twitle Lowaben. Timen, dated June 33, 1o01).

¥ The Imiian Expeess, New Delta, June 22, 1959,
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«cipal functions of common lands, have rin into difficulties pnd are
posing a peobilem. This is o because they are elocted bodies and
Mnmtb:mﬂmmmmtywmmum
factions, requires largeness of beart which is rare among villagers
and even well-educuted town-dwellers. How miich more difficult
it would be to organise agricoltural production. which is such a
complex task, on o cooperative basis and through an elacted
mmmkln-mmﬂwo{mmtnndmﬁmmums-
antry, can therefore, well be imugined. In fact, co-op farm
ing in the true sense of being voluntary, has not been o suceess
anywhere in the world (except in Isracll—even where the farmers
nee cent per cent literate,

The initial socoess of co-operative farming in Tsvael is due to
the pecoliar situstion which aroxe in commection with the require:
ments of Zionist resettlement. The abortive Russian revolution of
1905 brought to Palestine (then 2 part of the Torkish Empire} a
number of young Russinn Jews of some education, no agricultural
whﬂun-dupaummwhnum.hﬁormm

I to these foms was a belief in the
meaﬂtyu{mhbuu The exact form of the first settle-
ments, and, in i int society which

they evolved, ‘huwulwu;hgtothnhwﬂnwhkhthﬂwm
had brought with them to Paléstine and something to their hamndi-
caps and environment—lack of means for individual scttlement,
luck of experience, und the nerd for mutual protection against 4
hostile Arshworld Something also may be sttributed to theirurban
and intellectual background, which gave them interest und wspirs-
tions unlike those of the typical peasant. It should be remembered,
too, that o great mujority were, at that time, unattached youme men
and it was natural that their lie ahould be modedled on the camp
rather than the hame. The Jewish refugees that trickled to thede set-
tements, particulury, after the Balfour Declaration, had suffered
profanged persecution all over the warld, United by this common
distress, o common religious faith and o common desieo to find o
new homeland, they were determined vo sacrifice all ndividuatism
Tor the salke of uﬂﬂulmmnl I.Mu‘mnhme Also, the sac-
s of these sett) i by the techiical and
otlwrrmmotlmtbewdd]myplmn the disposal of the
wnttlers.

Even so, the number of these settlements was not large Only
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hall a dogen successful eollective settlements were founded wnder
Turkich rule, though a few more, which failed after a stroggle,
were later refounded. Under the British mandate their pumber in-
creased fairly rapidiv. A score or more dating from the "twenties’
and the number incrensing steadily. through the 'thirties’ asd
forties’, till by the time of etablishmmt of the State of Tsel
(May 15, T048) there were in all 136 dibluttim. By mid-1gs5 the
number rose to 379, but by December 1537, it fell to 228,
Difficulties in the working of the dbbuir have now begnn to

Wlhunxlbem:mdsd:numnlcﬁkhm' What are the
lienabl ¢ individaals ina ity? What
m:mwammmmrm;um
marriesd copples et the dsbbudzim because they felt that the kilbutz
did ot provide an opportunity for the kind of family life which
they desited—the apportunity for the wile to keep her own house,
raise her children by hersell, and provide for her hushand's persanal
weovds. There bs an increasing demand for personal comforts; theee
is inerensing lack of participation in the General Assembly. Many
members-leavo simply becsuse they do not like their eolleagues,
A human being is not & very fit. subject. for governance by mles,
mmumwu nine cun be devised
1o meet bl From the bl nldn
sammrm.mm ui of icted immigy
such probis 5 boss of the most scti b
mmwemﬂzmmummmmmmm
of the settloments and disinclination on the part of the new im-
miigrunts to join the ranks of the kibbule. The past ten years bave,
therefary, seen a striking development in the moshay type of village,
which has become the deminant form of social organization in
Tsenel today. It has grown in number from some- gz villuges before
the establishmeont of the State of lsmael in 1548 to 356in December
1957 (ont of a total of 743 villages in the eatite coumtry). The
miachar, becamse it } the desire for individmalistie living
while providing a ] solution to je probl ina

trmnkhuedwﬁngmmnthu:u-w!ddy—hdﬁdw
that the kibbuiz is a passing phenomenon ipcidental to the eariy



