








































































































































































































































































































Table IV.9 : Distributicn of Land Holdings Assessed for Wat Village in 1225 .

Average No. of
Holdings = size of ccmacmand AVEDzge
assessed %?g?n:)hold- Single Joint Total é”sii“gen“ assessment
k. Anas. € ings pattas pattas Lo AllE pPer acre
{acres) Bs. Paise
Less than 1.00 4,85 0.12 3 38 41 15.09 3.21
(15.56)
1-00 - 10000 26134 0066 19 21 L['D 19600‘0 7.%
(196.00)
10000 - 30000 92-67 2-32 34 6 [4'0 755-08 8.1?
(755.50)
30.00 - 50.00 71 .30 4.75 14 1 15 581 .03 8.15
(581.18)
50000 —100900 118.43 9011 12 1 13 9&0-00 7091}
(940.00)
100.00-250.00 173.62 17.36 10 - 10 1418.04 8.17
(1418.25)
250.00-500.00 85.59 42.80 2 - 2 721 .01 8.42
(721 .06)
Total 572.80 %.56 o4 67 161 L4627 .09 8,08

Note: FPigures in brackets denote rupees and paise.
Source: Resettlement Register, Nilakudi, 1925.
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consisted of 12 holdings (about 7 per cent) owned
259.21 acres (nearly 45 per cent) of the land. This
shows that there was a high degree of concentration
in land holdings. Holdings below one acre with an
average size of 0.12 acres accounted for 25 per cent

of the total number of holdings.

Similar data for the dry village is presented
1w Table IV.10. ABout 10 per cent of the holdings
were in the bottom size group (less than 1.00). The
average size of the holdings was 0.43 acres. About
68 per cent of the holdings (second size group 1,00
1o 10.00) controlled 48 per cent of the total area,
There was only one individual in the top size group
owning 113.75 acres (5 per cent) of the land. The
distribution of land ownership discussed ahove
reveals a considerable extent of concentration of
this major productive resource in a few hands and

such a concentration is not of a recent origin,

7. Soclo-Economic Profile:

The soclio=economic profile of the selected

villages, taluks and the districts can be seen from



-

Table IV.10 : Distribution of Land Holdings Assessed for Dry Villags in 1961

Average No, of

Holdings tent size of Assessment izggzggent
assessed (aC;es) hold- Single Joint Total Paise per BoTe
k. Paise ings pattas ©pattas ° B. Palse
(acres) ©
Less than
1.00 18,84 0.43 33 11 Ly 24.53 1.30
1.00- 10.00 g38.78 3.26 219 69 288 1252.50 133
10.00- 30.00 1003.30 11.53 57 30 87 1310.23 131
30.00= 50.00 155.04 25.84 5 1 6 216.35 1.40
50,.,00~100.00 - - - - — - -
100.00~250.00 113.75 113.75 - 1 1 134.75 1.18
Fotal 2222.71 5.23 34 112 L2726 2938.36 1.32

Source: Settlement Register, Nallur, 1961.
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Table IV.11. The percentage of Scheduled Castes (the
socially and economically under privileged) populat-
ion to the total population for the dry village was
18 per cent and for the wet village 56 per cent.

The percentages of cultivators and agricultural
labourers to the total workers in the dry village

was 72 and 25 per cent respectively, whereas in the
wet village they constituted 19 and 58 per cent
respectively, The dependency ratio i.e. the ratio

of the number of non-workers to total workers was
0,86 for the dry village and 0.99 for the wet village.
It is clear from the table that the percentage of
Scheduled Caste population to the total population,
agricultural labourers to the total workers, lite-
rate and educated persons to the total population
was more and the percentage of cultivators to the
total workers was less in the wet village compared
to the dry village in 1971. 1In the selected dry
district, taluk and village, the proportion of workers
in the category of cultivators was more than the
proportion of agricultural labourers while in the
selected wet district, taluk and village, the

proportion of agricultural labourers was more than



Table 1IV.11

: Socip—Ececnomic Profile of

the Selected Villages/Taluks/Districts

Census I{}%‘_‘iaog / Area in No.of Total S C S T ;“ﬁz_& Total
Year Taluk? hect=  house= popu- popu~  popu- educa= S 0
Sistrict ares holds lation lation lation ted worke
- persons
1971 Nallur 1624.66 330 1576 290 M 197 848
Dry 1971 Denkanikotta 211548 38163 212254 27935 6019 4o564 76346
1971 Dharmapuri 964300 312075 1677775 227825 30123 374453 610878
1971 Nilakudi 440 .37 203 839 466 ~ 265 422
Wet 1971 Nannilam 75302 66180 303343 83545 & 132537 100709
1971  Thanjavur 973500 821194 3840732 848976 1024 1523120 1282909

Contde..

06



Table IV.11 : (Continued)

Household
Name of Agri- industry,
Census Village/ Culti- cultu- manufactwing, Other Non-
year Taluk vators ral processing, woIrkers workers
District labourers servicing and
repairs
1971 Nallur 613 208 3 24 728
Dry 1971 Denkantikotta 48995 17495 1143 8713 135908
1871 Dharmapuri 349768 160727 8202 g2181 1066897
1971 Nilakudi 81 247 5 89 L7
Wet 1971 Nannilam 22677 55807 1628 20297 202634
1971 Thanjavur 374324 541919 %1864 334802 2557823

Source: 1) Census of India, 1971, Tamil Nadu, Part X-B, District Census Hand
Book, Thanjavur District, Director of Census Operations, Tamil
Nadu and Pondicherry, 1972.

2) Census of India, 1971, Tamil Nadu, Part X (A & B), District Census
Hand Book, Dharmapuri, Director
Nadu and Pondicherry, 1972.

of Census Operations, Tamil

L6
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the proportion of the cultivators. In both the wet
and dry villages the proportion of Scheduled Caste
population to the total population was more than
the proportion of population in the selected dis-
tricts. The percentage of literate and educated
persons to the total population was less in the
cclected villages than the percentage of literate
and educated persons in the selected districts. The
land--man ratio for the selected villages was higher
than the selected districts but the ratio was more

for the selected dry village than the wet village.
B, Summary:

To sum up the foregoing discussion reveals
cetrtain interesting features of the selected villages
which are of relevance for the discussion in the
latexr chapiters. Of the two selected villages, the
extent of tenancy in terms of number and area was
quite high in the wet village relative to the dry
village. This feature appears to be closely linked
to the level of irrigation as revealed by the dis-
trict level data on level of irrigation and extent

of tenancy.,
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The average size of holdings, which also
reflects the quality of land, though was observed
10 be smaller in the wet village relative to the
dry village, in terms of distribution, there did not
appear to be any significant difference between the
two types of villages. A relatively small number
of individuals owning a higher proportion of the
total land area, while a sizeable number of indivi-
duals share a relatively much smaller proportion of
the land area. Also in terms of the working popula-
tien depending on agriculture, the proportion of
workers working as agricultural labourers was much
higher in the wet village than in the dry village.
This in a way indicates the relative levels of
affluence of the two types of villages. The wet
village could sustain a larger number of agricultural
workers working as agricultural labourers because of
the level of irrigation and the crop mix. Another
important factor leading to higher proportion of the
agricultural labourers in the wet village, appears
to be the size of the Scheduled Caste population in
the wet village, though the level of literacy was

relatively higher than the dry village. On a priori
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knowledge, it is assumed that these factors have a
hearing on the changing pattern of land ownership
#nd the extent of its concentration. It would bhe
of interest to examine the association of these
factors with the extent and type of land transfers
ltaking place in the areas. This aspect is analysed

in the following chapters.,



CHAPTER V

CHANGING PATTERN OF LAND OWNERSHIP

We present in this chapter an analysis of
the pattern of ownership of land over time in the
Lwo selected villages namely Nilakudi (Wet Village)
and Mallur (Dry Village}. Specifically the direction
and magnitude of change that has occuﬁ?d over ‘time
in respect of land owned is examined. The analysis
is based on the size-wise distribution of owned land
and pertains to three points in time, viz,, 1896,
1972 and 1983 in the case of the wet village and for
two time periods namely, 1961 and 1985 in the case
of the dry village, The analysis is based on the
information contained in the Survey and Settlement
Registers and the chitta register (land records)
maintained at the taluk level. The informatlion con-
tained in the various records used for this purpose
did not cover the same time period for the two
selected villages. However, this would not preclude

one Lo compare the observed changes across the two



96

selected villages. The analysis is presented first
for the wet village followed by the analysis per-

taining to the dry village. The broad suggestions
hrought out by the present analysis regarding the
changes occuring in the two types of villages are

presented In the end.