IMPRACTICARILITY OF LANGE-SCALE FANMING 157

colonisution stage of the country and destined to disappeas within
the forescoable future. Great masses of people cam vontinge sach
ikﬂmh@yaﬁmﬂdmﬂuﬂnltmmﬁmwumhm
to be built ; nobody was any more personally involved. Until the
emergence of the State, the kibbatz movement wos, the very distil-
lation of Zionist idenkism. Persanal relisation of the Zionist ideal,
Jewish sell-defence, the absorption of fmmi and & high

degree of iealism in social relations were placed above all other
Interests, The individual bitbwisnit felt he was not anly creating
u new-socivty by his effort ubigue i in ftsalf:
he was shouldering the burden or responsibility for the future
of the whole Jewish peaple. At leant, the new itmmigrants no longer
Teakel =l ; e ParUnm e paedory

personal—which will isake a persen willing to live his-way with
propht with whom he had no previous intimate relationship, did
However, iz the problems that confront the kibbui,
it cannot be said yot that it is on the way eut. Evolutionary
changes are taking place within the kibbuts and it is still strong,

witul and prospering.

Anyway, the Israel experiment can be regarded only as an
extreme case that can hardly serve a3 o model for geperal
application where similar conditions do not exist. Israel ropre.
: : e thi 3 kinal Apvicvitrsl Prodeci’
Conforence in India in 159, clearly stated that there sommed little
scope of success for their experiment in Tndia,

We will have to make a distinction betwoen the adoption of
co-operative luming in new settlements and its introduction in
old villages of the traditional peasant structure. Perhaps, there
ure 5o examples where peasants in an existing old village have
valuntarily gham up individoal wse of their land, pooled it for joint
utilisation and worked it as one undertaking for any consideruble
length of time.

Says the German expert Dr. Otto Schiller in s report submittod
it 1680 to the Pluaning Commission which hatl asked him (o muke
u study of en-operative farma in the country :

Pooling ef Lund, however, is a hard decision for those luid-owpess
who ame cultivating their land by their own lubour and that of
their family members. For thise farmers the transition to co-

perativi farming s bined with a complete change in their




158 INDIA'S POVERTY AND ITS SOLUTION

me-ah:l Aheir small
ihilit; h;rdmrﬁmmdmhdm
d'rmsm

in Ghya on 13 January tobz, that co-operative fanming is entirely
‘msaitable for India where most of the farmers are illiterate. Ac-
cording to bim. only the managers of the turm or o handiol of
large farmers will be profitted by & co-opemtive farm. He sxid
that most of the co-operative larms in the country have been estab-
lishod merely with a view to take lowns from Government. He
wrnt on to say that service co-operatives, which have not been
oppesed by any political party in the country can, of conrse, be o
success in India.

An Indian Communist leader, Shri E. M. §. Namboodiripad,
former Clilef Minister of Kerala, also doss not consider eo-opetative
farniing 4 practicable proposition. In reply to a gquestion on the
mbjacthlnidthul “service to-operatives which would supply

seiddn, munnre, implements, ete. wuddbeudmmluﬂusmu

* Fumesr, Lucknow, dated 7.00- 193
* Fuarw Ecomomics. Dr. mumm- i i
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tut joint furming co-operstives where the whele process of culti-
vation wasdone by co-operatives wonkd not be feasibile af preso'

The use of the words "at present’ is significant, Shri Nambeodi-
ripad knows that joint farming is not a practicable proposition
under the present democmatic Constitution of India. Thit is why,
agatn, the Communist Party of Indis would distribate the surplus
land that may be available after fmposition o & ceiling on large
holdings. among the landless, fot individual cultivation rathier than
have it jolothy culth 1, a5 would O inp af
the Nagpur Ruulﬂimultb!lndinalhudemM!n
Jantary 2059, The Communists are a clever people and sealise
that the time for poaling of land and lnhour will wrrive only when,
after securing the good-will of the peasantry, they have attained
ahsolute political power and chumped down a dictatorship.

Sometimes, it s argoed that just as the state has abolished the
lundlord trmunt system by law, similatly It can eradicate the attach.
ment of the peasantry to the land by emactment of legishition,
that is; by making them work jointly on their Laids, on pain of
haw, Itla!’w;mm.howm that efficient operation of the farm
will require willing consent of the fartmers, and this cannot be
evoked by law. Justus you can take n borse to o pond but cannot
make it drink, so you can ponol the land of & thousand farmers but
cannot make them jointly work hard snd well by fear of law.
Law can award damages for failuee to honour a contract to woek,
but should not foree o party to work. Law that can extract work
under the threat of the lush will convert a froe citizen into a slive
—a voluntary worker lnto o prisener. It can certainly be done as
wnwwmwumm:muhmm
to be & d {and its agricul duction, of course,
will go dowri].

In 1955 the Planning Commission carried out a survey of 22
Co-operative Farming Socicties in the country. They were not a
representative ssmple by any means becanse the State Govern-
ments recommendod only the more successinl societies for stady,
1t was found that joint cultivation was practised enly in 18 out af
the 22 sccieties. In seven of these socicting the land had been
abtained from the Government; in three of them it had besn
abtainml in ono block or two by lease or purchase from a landloril.

™ Natiowal Heeadd, Lucknow, 17 Septomber 1947,
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Thus, ‘there were only twelve societies in which members had
pouled thetr existing holdings, But in eight of these twelve, most
‘o all the memibers did not perform any farm work, Insevensocieties
cat of twenty-two, mmbers also held land outside the farm; in
one, their parents did so. 1t appears, therefore, that most of the
so-called co-operative farming sotivties were either settloment
societies ar societies Tun on capitalist lines by groups of absentes
landewmers having all the work dove by hired laboar—a kind of
jnint stock estate firm established by joint families or exteaded
families muorely to secure the jons given by G

in the form of Joans of subsidies to co-operative farms. Some of

only because members had no rights of transier in the land which
was allotted to the socistivs. i rights were given to the individual
members, the socictics would mest likely be dissolved. The tmajo-
rity af the socleties could be written down as failures, although
it wan opdy fve years or 5o since they were i

Ancording to the Working Group en Cooperative Farming ap-
pointed by the Government of Iadia in the middle of 1959 with
Shtt Nijalingappn as Chairman, there were 1440 co-npemtive and
collective farming societies on June 30. 1958 : of thom 1,098 were
md!nhnﬁg.mmmpmmm. but only
24487 were working on the forms. The rost wern sympathisers,
abkentess of non-working members, The Working Group visited

purchasing
factory, comolidation of scattered holdings, tesisting eviction,
and settlement of refugees.
How co-opetstive. farming s being abused or exploited for
Jostering absentss landlordism will be clear from an extract of
s Otto Schiller’s report just refermed o above:
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hﬁwtulbyrﬂaﬁm.muwwhhumtwdﬂng

4 rent, they now have it operated byth-mapsaﬂw_m‘
This muy offer the ady; that their annuity thus is better

Not only that: The amusing aspect of the whole simation is that
instead of boing dep d us an undesirable T Emer-
gence af absentes landlordism—aor opportunity of leasing out one's
Innuds withont the risk of losing them, with the only difference that
tenants will work calleetivily rather than individually—is being
beld op as an argument in favour of the co-operative movessent,
Adiressing the villygers in a Kisan Mels-com-Cattle Show at Bandi
in Hasti district on 25 January tofo, Shri Mohan Lal Gautam, the
thien Minister for Agriculture and Co-operation, Uttar Pradesh, is
reported to Juve said @

A man possessing five bighas of fund conld very well masiage to
hand it over to the jolot Lirming society and himself take to same
Mawkahuhgnlimmﬁm:hzyymﬂimmqn[th:m‘
Hiz ownership of the land was not going to be affeoted in the bepst,
mm‘uw:?thwmthmdpivaummm
sy tefrnts,

secure
to encourage joint farming. Yet, public mm and public servants
continge to make livish pronises of monetary aid to induoe lumess
to pool thelr lands. The Werking Group propesed setting up of
3.200 pilot projects and 20,000 othier new societies durlg the
Thinl Plan. It recomiended per society sn amount of Rs. 3,050
as jubsidy for the manager’s salary and 4 godown-cum-csttle shod,
Rs, 2,000 as share capital to be subscribed by the and
Re 7,780 03 loan. Cost during the Third Plan petivd o education
and trifning over these socicties was estittated to be of the order
of Rs. 42440 lakh and over the technical, advisory and otgani-
sational staff, of the order of Rs. 23744 Ik, The total outlay
came to K&, 3,596.48 Inkh.