t. The Wet Village;:

As mentloned earlier the analysls is confined
to the three years -~ 1896, 1972 and 1983, The infor-
mation for the year 1896 was drawn from the Survey
and Settlement Register 1896 and for the years 1972
and 1983 from the chitta registers. These records
give details of land holding by survey numbers and
the name of the owner (pattadar). The two religious
institutions - one a Hindu and other a Christian
Missionary, together owned about 385 acres. As the
land owned by these institutions did not undergo any
change either in terms of ownership or extent, they
were not included in the analyslis of changes in land

ownership distribution.
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Dis@;ibution of Owned Land:

Changes in the distribution of land owned
by individuals is examined through (1) the distri-
bution of land by size classes (in acres) and the
relative share of each size group in the total land
ovned, (2) the distribution of land owned by decile
agroups of land owners and (3) the calculation of

concentration ratio of owned land distribution.

Using the data on land owned by individual
owners, the decile groups were formed. The holdings
were arranged in ascending order by size of the land
owned and they were divided into ten equal groups
cach group containing 10 per cent of the total
number of holdings. Care was taken to adjust the
fraction in the decile groups of holdings (similar

analysis was carried out for the dry village also).

It can be seen from Table V.1 that the total
numnber of hoirdings increased from 82 in 1896 to 306
in 1972 and to 387 in 1983 with a marginal increase
in the total area owned. Barring the three size

groups of 7,5 acres and above, the number of holdings



Table V.1 ; Distridbution of Land Heldings in 1825, 1972, and 1933 (Wet Village)
Size class Number of holdinas Extent owned {2cres) .Lye:igidi;gi ot
(acres) 1896 1972 1083 1896 1972 1983 1896 1972 1983
Less than 29 145 228 10.19 55,37 91.53 0,35 0.38 (.40
1.00 (35.37) (47.39) (58.9) ( 1.74) ( 2.20) (15.7)
1.01= 2.50 9 91 o4 14,91 142,67 148,01 1,66 1.57 1,57
(10.98) (29.74) (24.3) ( 2.54) (23.71) (25.3)
2,51- 5,00 10 43 41 35,46 155,39 145,44 3,55 3,61 3.55
(12.20) (14.05) (10.6) ( 6,04) (25.82) (24,9)
5,01= 7,50 6 15 15 37.64 93,63 93,32 6,27 6.24 6.22
( 7.32) ( 4,90) { 3.9) ( 6.41) (15.56) (16.0)
7351“10000 7 3 2 60.97 264:52 17000 8071 8.84 8.50
( 8.54) ( 0.98) ( 0.5) (10.38) ( 4.40) ( 2.9)
10,01=15,00 6 7 7 72.94 91.02 88,82 12.16 13,00 12.69
( 7.32) ( 2.,29) {( 1.8) (12.42) (15.13) (15,2)
15,01 & above 15 2 - 355,05 37.11 - 23,67 18.56 -
All size 82 306 387 587.16  601.71 584,12 7.16 1.97 1.51
groups (100.00) (100.00) (100.0) {100.00) {100,00) (100.,0)
Note: Figures in brackets indicate percentages.

Source: 1.

2. Chitta Register, Nilakudi, 1972,
3. Cnitta Register, Nilakudi, 1983.

Survey and Settlement Register, Nilakudi, 18%96.
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jncreased considerably in all size classes. The
total number of holdings in the size classes below
7.9 acres increased enormously, from 54 in 1896 to
204 in 1972 and to 378 in 1973, The decrease in the
jumber of larger holdings (above 7.5 acres) was from
28 to 12 and to 9 during these time periods respec=
tively. In terms of relative size, the smaller
holdings {below 7.5 acres) which accounted for 66
per cent of the total number of holdings in 1896
increased to 96 per cent in 1972 and 97 per cent 1In
1983, In terms of area owned, the share of the
larger holdings (above 7.5 acres) declined from 83
per cent in 1896 to 26 per cent in 1972 and to 18
per cent in 1983. Consequently the share of the
smaller holdings in the total owned area increased
from 17 per cent in 1896 to 74 per cent in 1972 and to
82 per cent in 1983. An interesting feature of the
distribution of ownership holdings is the average
size of the owned area by size classes. Over all
size classes, the average size of holding declined

£ rom 7,16 acres 1in 1896 to 1,97 in 1972 and to 1.51

in 1983, As could be seen from the Table V.1 the
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average size of owned holdings over time and across
size classes changed only marginally. The except-
ion to this pattern is the disappearance of the
holding size group of 15 acres and above. Since the
sverage size of holdings has remained around the
same level, the increase in the number of holdings
ancd the area operated particularly in the smaller
holding groups, is apparently caused by the downward
mohility of farm households from the relatively
higher size classes. Thils downward mobility was
more pronounced between the periods 1896 and 1972
relative to the later period 1972-1983, Demographic
and economic factors like sale of land, appear to be
the major factors leading to the downward mobility

of farm households.

Inequalitles in the distribution of land
cver time can be more readily understood through the
share of the decile groups in the total owned land.
Details of which are presented in Table V.2, The
shiare of the bottom 20 per cent or 40 per cent of
the holdings in the owned land area increased consi-
derably between 1896 and 1983. The bottom 20 per

cent which accounted only 0.39 per cent of the area



Table V.2 : Share of the Decile Group in Area Owned in 1896, 1972 and
1983 (Wet Village)

Percentage share 1in Cumulative percentage
Decile Decil the total area in share in the total zrea in
Group ecile
1896 1972 1283 1896 1972 1283
* 1 0.11 0,269 0.310 0,11 0,269 0,310
Bottom 2 0,28 0.773 0.858 0.39 1.042 1.168
3 0,72 1. 770 2,024 1.1 2.812 3,192
4 1.50 3.015 3.254 2.61 5.827 6,446
5 3.15 4,596 4,179 5.76 10,423 10.625
Middle 6 5,50 6.285 5,785 11.26 16,708 16,410
9.48 8.315 8.349 20.74 25,023 24,739
8 16,31 11.941 11.617 37.05 36.964 36,376
Upper 9 24 .00 18.516 18,373 61.09 55,480 54,749

10 38.93 44,520 45.251 100.00 100,000 100.000

10t
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in 1896 increased its share 1o 1.042 per cent in
1972 and to 1.168 per cent in 1983. The share of
the next bottom 20 per cent (20 to 40 per cent)
increased from 2.22 per cent in 1896 to 4.79 in 1972
and to 5.28 in 1983. On the contrary the share of
the top 20 per cent of the holdings remalned almost
around the same level of 63 per cent. The decline
in the share was only in the middle level group (50
to B0 per cent) which showed a decline from 34.44
per cent in 1896 to 31.14 per cent in 1972 and to
29.93 per cent in 1983, Thus the downward mobility
of farm households observed earlier, appears to have

come from the middle level holding groups.

The Gini Coefficient, a measure of inequality,
for the distribution of owned area declined from
0,613 in 1896 to 0.570 in 1972 and to 0.557 in 1983.
While this decline in the Gini Coefficlent indicate
a decline in inequality. The decline, however, has
been, mainly in the middle level groups with an
increase in the share of the lower size groups, That
is, the share of the top group has remained the same

althrough the period, the shift being only from the
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middle level to the lower levels, The Lorenz Curves
in the Figures V.1, V.2 and V.3 also indicate the
extent of inequality in the distribution of land

holdings.