The question arises : if mere pooling of lands has all the virtues
claimed for it by ity advecates and ran solve the problem of increa-

U Nativnad Heeald, Lucinor, dated Janusry yo, spie,
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sad - agricultural production, then why should special finarncial
concessions be at all necessary ¥ And i fnancial wid to farmers is
neceskiry, as we think it is, then why cannot this aid be extended
to farmers individually, particularly when a lnrge part of the gid
mmlmﬁﬂhsmlmuhryohﬂnﬂdm
tion of buildings which are idual holdi
IlMﬂnhmmmwulMﬁdnﬂm
then joint farming has evidently po merits which a serviee oo-
operative docs not passess.
mmmmmmnmwmtnlmm?
Have the Union Government and the State Goverminents the

will require far greater amounts of capital than the individual
llmm‘wddhlwmdﬂd.-

The only merit of a co-op farm d with u
mwmuumuummmm“motm
land they contribute; proves its undoing. Culthvation i3 a work

unless it s marked by & great degree of mutual confidence and
Wyoimmmm»dm These qualities being
nat when will fall eut, will be frequent.
Says Mr. Phiroj I Shrofl. a former Principal of Sir Lallubhai Shah
Law College and Deputy Scorvtary in the Minlstry of State,
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Solutiom of the disputes and differences will be sought throogh
resignation or expulsion. And whether they resign or are expelled,
members will or should be free to withdmw their land from the
pool. The area of the farm, thercfore, will soon dwimdle. If, on
the other hand, the would-be members are tobd at the outset that
they will not be entitled to take nway thelr lands inany eventuality,
they will not join at all.

Shri Shriman Narayan, Member, Planning Commission, however,
chaimy to have found & solution of the problenm, He say=:

T in boing erd the critics of co-operative. farming
that once an A uﬁnl?’mwﬁnhm.ltmumbe
ible for him to apt out of the farm. This is whally erroneous.
tis true that once a farmer joins a co-operative venture be should
give it o fair trial for some years. Bat, if after a few yesrs, he
unfortinately finds it impossitle to continie his membersdiip of the
co-operative farm, he can buve the farm, provided he due
muq.ay.oimym.w‘:u hhluus-nduuml‘ es; and

up—
linbilities which, if he wasts to disassociate himself from the farm,
he will be able to clear off only by selling up his part of the land.
The kind of farming that is advoented by the Planning Commis-
<ion und others in our country will lack both the advantage of joint
farming in the USSR and China, vix. compulsion. and the advantage
ol individval farming proctised in the rest of the warld, viz. incim-
tive for persomal profit, Co-operative farms will fil as soon as they
are st up, and we will have either to retreat to individual farming,
or advance like the Chinese to the sdvunced agricultnral produeers’
coroperative, which is a synoaym for the Russian collective farm,
it of Co-ny Farming™, pabiis ln AIEC Ecoe
womndc Revies, dated Septeenber 1. 1asg,
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In fact, if we have to take the Chinese as our model, we will have
to truwel ‘much faster than a demoeratic country like Indis has
‘bargained for. As we have already seen, the Chinese have gone
one step further than oven the Russians. Agricultural producers’
co-operatives, primary or advanced, have now been superseded by
‘the communes.