2. The Dry Village:

As can be seen from Table V.3 total number of
Land holdings increased from 450 in 1961 to 591 in
1985, Also the total owned area increased from
2360,.77 acres to 2704.14 acres auring the sams
period, A scrutiny of the land records revealed that
the increase in area was brought about through
extension of cultivation to the hitherto uncultivated
cultivable waste lands. This additional land culti-
vated was distributed over 100 holdings, of which 90
holdings were below 5.00 acres sharing about 191
acres. However, this increase in the number of hold-
ings as well as area owned does not fully explain the
changes in the distribution of owned holdings during
this period. The number of land holdings increased

in all size classes barring the top size class between
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FIGURE V.1
LORLNZ CURVE SHOWING

distribution of land holdings(1896)
(Wet Village)
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FIGURE V.2
LORENZ CURVIE SHOWING

distribution of land holding(1972)
_ (Wet Village)
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FIGURE V.3
LORENZ CURVE SHOWING
. 0 e i [ 1. —
distribution of land holdings(1983)

(Wet Village)
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Source: 1.
. 2.

Settlement Register, Nallur, 1961,
Chitta Register, Nallur, 1985.

Table V.3 : Distribution of Land Holdings in 1961 and 1985 (Dry Village)
Number of hold- cxten®t owned fverage size of
Size class ings in {acres) in holdings in
{acres)
1961 1985 1961 1985 1961 1985
Less than
1.00 71 105 40.68 61.38 0.57 0.585
(15.8) (17.77)  ( 1.72) ( 2.27) )
1.01-2,50 104 162 179,18 272,06 1.72 1,679
{23.1) (27.41) ( 7.59) (10.06)
2.51-5,00 118 159 422,38 573,95 3.38 3.610
(26,2) (26,90) (17.89)  (21.22)
5.,01-7,50 64 68 393,31 413,16 6.15 6,076
(14.2) (11.51)  (16.66)  (15.28)
7.51-10,00 32 37 281.64 323.13 8.80 8,733
( 7.1) ( 6.26) (11.93) {11.95)
10.01=15.00 33 34 390,53 409.39 11.83 12,041
( 7.3) ( 5.75) (16.54) (15.14)
15.01 & above 28 26 653.05 651,07 23,32 25,041
( 6.2) ( 4.40) (27.66) (24.08)
All size 4350 591 2360,.77 2704,14 5.25 4,573
groups (100.0) (100.00} (100.00) (100,00}
Note: Figures in brackets indicate percentages.

LOL
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1061 and 1985. The number of holdings in the size
class below 15,00 acres increased from 422 in 1961
to 49% in 1985 (of which the newly created holdings
were 98) and decreased in the holding groups of
above 15.00 acres from 28 in 1961 to 26 in 1985,
though two additional holdings came into bheing
~onsequent to the extension of cultivation. The
cxtent of land owned by holdings below 15,00 acres
increased from 1707.72 acres in 1961 to 2053,07
acres in 1985 (an increase of 345.35 acres of which
240.81 acres were the newly brought in land) with
an enormous increase in the number and the area of
holdings in the size groups of 1.00 to 5.00 acres.
There was a marginal decrease in the area owned by
large holdings (above 15.00 acres) from 653.05 acres
in 1961 to 651,07 acres in 198%. The average

size of holdings more or less remained the same
over the years for the holdings below 15,00 acres
and there was an increase in the average size of

the holdings of 15.00 acres and above.

The share of land owned by the bottom 20 per
cent and the top 10 per cent of the holdings increased



109

while it decreased in the resi between 1961 and 1985
(Table V.4). The land owned by the bottom 20 per
cant of the holdings increased from 2.64 per cent

in 1961 to 2.78 per cent in 1985. Also the share

of land owned by the top 10 per cent of the holdings
increased from 36.91 per cent in 1961 to 38.85 per
cent in 1985, The share of land owned by other
decile groups (3 to 9) decreased from 68.45 per cent
in 1961 to 58,38 per cent in 1985. Thus this data
suggests that there was an upward mobility resulting
an increase in the share of land owned by bottom 20
per cent and the top 10 per cent of the holdings

and downwgrd mobility of all other decile groups.

The Ginl Coefficlent showed an increase from
0,502 in 1961 to 0,513 in 1985, The increase in the
Gini Coefficient show that there was an increase in
the inequality. The increase in the concentration
appears to be more due to the increase in the share
of the top 10 per cent of the holdings and the
marginal increase in the share of the lower decile
groups having no appreciable impact in changing the

inequality.in the distribution of owned land. The
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Table V.4 : Share of the Decile Group in Area Owned
in 1961 and 1985 (Dry Village)

Percentage share  Cumulative percen-

. in the total tage share in the
gigt;e Decile area in area in
1961 1985 1961 1985
1 0.775 0.8385 0.775 0.8385
2 1.867 1.9365 2,642 2,7750
Bottom
3 3.044 2.8572 5,686 5.6322
4 4,171 4.0579 9.857 9.6901
o} 5.596 55,4093 15,453 15.0994
Middle 6 7.278 7.1173 22.731 22.2167
7 9,358 9.1963 32,089 31.4130
8 12.7%6 11,9457 44,845 43,3587
Upper 9 18.248 17,7951 63.0093 61.1538

10 36.907 38.8462 100.000 100,0000
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Lorenz curves in the Figures V.4 and V.5 also indi-
cate the extent of inequality in the distribution of

land holdings.

Summarys

To sum up, an examination of the distribution
of ovmed land in the two selected villages has brought
cul certain interesting, though contrasting results
which are nevertheless important in the context of
understanding the process of change of this impor-
tant productive asset. To recapiltulate the major

while
findings regarding the wet village/ there was an
znormous growth in the number of smaller holdings
as well as the area owned, there was a decline in the
nuirher and area owned of the larger holdings. Also
looking at the share of owned land by decile
groups, the share of the bottom decile groups while
increased, the share of the top decile groups remained
around the same level. In contrast, the number and
area owned in the smaller holding groups in the dry
village though increased to some extent, there was

only a marginal decrease in the number and area
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FIGURE V.4
LORENZ CURVE SHOWING

distrioution of land holdings(1961)

(Dry Village)
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FIGURE V.5
LORENZ CURVE SHOWING

distribution of land holdings(1985)

(Dry Village)
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owned in the larger groups. The distribution of
ownership of owned land by decile groups of land
holdings, however, revealed, a marginal increase in
the area owned by the bbttom two decile groups and
a relatively higher increase in the share of the
top decile groups. Also while the Gini Coefficient
recorded a decline in the wet village, it showed an

increase in the dry village.

Changes in the distribution of land ownexrship
in the selected villages appear 1o be more due to
the demographic and economic factors operating out-
side the realm of the various land reform measures.
It may be restated here that the only land reform
measure that could have affected significantly the
distribution of ownexrship of holdings is the imple-
mention of the ceiling on land ownership and the
distribution of the surplus land consequent to the
fixation of ceiling. As pointed out earlier the
extent of surplus land distributed in the state was
only very marginal. The only way the ceiling legis~
lation could have affected the distribution of land
area owned is by breaking-up the holdings attracting

the ceiling law. The average size of holding in the
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size class of above 15.00 acres was only about 24.00
acres in 1896 and 19.00 acres in 1972 for the wet
village and 23,00 acres in 1961 and 25.00 acres in
1985 for the selected dry village, while the lower
ceiling limit was 1% standard acres with an upper
limit of 30 standard acres. Thus, even the imposi-
tion of ceiling on land could not have affected the
distribution of owned holdings in these selected

villages.

The observed changes over time in the distri-
bution of owned land holdings particularly its extent
of concentration or inequality suggests that a decline
in its concentration is closely associated with the
relative prosperity of the area as was the case of
tbe highly irrigated village, which is relatively
prosperous compared to the dry village. This pros-
perity has led to clinging to the land by the small
and marginal owners, because of the higher level of
assured returns from land which.does not appear to
be the case in the dry village. Also the size of
the agricultural labour force in relation to the

cultivated area, which was quite high in the wet
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village, indicates the higher gains from agricul-
ture. The increase in the number of holdings in

the lower size groups, as suggested earlier could
be mainly due to the demographic and economic fac-

tors. These are examined in some detail in the

later chapters.



CHAPTER VI

AGRICULTURAL LAND TRANSFERS

This chapter examines the nature and magni=
tude of land transfers in the two selected villages.
The data on land transfers and land value was obtained
from the records maintained at the Sub-Registrar's
Office. Information was also collected from the
households to understand the socio-economic factors

associated with the type of land transfers.

In section one, we discuss (i) the land
transfers by types, (ii) number and area of land
sales, (iii) value of land sold, (iv) the sale of
land by size and (v) the castewise analysis of land
transfers, The analysis is based on the data obtained
from the records maintained at the Sub-Registrar's
Office on land transfers covering a 17 year period

from 1967 to 1983.

Section two examines the soclo=economic

characteristics of the households. A household survey
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wés conducted in both the wet and dry villages to
analyse the socio-economic conditions of buyers and
sellers. Specifically this section examines the
religious composition, caste composition, residential
status, family size, educational level, tenurial
status, size of the land ownership, operational
holdings, caste-wise distribution of land holdings
and change in the land ownership, 1In the wet village
125 households and in the dry village 241 households
were interviewed. These 366 households were involved

in the sale and/or purchase of land.

Section three discusses the land transfers
with reference to the buyers and sellers (1) caste,
(ii) occupation, (iii) size of the land holding,
(iv) residence, (v) relationship, {(vi) the causes
for the sale of land and (vil) the distribution of
surplus land. The data were collected from the
buyers and sellers of land by canvassing schedules.
However, the data could not be collected from all
those involved in the land transfers due to non-avail-

ability and out-migration of the respondents. Only



119

77 buyers and sellers in the wet village and 201
in the dry village could be contacted.

I Nature of Land Transfers:

An attempt is made in this section to analyse
the land transfers classified by sales, gifts and
partitions and extent and value of land sold. The
data for this section was obtained from the Index II
Register maintained at the Sub-Registrar's Office
which was introduced in 1967.

1. Land Transfers by Types:

As can be seen from Table VI.1, that out of
304 registrations, 279 (92 per cent) related +to
agricultural land and 25 (8 per cent) related to
non-agricultural land (Natham land). Out of the 279
registrations related to agricultural land, 63 per
cent‘related to sale of land, 27 per cent to land
mortgages, 2 per cent to partitions and about 1 per
cent to gifts. The 20 others include 4 auction sale

by court, 3 viduthalai, 2 receipt for bhalance paid




Table VI.1 : Registration of Documents by Types of Land Transfers (Wet Village)
(in numbers)

Agricultural Land Non-agricultural Land
Year
Sales Morit- Gifts Parti- Others Total Sales Others Total
gages tions

1967 12 7 - - 2 21 2 - 2
1968 5 6 - 1 2 15 - - -
1969 5 6 - - 1 12 1 1 2
1970 11 9 - 3 - 23 5 1 6
1971 14 6 - 1 1 22 1 2 3
1972 16 7 - - 1 24 1 1 2
1973 7 4 - - - 11 1 - 1
1974 i1 2 - - - 13 1 - 1
1975 14 4 2 - - 20 2 - 2
1976 5 - - 1 - 6 - - -
1977 10 4 - - - 14 - - -
1978 13 4 2 - 1 20 - - -
1979 13 2 - - 7 22 2 - 2
1980 22 - - - 1 23 - - -
1981 7 - - - 1 8 - 1 1
1982 7 2 - - 1 10 - 2 2
1983 3 11 - - 1 15 1 - 1
Total 176 74 4 6 19 279 17 8 25

Source: Index II, Sub~Registrar's Office.

ociL
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and 11 surety. All the 4 gifts were made to the

family members and relatives.

The data regarding the types of land trans-—
fers registered for the dry viilage is presented in
Table VI.2. The total number of registrations
were 963. Out of this, 88 per cent related to agri-
cultural land and 12 per cent to nonw-agricultural
land {Natham land). Out of the 845 registrations
relating to agricultural land,47 per cent (401)
related to sale of land, 7 per cent to leases1, T per
cent to gifts and 2 per cent to partitions. Land
transfers categorised under ‘'others' included loans
54, sale of trees 22, cancellations 15, conditional

sales 5, viduthalal 5, conditional mortgage 3,

withdrawal of court case 2, and oppontha avanam 1,

Out of 58 gifts 4 were made for the following :

(1) construction of primary health centre, (ii) digging
of well for drinking water, (iii) construction of
over-head tank for drinking water supply, and

(iv) construction of building for public radio of

1 In the dry village, the garden with trees like
coconut trees, mango trees etc, leased out for
few years. This 62 leases were not permanent,



Table Vi.<Z : Hegilstration ot Documenis by lypes of Land Iransfers {(Dry Village)
(in number)

Agricultural Land Non-agricultural land
Year
Sales Mort- Leases Gifts Parti- Others Total Szales Others Total
gages tions

1667 27 S 1 1 1 - 33 5 1 6
1368 18 9 - 2 1 2 32 10 1 11
1969 10 11 1 - - 30 o8 3 1 4
1970 20 11 - 4 1 5 41 - - -
1971 25 11 2 1 - 7 46 3 1 4
1972 29 9 1 1 - ) 45 13 2 15
1973 33 26 - 4 1 5 69 14 2 16
1974 34 13 4 6 - 1 8 6 4 10
1975 25 26 4 3 2 6 67 8 - 8
1976 12 4 3 3 q 8 31 2 - 2
1977 23 4 1 6 - 4 38 2 - 2
1978 15 11 g 7 1 4 47 4 ) 2
1979 21 7 13 2 - 8 51 2 1 3
1880 21 18 6 6 1 1 53 8 4 12
1981 37 11 5 3 2 S 63 2 1 3
1982 21 14 3 7 2 10 59 4 3 7
1983 23 13 7 2 - 6 31 7 1 8
Total 401 203 62 58 13 107 844 92 27 119

Source; Index II, Sub~Registrar's Oifice.

¢cl
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panchayat union and remaining 54 gifts were given to

the famlly members and relatives.

In effect, the transfer of ownership of land
is confined only to transfers under sales, partitions
and gifts. Land transfers registered under 'mort-
gages' and 'leases’are only temporary and conditional
transfers and the absolute right of ownership is
not given to the transferee. Also, transfers cate-
gorised under 'others' are also temporary and are
conditional transfers. Thus, land transfers under
the three categories, viz., sales, partitions and
gifts are the major and real transfers of land
ownership that are relevant for the present purpose.
Hence only these three types of transfers are consi-

dered in the following analysis.

It was pointed out in earlier chapter five
in the context of discussing the changes in the
distribution of land holdings at the village levels
that.demographic and economic factors {(indicated by
sales) appear as the major factors leading to changes
in the ownership of land holdings. This we further
examine based on the recorded land transfers pertain-

ing to the two selected villages.
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Our data points out that 176 land transfers
with 148.88 acres in the wet village and 401 trans-—
fers involving 393.20 acres were effected through
sales. In contrast only 6 transactions with 54.21
acres in the wet village and 13 with 407.45 acres in
the dry village related to partitions of land resulting
from population pressure; and land transferred through
gifts was 18.26 acres in four transactions in the
wet village, 58 transactions involving 187.14 acres
in the dry village. It is evident from the data
that the sale of land, in terms of number, was
hishest followed by '"partitions' resulting from
population growth and 'gifts'! to family members and
relatives for both the wet and dry villages. But
in terms of area, the land partitions and glfts
formed the major cause of land transfers 1in the dry
village, these two together accounting for 60.20
per cent (41.25 per cent under partitions and 18.95
per cent under gifts) while 'sales' accounted for
39.80 per cent of the total land ownershlp trans-
ferred. However, in the wet village the extent of
land transferred under 'sale' was the highest wilth

67.26 per cent while 'partitions' and ‘'gifts'
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accounted for 24,50 per cent and 8,25 per cent res-
pectively, These results broadly substantiates the
earlier contention that demographic and economic
factors are the major forces of shifts in the

ownership of land holdings in the rural -areas.