Gumiw that the co-operative furm has certain advantages over

the farm or the e is; is Tilely soon
to fall apart: ﬂwmmﬁnpl!mwmhuim-un-limpmmm
will ful. For 1 ber that [tisnota peolilem of

lwmhnnnhm hutolthﬁ:mpmiwlmdﬁcsm From a worker
on his own individual plot of land the peassnt will leive becotme a cog
in & vast land factory, It will mean na overwhelming change in his
life—secial and ecanomniie. Women asd chilidren from different fami.
Ties will come into closer confact and mb shoulders with each other
far oftener than previously, Members will be working side by
side, dny after day, and depending on the eo-operative tarm for all
or neacly all af their income. A co-operative farm ix, thus, very diffe-
)untll this respect !wmuﬁwco—ewnﬂvuwlﬁw =

storw or 4 ¥ n whore a
m-whmmmwﬂ.z\hﬂnﬂrsmum
u'pmhve farm means voluntarily giving up & great deal of his

tive farm where all the three factors of prodoction, sz lind, labour
and capital, will be pobled, i, therefore, understandable. Human
nature being what it is, even brothers born of the sams mother
usmally separate from one another after the besd of the family has
beent removed by desth or other conse, In the clrcimstances it i
wrboplan to expect that an sverage householder will, all of a sudden,
identify his intereats with the inferests of those tmndrods of per-
sotis in the village or neighbourhnod who were total strangers to
hin life hitherto. A co-operative farm brings together indiscrimi-
nately under its barmer persons with no long-cstablished ties of kin-
ship orsocial level—Findu and Muslim, Brahmin and Harijan—own-
or, temant and labourer. Were a man to reach the heights where-
from he coalilsen his. own good in the good of every other human
bming, he will cease to be a householder that very day. The ties of
{amaly, language, refigion snd country would no longer have any
meaning for him. In soch idesl conditions planming will not be
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necessary. Econonic laws will become infructuous and, indeed,
e government will itself be o costly laxury, The mather is sbile
to nutse and aoarish her ehild becanse she is selfish, because: in
the child she sees her own imuge. Did every other child in the
willage, or in this wide, wide world occupy the same position in her
eyes xs-her own, ahe might es well turn o sawpasind, 1o our ene
thusiasm for & millennium right now in our own lives, we must
not forget that man ks not entivoly & rational being. He is gov-
emned more by heart than by mind, and the heart has not yot made
{whether it tver will make, being dotibtful) the same advancs as the
mind which has sarrowed down physical space and nisde the world
it smaller place than it was in the days of our forefuthers, Scientific
Progress or progress in control of the cuter world has not resalted
i gromter contrel of the fnner weorld of the self, without which a
largs joint economic undertaking canot be Tun smoothly or
sucoessfully. Man remaing as selfish or greedy, proud or jealons,
and ambitions as ever, i

collective cattle farming, Malatma Gandhi wrote
imthe Herigan, datod February 15, 1042 ©

1 fiemly befieve too that we whafl not derive the full benefits of
agricalture until we take to co-operative farming. Does it not stnd
to reason that it s far better for 2 bundred families in a village 10
cultivate their lands collectively and divide the income thersfrom
than to divide the land anyliow knto a hamdred portions 2 And what
apyiliiss 10 land appliss equally to eattle.

As hus been shown in previous pages, however, it floes not stand
to reason that a large area jointly operated as one anit shoald
produce more per acte than wiven it is divided into smiall portions
and nperated severally. Nor does it do so in practice.

When advocates of cooperative larming. buttress their case
by referemce to Gandhiji's opision, they should femember thut he
was & world teacher, and world teachers in overy clime and eountry
havve believed in and preachsd a widening of one's affestions ao 43 1o
embrace the whole village, the country and, in fact, the entire
world in their compass. Vassdhaiv Kutumbakam (w58 spoms)
meaning that the world is one family, is an ol ideal enshrined in
our religions lore. But political parties or administrutors do not
wark or plan for a kingdom of God on earth. They work for what
is practicable in the not too distant future,
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Mahatmajh iimeeif had warned that co-operstive farming “would
b possible oaly if people became friends of one another and as
one family. When that bappy event took place, communal trouble
woukd be a thing of the past. . . . He, however, warmed that co-
operation must not be brooght about by force or compulsion. it
was not to be imposed from above, it should be based on strict
non-vialencs snd grow from below,” 14

Whether the ‘happy event' or stage in their mutml relations
of which Mahatmuji spoke had arrived, was for the peasants them-
mwmmmuymﬂw

Mahatma Gandhi suffered from no inhibitions or
mﬁwdﬁdhdmlmpnl}'o[mﬂom The remarks
made by him in respect of joint farming were made—if we may
sy %0 with respoct—in o somewhat casnal manner. Had he been
ahle to devote some time to the problem and gather experience
in the actual feld, e woald not have hesituted 1o own up his ermor.
He never allowed prestige, rather false prestige to stand in his way.