2. Number and Area of Land Sales:

Another dimension of the extent of land
transfers is in relation to the total owned land
cultivated (Table VI.3). Land transfers through sale
of land was 25,49 per cent of the cultivated area
(584.12 acres) in the wet village. Highest number
of land sales was recorded in 1980, As can be seen
from the Figures VI.1 and VI.2 there were considerable
fluctuations in the number of sales and the area of
land involved over the 17 year period 1967 to 1983.
There was a steep decrease in the number of land

sales as well as the extent of land sold from 1980.

In the case of the dry village the extent of
land sales in relation to the total cultivated area

(2704.4 acres) was 14,54 per cent agalnst 25,49 per
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Table VI.3 : Distribution of Number and Area of Land
Sales (Wet Viliage)

% of Extent of % ?f acres
Year No.of Eé}gnt izliie ii%gltgrzge iﬁ;dtgial
sales (acres) total of cultivgm extent of
No.of ted land in area
sales 1983 sold
1983 3 2,08 1.70 0.36 1.40
1982 7 4.41 3.98 0.75 2,96
1981 7 6.66 3,98 1.14 4,47
1980 22 13.81 12.50 2.36 9.28
1979 13 14.49 7.39 2,48 9,73
1978 13 9.39 7.39 1.61 6.3
1977 10 18,26 5.65 3.13 12.26
1976 5 8.92 2.84 1.53 5.99
1975 14 7.07 7.95 121 4,72
1974 11 8.75 6.25 1.50 5,88
1973 7 4,50 3.98 0.77 3.02
1972 16 9.32 9.09 1.60 6.26
1971 14 12,90 7.95 2.21 8.66
1970 11 15.22 6.25 2,61 10,22
1369 5 3.12 2.84 0.53 2.10
1968 6 2.79 3.41 0.48 1.87
1967 12 7.19 6.82 1.23 4,83
Total 176 148,88 100,00 25,49 100,00

Source; Index II, Sub-Registrar's Office,.
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cent in the wet village, and 15.7 per cent of the
cultivated area was transferred by way of parti=-
tions. As observed in the case of the wet village,
the number of land transfers as well as the area

of land involved fluctuated considerably between
years during the period 1867-1983(see Table V1.4
and Figures VI.3 and VI.4).

An interesting feature emerging from the
above detalls is the extent of land sales relative
to the owned cultivated area which was much highexr
in the wet village relative to the dry village.

This indicates that the operation of the economic
factors causing land sales appear quite prominent in
the wet village which may be closely related to the

economic prosperity of the village,

3. Area and Value of Land Sales:

While it may be interest to compare the land
prices by transactions and over time, such an exercise
could not be carried out because of the lack of

detailed data. It may be mentioned that the price
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Table VI.4 : Distribution of Number and Area of Land
Sales (Dry Village)

% of Extent of % of acres
: sales sale to the sold to
No,of c=xtent

Year cold to the total area the total

RS (aeres) OTRL SLCihivn oitene of
sales 1985 sold
1983 23 25,46 5.74 0.95 6.48
1982 21 13,20 5,24 0.49 3.36
1981 37 42,10 9.23 1.56 10,71
1980 21 17.44 5. 24 0.64 4.44
1979 21 22,26 5.24 0.82 . 5.66
1978 15 10.47 3.74 0.39 2,66
1977 23 19.13 5.74 0.71 4,87
1976 12 6.22 2.99 0.23 1,58
1975 26 27.25 6.48 1.01 6.93
1974 34 37.54 8.48 1.39 9.55
1973 33 25,97 8.23 0.96 6.60
1972 29 33,40 7.23 1.24 8.49
1971 25 27.38 6.24 1.01 6,96
1970 20 28.51 4,99 1,05 7.25
1969 16 7.72 3.99 0.29 1.96
1968 18 23,44 4.49 0.87 5,96
1967 27 25,71 6.73 0,95 6.54
Total 401  393.20 100,00 14,54 100,00

Source ; Index II, Sub-Registrar's Office.
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of land varies apart from the quality of land and
so many factors like its location, the urgent of the
buyer or seller, etc. In the absence of detailed
information on these various aspects, an attempt is
made only to present the average value of the land
sold at different points of time. The value of land
as recorded at the time of registration of the docu-
ments, is considered here. It is more probable the
price or the value of land recorded in the documents
reflect the minimum price as fixed by the government
rather than the market price or the actual price paid
or received, as the stamp duty payable is directly
related to the value of the land declared in the

document.

The average value of land sold during the
entire reference period was R.2663 per acre and 52308
per acre respectively in the case of the wet and
dry villages. At the aggregate level there does not
appear to be a considerable difference in the price
of land between the wet and dry villages. Land prices
as recorded, showed a continuous increase in both

type of villages, with the exception one or two years
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in the case of the wet village, where the recorded
price is lower than the preceding year. In fact after
1974 the price of land in the wet and dry villages
have came much closer, over time the differences
appear to have declined. This does not mean to say
that price differential does not exist between irri-
gated and unirrigated land within the same area, a
considerable difference might exist between these

two classes of land (see Tables VI.5 and VI.6 and
Figures VI.5 and VI.6).

4, The Sale of Land by Size:

Another interesting feature of the land
transfers through sales is the size of land involved.
Nearly 74 per cent of the total number of sale trans-
actions in the wet village and 71 per cent in the
dry village, the extent of land sold was less than
one acre and these accounted for about 38 per cent
and 34 per cent of the land sold in the wet and
dry villages respectively (Table VI.7). About 31
per cent of the land sold in the wet village and

about 27 per cent in the dry village accounting for
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Table VI.S : Distribution of Extent of Land Sold
and Land Value (Wet Village)

Average

Year %;i?? %ﬁfint ;iiue
acres) acre

(Rs.)
1983 10011 2.08 4813
1982 20891 4,41 4737
1981 20219 6.66 3036
1980 45781 13,81 3315
1979 49667 14.49 3928
1978 24726 9.39 2633
1977 35443 18.26 2160
1976 26099 8.92 2926
1975 18942 7.07 2679
1974 22004 8.75 2515
1973 11069 4,50 2460
1972 23912 9.32 2566
1971 26324 12.90 2041
1970 31265 15.22 2054
1969 7852 3.12 2517
1968 6414 2,79 2299
1967 11810 7.19 1643
Total 396429 148,88 2663

source:; Index II, Sub-Heglstrar's Office.
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Table VI.6 : Distribution of Extent of Land Sold
and Land Value (Dry Village)

Extent fverage

Value sold value

Year (Rs.) (acres) here
(Rs.)

1983 109776 25,46 4312
1982 45085 13,20 3719
1981 142530 42,10 3386
1980 47575 17.44 2728
1979 59970 22,26 2694
1978 28230 10,47 2696
1977 49190 19.13 2571
1976 16975 6.22 2729
1975 76675 27.25 2814
1974 92725 37.54 2470
1973 55300 25,97 2129
1972 52700 33,40 1578
1971 37228 27.38 1360
1970 41350 28.51 1450
1969 10100 7.72 1308
1968 15000 23,44 640
1967 23100 25,71 898
Total’ 907509 393,20 2308

Source: Index II, Sub-Registrar’s Office.
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Table VI,7 : Distribution of Land Sales by Size (Acres)

Type Less than 0.50 0.51-1.00 1.01-2,00 2.01-5.00 5.01 & above Total

of

vil~ No. Area No. Area No. Area NOo. Area No. Area No. Area
lage

Wet 82 21.64 48 35,09 33 45.70 11 34,85 2 11.39 176 148,88

(46.58) (14,53) (27.27) (23.57) (1i8.75) {30.70) (6.25) (23.42) (1.14) (7.78)(100.0){100.0)

Dry 174 48,24 109 83,85 75 107.71 39 126.57 4 26,83 401 393,20
(43,29) (12.27) (27.18) (21.33) (18.70) (27.39) {9.73) (22.19) (1.00) (6.82)(100.0)(100.0)

Source: Index II, Sub-Registraf‘s Office.

Note : Figures in brackeis indicate percentages.

w
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about 19 per cent of the sale transactions, were
between one and two acres., Land sales of more than
5 acres accounted for about 7 per cent of the land
sold in the dry as well as wet villages. It appears
from the size distribution of land sales, a majority
of transactions have taken place involving small
parcels of land, though in terms of the total area
involved their share may be small. This leads on

to whether (a) is it the small land owners that are
parting away with their land or the relatively large
owners selling away a part of their land because of
the location of the plot or other considerations and
(b) who are the buyers of these small parcels of
land, again are those the landless and small culti-
vators who attempt to improve their standing or the
relatively large land owners. Some of these lssues

are examined in a later section,

5. Land Transfers - By Caste Groups (Wet Village):

With the available information from the sale
documents supplemented by personal enquiries an

attempt was made to classify the buyers and sellers
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of land on the basis of their caste. The caste
groups were formed using the Tamil Nadu Government's
Classification. Of the 176 transactions registered
in the case of the wet village, only in 6 cases the
caste group of the buyers and sellers could not be
ascertained, while in the case of the dry village,
of the 401 transactions in as many 61 transactions
the castes of the buyers/sellers could not be
ascertained (Details are presented in Table VI.8

and VI.9).

As can be evidenced from the Table VI.8 in
the wet village persons belonging to the Backward
Castes (BCs) sold most of the land involved in the
sale transactions (73 per cent) followed by those
belonging to Forward Castes (FCs) (22 per cent) and
Scheduled Castes (SCs) (% per cent). In terms of
purchases also those belonging to the BCs had a
higher share {54 per cent) followed by SCs (31 per
cent), FCs (12.5 per cent) and Muslims (2.5 per cent).
The difference between the extent of land sold and
purchased by each group would indicate the nat gain

or loss of that group. On this basis, the net



Table VI.B8 : Distribution of Buyers and Sellers by Caste Groups
(Wet Village)

Buyers
B Cs S Cs F Cs Muslims Total
'8 Cs 54 58 13 - 125
! (56.66) (32,72} (17.71) (106,49)
1
t
‘s cs? 4 13 - 17
Sellers ' (2.00) (5,28) (7.28)
1
1
F Cs® 16 9 1 28
g (19.95) (7.20) (1.15) (32.14)
1
yMuslims - - - -
1]
74 80 14 170
Total (78.61) (45.20)  (18.26) (145.91)
Note: Figures in brackets indicate ihe areaz of land in acres.

1 B Cs : Vellalzr, Vanniyar, Kavarai,Pandaram, Thevar, Sengunthan,

Kallar, Oddar, Keonar, Agamudeyar, and Thatcher.
2 5Cs : Parayar, and Pallar.
3 F Cs ¢ Iyyar, Iyangar, Desigar, Naidu, Chettiyar, and Kurukkal.

[4°4%



Table VI.9 : Distribution of Buyers and Sellers by Caste Groups

(Dry Village)

Buyers
B Cs S Cs F Cs Muslims Total
1 B Cs! 295 1 3 5 304 .
! (255.07) (0.58) (2.90) (2.07) (260.62)
1
14
: ) 052 15 - - — 15

Sellers ! (15.89) (15,89)
" 3
' F Cs 14 - - - 14
! (38.18) ) (38.18)
[}

1

! Muslims 5 - - - 5

! (7.71) (7.71)
329 1 3 5 338

Total (316.85)  (0.38)  (2.90)  (2.07)  (2322.40)

Note: Tigures in brackets indicate the area of land in acres.

1 B Cs: Vellalar, Vanniyar, Padayachi, Bovar, Kurumbar, Kunchidigar,
Kavarai, Vaniya Chettiyar, Maratta, Balija, Vedar, Naicker,
rollar, Thatcher and Navithar.

2 S Cs: Perayar.

3 F Cs: udaliyar and Lingayath.

EFL
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gainers appear to be those belonging to the SCs,
who while sold away only 7.28 acres, purchased 45,20
acres, so also the Muslims who only purchased some
land. The other two caste groups, namely BCs and
FCs were the net losers. While those belonging

to BCs sold away 106.49 acres, against purchase of
78.61 acres, those belonging to FCs sold away 32.14
acres and in turn purchased 18.26 acres, There did
not appear to be any strong preferences either to
sell or to buy from the same caste group, and inter=-
caste group land transfers through sales appear to
be quite prevalent, though the purchases by BCs

was mainly from those belonging to BCs.

In the dry village (Table VI.9) of the 338
land transfers, 304 sale and 329 purchase transactions
were effected by those belonging to BCs. Of the total
322,40 acres of land sold 260.62 acres or 80.84 per
cent was made by those belonging to BCs followed by
FCs (38.18 acres or 11.84 per cent), SCs (15,89
acres or 4.93 per cent) and Muslims (7.71 acres or
2.39 per cent). Similarly those belonging to the

BCs purchased almost the entire land (98.28 per cent
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or 316.85 acres) sold during this period. Those
belonging to SCs, FCs and Muslims bought respec-
tively 0,18 per cent, 0,90 per cent and 0.64 per
cent. The net gainers in the process were, however,
those belonging to the BCs, while those belonging

to the other caste groups were the net losers,

Thus, the caste-wise distribution of the
net gainers in the process of land transfers through
sales which indicates that it was those belonging to
the SCs in the wet village, in the dry village it was
those belonging to the BCs, who may not be very much
different from the SCs except that they are one-step

above in the social heirarchy relative to the SCs.

II Socio=Economic Characteristics of Buyers and

Sellers of Land:

In this section we present the socio-economic
background of those involved directly in the land
transfers. These are classified by buyers, sellers,
buyers and sellers and others. The analysis is based
on the data obtained by interviewing the respondents

from both the wet and dry villages.



146

1. Religious Composition:

An interesting feature of theo village popu-
lation is its religious composition. The village
population comprised of three religlous groups,
namely, Hindus, Christians and Muslims. The distri-
bution of respondents by religion for the wet village

can be seen from Table VI.10. The majority of the

Table VI.10 : Distribution of Respondents by Religion
(Wet Village)

. Buyers & I
Religion  Buyers Sellers Sellers Others Total

Hindu 64 27 25 4 120
Christian 1 2 - - 3
Muslim 2 - - - 2
Total &7 29 25 4 125

%  QOthers in the wet village include the 2 respon-
dents involved in purchase and gift of the land;
one involved in gift alone and one person
affected by auction sale by court.
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respondents belonged to the Hindu religion and only

5 respondents belonged to Christians and Muslims.

The distribution of respondents by religion
for the dry village is presented in Table VI.11. Out
of the 244 respondents 239 belonged to Hindu religion

and only 2 belonged to Muslims. About 25 per cent of

Table VI.11 : Distribution of Respondents by Religion
(Dry Village)

Religion Buyers Sellers Buyers & Others¥* Total

S5ellers
Hindu 78 60 45 56 239
Muslim - - 2 - 2
Total 78 60 47 56 2411

# Others in the dry village included 16 respondents
involved in gift; 15 involved in purchase, sale
and gift; 10 involved in purchase and gift; 4
involved in partitions; 4 involved in sale and
gift; 2 involved in purchase and partitions; one
involved in sale and partitions; one involved
in purchase, gift and partitions; one involved
in sale, gift and partitions; one involved in
purchase and viduthalai; and one involved in
purchase, gift and viduthalai.
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the respondents sold off, 32 per cent of the respon-
dents purchased, 20 per cent of the respondents

purchased and sold off the land.