Nor as men made of ordinary cluy, do we, in all other matters,
coniorm ar are able to canform to what Gandhifi ssid and preached.
For example, he hnd advocated self-resteaint as the only desirable

The Patil Delegation admits that there are inherent difficulties
in the way of introduction of co-operative farming. It says ;

The dificulties inherent in the change from individual farming
to agrarian co-operatives are great and must never be minimised.

v he
has: (i) to surrender his right of individual management of his

fnrm, and accept the discipline of a groop ; (il tnplmhiampnd—
tie= for production at ducP mthl; ;
valtation of them ; and (i) to accept dinnmnmium
trunefernbili dhbhﬂhﬂuﬂ“l;mtinhnd 'Im‘lwimm\&'mA
Ages Wppear e s apprehensiong be
mmdwm i

:gmd Il muld be ahown,

i be l\:«'lm.‘ltci\l'hlx.h“:I vide fio lnm
af worl can pru r
ms:i md,dnrmlllmmmm

* Prayer speech, Fabnuqfu_ 147, vilde the Haerijan dated g3 1647
and Mahatus Ganidhi—7As Lart Phas by Pyare Lal, Naviivan Publishing
House, Almedatod. pp. 54344



29 commandinm and,theeby o
s of gevup Sieipive, Evsiution of e ) Gasgue
o siso i or tharing

the co-operative at his will. Once he is out, hiv transferability is
restoeed, M the hers coald be itted to transfer

mtised, ot be altered. As
thess disady: . there would be
tion amd of a higher stun of lving which would be
demenstrated a3 &w In joining a .

m i s
His decisian will naturally be subj the disui
are not capable of the ad Ttis
possible that to the materal a of
tion wonld outweigh the sacrifice they called npon to make
in accepting group discipline, estimation of their shilities
1! on ility, To others, the
miwalved in accepting the new way of life may be too great to be

materfal gain are
and patriotism (p. 146),

The issue has not been put-squarely, The summing ap of the
cass by the Patil Delegation asswmes that co-operative farming
will lead to increased production. Focts and figures given in these
pages do not, howewer, support this view, Bot even if the assump-
tion made by the delogation is correct, for the overwhelming majo-
rity of the peasants increased material benefits brought about by
co-operative farming will not compensate for loss of the individual
freedom that they enjoy today on their independent farms. Ay
il in proof of this realisation the report goes on to provide two
safoguards which, in their view, should satisfy even the most ex-
treme ndvoeates of democratic values ©
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‘We are imisting that ﬂ*p!hﬂpbnl voluntariness should be
adireresd to and thers sliould be no coercion of any type

better Guming o lange-sized credit societies. those alonn who poal
their fands ln en-operative hmngwdﬁ&um!ngulpndll

bakities for m-ditmxpenmv
e I in lick: in toch.
nical assistance, mmhm:upﬁvotm fertilisers. wnd
etpstraction matetials, and special financial and technical sssistance
for developing ancillary ocenpations.

This discriminatory freatment is sought to be justified on the

w-opnﬂnhmlsgmldmlmwwwhsdynrmm
ity in matters of anpples as compared with individual formers