2, Caste Composition:

Another interesting feature of the respon-
dents is their caste composition, The village popu-
lation belonged to many castes including Muslim and

Christian. As can be seen from Table VI.12 the

Table VI.12 ; Distribution of Respondents by Castes
(Wet Village)

Castes Buyers Sellers gziigis& Others Total
S Cs 36 4 7 3 50
B Cs 25 24 17 1 67
F Cs 4 1 1 - 6
Muslims 2 ~ - - 2

Total 67 29 25 4 125




149

under-privileged communities {predominantly SCs)

who have been historically detached from land,

were in the process of acquiring accessibility to
land. This may be considered as a positive trend as
their economic status could be improved, if they

own some pieces of land,

The distribution of respondents according to
castes 1s given in Table VI.13 for the dry village.

Table VI.13 : Distribution of Respondents by Castes
(Dry Village)

Castes Buyers Sellers g:iigis& Others Total
S Cs - 6 1 - 7
B Cs 78 51 - 44 53 226
F Cs - 3 - 3 6
Mus lims - ~ 2 - 2

Total 78 60 47 56 241
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All the respondents belonging to the category of
buyers were from the Backward Castes, Unlike in
the case of the wet village, where SCs had accessiw
bility to land, in the case of the dry village BCs

were engaged in buying the land and the SCs continued

to be as they were in the past.

3. Status of Residence:

The distribution of respondents by residence
is presented in Table VI.14 for the wet village. Out
of the 125 respondents, 76 were from the same village

and the remaining 49 were from the neighbouring

Table VI.14 : Distribution of Respondents by Residence
(Wet Village)

&
Residence Buyers Sellers gg{fzis Others Total

Within
the
village 44 13 15 4 76

Outside
the
village 23 16 10 - 49

Total 67 29 25 4 125
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15 villages. It is obvious from the table that the
buyers from the same village were more compared to
the sellers. 1In the case of sellers, sellers from

outside the village were more than the sellers from

the same village.

The distribution of the respondents by resie
dence for the dry village is presented in Table VI.15.

Table VI,15 : Distribution of Respondents by Residence
(Dry Village)

Residence Buyers Sellers gg{igis& Others Total

Within
the
village 73 53 43 46 215

QOutside
the
village 5 7 4 10 26

Total 78 60 47 56 241
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Qut of the 241 respondents, 215 were from the same
village and the remaining from outside the village.
It is evident from the table that the buyers from
the same village were more than that of the sellers,

as in the wet village,

4, Family Size:

Data on the distribution of the buyers,
sellers, etc. by size of family for the wet village
is presented in Table VI,16. The average size of
the family for the buyers was 5.43, for sellers 5.59
and for buyers and sellers 5.64, against the average

size of 5.50 for all the holdings.

Similar data for the dry village is given
in Table VI,17. The average size of the family for
all households was 5,90 persons. The average size
of the households in the case of the sellers was
4,90, for buyers 6.94, for buyers and sellers 6,06
persons. It is important to note that the size of
the buyer households was larger than those of the

other groups.



Table VI.16 : Distribution of Buyers,
Size of Family (Wet Village)
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Sellers,

etc. by

ggigzis Buyers  Sellers uyers & others  Total
1 1 (1) - - 1 (1)
2 2 {4) 4 (8) 3 (6) (2) 10 (20)
3 9 (27) 2 (6) 3 (9) 14 (42)
4 13 (52) 5 (20) 3 (12) 21 (84)
5 13 (65) 7 (35) 3 (15) (5) 24(120)
6 14 (84) 2 (12) 4 (24) 20(120)
7 7 (49) 2 (14) 4 (28) (14). 15{(105)
8 4 {32) 1 (8) 2 (16) 7 (56)
9 - 3 (27) 1 (9) 4 (36)
10 2 (20) 2 (20) 1 (10) 5 (50)
12 - 1 (12) 1 {12) 2 (24)
15 2 (30) - - 2 (30)
Total 67(364) 29(162) 25{141) 4 (21} 125(688)
Note: The figures in brackets indicate number of family

members.
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Table VI.17 i Distribution of Buyers, Sellers, etc. by
Size of Family (Dry Village)

No.of
;Zﬁﬁéis Buyers Sellers gg{izis& Others Total
1 - 3 (3) - 1 (1) 4 (4)
2 3 (6) 9 (18) 4 (8) 5 (10) 21 {42)
3 6 (18) 9 (27) 5 (15) 9 (27) 29 (87)
4 11 (44) 9 (36) 7 (28) 12 (48) 39(156)
5 8 (40) 9 (45) 6 (30) 10 (50) 33(165)
6 11 (66) 5 (30) 8 (48) 7 (42) 31(186)
7 10 (70) 5 (35) 4 (28) 2 (14) 21(147)
8 11 (88) 6 (48) 4 (32) 4 (32) 25(200)
9 7 {63) 1 {9) 2 (18) 1 (9 11 (99)
10 3 {30) 2 (20) 4 (40) 1 {10) 10(100)
11 1 (11) 1 (11) - 2 (22) 4 (44)
12 2 (24) 1 (12) 1 (12) = 4 (48)
13 - 2 (26) 17 {13) 3 (39)
14 - - - - -
15 1 (15) - - - 1 (15)
16 3 (48) - - - 3 (48)
17 - - - -
18 1 {18) - - - 1 (18)
285 - - - (25) 1 (25)
Total © 78(541)  60(294)  47(285) 56{303) 241(1423)

Note: The figures in the brackets indicate number of
family members.
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5. Education;

Distribution of the buyers and sellers, etc.
by the number of educated persons in the family is
presented in Table VI.18 for the wet village. The
ratio of educated persons to total population was

63 per cent, which was higher than the national lite-
-1

racy rate.
As can be seen from Table VI.19 that out of
1423 persons about 25 per cent had some education in
the dry village. The literacy rate for the sellers
was lower compared to the other groups and was higher
compared to buyers and sellers, Nearly 37 per cent
of the families had no educated persons in the family,
24 per cent of the families had one person educated
and 18 per cent of the families with two educated
persons., Thus there was an inverse relationship
between the number of educated persons and number of

family members. -

1 The literacy rate for India was 36.23 per cent
as per 1981 census.
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Table VI.18 : Distribution of Buyers, Sellers, etc. by
the Number of Educated Persons in +the
Family (Wet Village)

No. of
Sducated  Buvers  Sellers aoYers & Others Total
(standard)
0 7 (0) 1 {(0) 3 (0) - 11 (0)
1 "1y 2 (2 2 (2) - 15 (15)
2 10 (20) 6 (12) 4 (8) 3(6) 23 (46)
. 3 12 (36) 3 {9) 3 (9) 1(3) 19 (57)
4 10 (40) 5 (20) 2 (8) - 17 {68)
5 99 (45) 5 {25) 4 (20) = 18 (9v)
6 4 (24) 4 (24) 2 (12) - 10 {60)
7 1 (7) 2 (14) 3 (21) - 6 (42)
8 17 (8) - 1 (8) = 2 (16)
9 - 1 (9) 1 (9) = 2 (18)
10 - - - - -
11 1 (11) - - - 1 (11)
12 1 (12) - - - 1 {12)
Total 67(214)  29(115)  25(97)  4(9)  125(435)

Note: The figures in the brackets indicate the number
of educated persons,
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Table VI.19 : Distribution of Buyers, Sellers, etc. by
the Number of Educated Persons in the
Family (Dry Village)

No.of

ersons
gducated Buyers Sellers bDuyers & Others Total

ellers
(standard)

0 25 (0) 30 (0) 12 (0) 22 (0) 89 (0O)
1 20 (20) 12 (12) 13 (13) 13 (13) 58 (58)
2 16 (32) 9 (18) 9 (18) 10 (20) 44 (88)
3 8 (24) 5 (15) 5 (15) 5 (15) 23 (69)
4 5 (20) 3 (12) 4 (16) 2 (8) 14 (56)
5 - - 2 (10) 2 (10) 4 (20)
6 3 (18) - - 2 (12) 5 (30)
7 1 {7y 1 (7)) 2 (14) - 4 (28)
Total 78(121) 60 (64) 47 (86) 56 (78) 241(349)

Note: Figures in brackets indicate number of educated
persons.
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6. Tenurial Status:

The distributien of respondents by tenurial
status is presented in Table VI.20 for the wet
village. Out of the 125 respondents, 64 per cent of
the respondents were owner cultivators, 14 per cent
owner~cum-tenant cultivators, 8 per cent landless, 4
per cent owner cum-mortgaged out and 3 per cent
owner but mortgaged out. Out of the 125 respondents,
10 respondents had become landless and one buyer also
had sold out the land (but it was not registered).