Tt is contended that this is mol’mw!ﬂ-wnﬁndprluiphal
encouraging soclally desirable patternn of “The argu-
ment, however, i fallacious. First, it is taken for granted that a
large joint undertaking in the sphere of ngriculture is o more desir-
able form of organisation, just a8 it is in industry and commerce,
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Second, income-tax rates of joint-stock companies, when worked

hmmdmmmmmmw

dividually,
Amlmthlminmdwm

DECCESATY
:ulm!uhdrmﬂlhaldm@ a few acres in sizs, keep no aceounts ©
they do not need to. It is all theic own concerri, They look after
the entire agricultural process from sowing to harvesting of the
crop. There ure no fellow-members whose work has to be evaluated
or supervised, or to whom account bas to be renderad. They are
sell-emploved persons—owners and worlkers, muamagees and fnan-
ciers—all rolled into one. But in a large-sonle undertaking, particu:
lardy; in one which is to be orgamised on the besis of volantary co-
operution, problems are bound to crop up which would demand
leadership and charscter of the highest order. The organisers will
be facod with several welghty problems, such s, relation between
the co-operative farm and the seloction of i}
the taking over of land, draught snimals and farm tools ; internal
or rolation of dntar ga, the f dntiom and
i ion of production plans, the i=ation of the laboar
lumlnm -uﬂcl.n‘mamdpmdw-wbdudn the utiisation
of Government subsisdy, il any, in terms of finance, equipment and
expert mdvice ; salo of mecesauries and marketing of produce ;
the setting up of funds to meet production expenses, 1o acquire
means of production, to provide relief and weltfare, and for reserves |
the provision of caltural and welfare services, and the education
of members in the spirit of collectivism {which, in China, i mder-
taken under the 'guidance” of the Communist Party and the People's
Government}, ete.

A far more difficult amd important task, however, than any
mentioned above, is the assessmint of perforrmance of vanoos
acrtnhnnlnﬁmhwopnum and their proper remuneration,
i in kil and are wile. Unless a proper
system of mmsurement and evaluation of diffierent types of farm
wark are evolved, jealonsies between the cfficient and the ineffi-
cient worker can easily wreck- the society. Production in sgris
culture does not lead itself to specialisation by task and standar-
disation by products as it does in manafacturing, Measurement
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and evaluation of various farm i herelore, requires extra-
ordinary intelli and Lt fafity. If the farm
upu-ﬂmmvdnndmdw:d!ntmthpmmmm
incfficiency. and light work get a premium snd labour costs am
inflated ; if mocurate differential evaluntion i attemped, over-
head eosts are inflated]. The Chinese, as the Russians, have tried
to salve the problem by adoption of 4 system of norms for mpor-
tant items of work. “Norm’ is a standard of daily performance
m regurd to quantity and quality of oatput expected of an average
metmber working on a specified job, 1t is to be seen whether the
Chinese will suceeed where even after 25 vears of experience the
Russians have not yet sueceedod; for, we still hear ol grave “short-
comings in the standardisation of work, in the laying down of

dards of production and the valation of labour invalved in
work-1ays on the Soviet Cullestive Farms,
re fits. ackightesed T e Sorthesming tn

Wmuntrydihf Iulndhttkhsuﬁ.rs&mmmu:huhpd
petent managerial personnel and generul illiteracy of farmery,
&Mﬁlwalwmiﬂmitwﬂhdﬂx
that a co-aprrative farm would be too big an affair, too hig for
aridinary peasants to control, W-wﬂlhnetndnwupmmmm
which will rule the and rule it i with
all the evils that ar fated with an i b
Also, by and large. u city-dweller has always looked down upon a
villager as intellectually deficient and colturally backward. The
villager has, on the other hand, always considered an urbanite as
miorally degrnded. [t is doubtful if the two, with the above back:
ground, can work barmopiously, st lesst, in the immediate
fatnre,

Lastly, there are two very important considerathons or mpedi-
menis that stand in the way of mechanisation anel, consequently,
of Joint farming in India. Impediments to mechanisation have to
be considernd becatse whether we dosite it today 6t not, joint
mﬂmeuhm-mﬁn First, we do not

Targe hinery, mor do we produce
petroloum in the quantities that will be necded, Where will we
ﬁndthwhudlmmnuu!mmthnwdlbumudhﬂnvm
mmw-wromhrgwwmw—m
trictors, the thresh hines, otc.? People are
Mnghﬂhhcmwplylhmmm\ﬂnmdﬂ

"
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ty ooy huge existing capital—the bullocks ? Perhaps, they
will kave to be slghtered. And, faally, what will Kappen to our
land itself—eroded and damaged s it will be bw tractors and
chemicals ? Tf 50, Indin will soon become a desert.

Second, India does not possess enovgh petroledm even for her
exiting industries and tmusport and, if tractors are added, the
problem of supply of fuel oil will become very difficnlt, indesd
Nor can we cover our sky with 4 network of electric wires which
will supply the motive-power to the tractors, combines and thresh-
ers all over the countryside. We will, therefore, have to dapend
o a forelgn conmtry to keep the machines going so that our teeming
miltions may have food. It will be nothing short of lunaty to
plan for sach an economy. The Nagi hordes in the last Great War
hud rushed towards the Cancasus not without raason ; they wanted
to capture the oil wells so thut by cutting the vital artery of Rus-
sian economy they could more easily and quickly starve their
enemy into surrender,

Let the enthusiasts of large-scale joint farming,
and reconsider. Let there be a full and frank debate : hnh:pnpde
viz,, the peasants who are most concerned themselves devide. The
Tecommendations made by the Congress Planning Sub-Comimittes,
vie, “we shall experiment with the Cooperative jolnt farming
wherever possible™ [p, 530, in its report submitted to the All-India
wwﬂ!mlﬂmhﬂmkd&mmlnrxmm

PP to which nobody can take any
mmmwmmmmwmnm
In Jamuary, 1960, endorsed this approach when it said, "Cooperative
larming should be developed wherever it in desired by the farmers
cimcerned and is considered feasible. 1t should be realized that
:uopmumlnaﬂln!ormunvnhmﬂmml"sindhrm

(b made (in F v Tobo) by the Warking
Group under Lhnl‘.‘l;nhmmh:p ol I!r 5 Nunhnyppu. appainted
by the Ministry of C: of Inidia.

Thnmmhlmu[mmﬂlngnnmhngixmﬂn;n{nnm—upﬂmw
Farming society was abhorrent to the Group which was bostile even to
certain States’ legislative enactments that went against the principle
of voluntariness. Such laws, though not enforeed so far, should be
rq)ulud—«mnmmdu!. e Gtwp Wlmn wlunl.lr} experiments
in £o- d, and are truly
mmﬂwtﬁmwlﬂmm they are well worth the
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mwwmummeﬂw
ﬁuliu&.:_m.“

% Pertupn, all eomtroversy: about co-operative joint furming, 8o fur as
the Inafian Nationa] Cangress wa | womld seem to have bees sat

CopeTAbives
A fow days later, while addresing the Foderation of Indian Chambers
of Commeree and Industry ot Calesitta on Merch 27 he deckred as

'ﬂmmwﬂmwmmmmmmw
trom i o orvice for the
presint— v the right way dor Indian agricultiure, tot to be imposed
opan them. Chr basic appecach ‘to agriculturs s the sapprosch of
ww@wm with other fiurmirs i service coopera.-

Mr. Nebou mid that the next peint for consideration was whether
h-mhmkm&nmmin‘. “That | admit may bean
bic point. Theretare, we b that thisis s thing whi ¥
we appoove of [ s an Weal —dejiend ap 8o many circunstances, st
ok all, willingness of the people. Apart froam Hutﬂ: muy be foasilde in
some conditions and it may pot be in other conditions. Thers s
mwwm:«ndﬁwwmm&n.'

"Why dors one talk of joint cultivation ' My, Nehra askod. Tt
mwmahlpwhﬂphbhwndwmbnw n & country.
where the boldings were very smafl, o small owser wis by himselt
oo el and e By folning, he ket aothing.

The flindusten Tomes, Neow Dvdhi, dated Match 28, commented on
the above repart an follows

"B, Nelew's latest obseevations on joint (aming ere diferent from
s fast thionghts on the subject. An idead which is nok 2 principhe and
which may not ba held to be rigkdly applicable the whole way thaouh
s cerfainly nof Uhe same thing s a settled programme for enforce-
ment acording to 8 flxed timetxble. Peasnt farming, after all, is
o stay ; anl to service coopoiatives. of course, there kas never been
any objection from the cyitics of the Nagpur pattern.”