It is also to be noted that out of 80 pure owners,

52 were buyers,

The distribution of buyers, sellers,etc., by
tenurial status for the dry village may be seen from
the Table VI.21. Out of the 241 respondents 86 per
cent were pure owners, 5 per cent landless, 4 per cent
owner—cum=land mortgaged out and 3 per cent owner-cum—
tenants. Also 10 out of the 13 landless were sellers,

1 was buyer and seller and 2 others.

7. Land Ownership:

Our analysis with respect to the land owned

and operated is confined to 124 respondents in the
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Table VI.20 : Distribution of Res ondents by Tenurial
Status {Wet Villageg

Status Buyers Sellers Eg{ig;s& Others Total
1 Landless 1 4 5 - 10
2 Owner 52 11 13 4 80
3 Owner-cum-

tenants 8 5 5 - 18
4  QOwner-cume

mortgaged out 3 2 - - 5
5 Owner-cum=

mortgaged in 1 1 - - 2
6 Land leased

in alone

(pure

tenants) - 2 - - 2

7 Cwner but
leased out 1 2 - - 3

8 Owner but
mortgaged
out 1

ho
Y
i

<

Total 67 29 24 4 125




Table VI.21 : Distribution of Res
Status {Dry Village

160

gondents by Tenurial

Status Buyers Sellers g:iizis& Others Total
17 Landless - 10 1 2 13
2 Owner 70 46 41 50 207
3 Owner-cum-—

tenants 4 1 - 2 7
4  Owner—cum-

mortgaged out 1 1 5 2 9
5 Ownerwcum-~

mortgaged in 3 - - - 3
6 Land leased in

alone {pure

tenants? - - - - -
7 Owner but

leased out - - - - -
8 Owner hut

mortgaged out - 1 - - 1
9 Cultivator of

government

land -~ 1 - - L
Total 78 60 47 56 241
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wet village and 238 respondents in the dry village,
as the data on land owned and operated were not
revealed by 1 respondent in the wet village and 3
respondents in the dry village. Distribution of

the buyers, sellers, etc., by their land holdings
can be seen from Table VI,22 for the wet village.
Out of the 356.66 acres of land owned, 67 per cent
of the land was owned by buyers, 13 per cent by
sellers, 15 per cent by buyers and sellers and 5 per
cent by 'others'. There was no ownership holdings
in the size class more than 15 acres except the
buyers, For all categories, respondents in the

size class between 1.01 - 2,50, and 2.51 = 5,00 have

dominatea the agrarian scene.

The distribution of land holdings by size
of the buyers, sellers, etc,, can be seen from
Table VI.23 for the dry village. Out of the 241
respondents, 238 respondents owned 1419.08 acres of
land and there was no response from 3 respondents.
Out of these 238 respondents, 18 per cent belonged
to the below 1.00 acre group and accounted for & per
cent of the land owned and 5 per cent of the holdings

in the size class between 1.01 -~ 2,50 acres accounted

for 20 per cent of the land.



Table VI.22 : Distribution of Respondents by Size of the Land Owned (Wet Village)
Size Buyers Sellers g:iigis& Total

No, Area Area No. Area
Landless 1 0.00 0.00 12 0.00
Less than
1.00 26 16.36 2 3.37 43 27.41
1.01=-2.350 22 36.23 & 11.38 37 60,32
2.,51=-5,00 10 32,88 S 22,25 20 72.31
5,01-7.50 2 12,40 - 2 12.40
7.91+10.00 - - 18.19 2 18.19
10.01-15.00 1 15.00 1 - 3 41,50
15.01 & S5 124,53 - 5 124,33
above
Total &7 237.40 55.19 124 356.66

[4)"



Table VI,23 : Distribution of Respondents by Size of Land Owned (Dry Village)

Buyers &

51 26 Buyers Sellers Sellers Others Total
No. Area No, Area No., Area No. Area Mo. Area
Landless - - 11 0,00 1T 0. Q0 2 0,00 14 0.00
Less than
1.00 3 2.57 6 3.30 - - 2 1.56 71 7.43
1.01-2.50 3 6.3 12 21.38 7 13,40 11 20.02 23 61.71
2,51=5,00 23 88.37 21 83.32 12 43,55 13 47,08 69 262.32
5.01-7.30 18 111.71 5 28.96 8 48,18 17 110.78 49 299,63

7.31-10.00 13 113.92 3 25.00 13 115.90 4 33.69 33 288,31
10.01-15,00 10 120.14 1 15.00 4 51.73 2 24,25 17 211.12

15.01 & 5 108.36 1 25,00 2 45,50 5 109.50 13 288.36
above

Total 75 551.98 60 201.96 47 318.26 56 346.88 238 1419.08

E9L
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B8, Operational Holdings:

Distribution of area and number of cperational
holdings for the wet village can be seen from
Table VI.24, The 124 respondents together operated
426,25 acres of land while the total area owned by
them was 356.66 (see Table VI,22), It is important
to note that the number of operators in the smaller
size groups (less than 1.00 acre and 1.01 to 2.50)
was less when compared to the land owned, The diffe-
rence between area owned and operated was more marked
in the size group between 5.01 - 7.50 acres. The
difference was more in the case of sellers. This
seems to be that the sellers cultivated more land
to compensate for the area sold. The majority of

the cultivators belonged to the small size group.

As can be seen from Table VI.25 the total
area of operational holdings of the 238 respondents
was 1448.98 acres and total area owned by them was
1419.08 (Table Vi.23). An important feature of the
data‘is that the difference between the area operated
and owned in the wet village was more than that of

the dry village.
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Table VI.24 : Distribution of Area Operated-and Number of Operators
Wet Village)

S5 2 Buyers Sellers gg¥i£is& Others Total

No. Area RNo. Area No. Area Ne. Area No. Area
Landless 3 0.00 8 0.00 6. 0.00 - - 17 0.00
Less than
1.00 23 15.00 8 6.51 S5 3.37 1 0.50 37 25,38
1.01-2,50 19 33.22 S 9,04 3 5.16 2 4,12 29 51.84
2.51-5,00 10 33.71 4 15.64 5 18.91 - - 19 68.26
2.01-7.50 6 335.19 3 19.03 3 17.37 - - 12 71.55
7.51-10.00 - - - - 2 18.19 - - 2 18.19
10,01-15.,00 1 15.00 - - - - 1 14,50 2 29.50
15.01 & 3 124.53 1 37.00 - - - - 6 161,53
above
Total 67 256,91 29 87.22 24 63.00 4 19,12 124 426.25

G9lL



Table VI.25 @

Distribution of Area Operated and Number of Operators (Dry

Village)
Sie 3uyers Sellers §Z¥igis& Others Total
No. Area No. Area No. Area No. Area No. Ares
Landless - - 11 0.00 - - 2 0.00 13 0.00
Less than
1.00 1 0.77 6 2,65 - - 1 0.56 8 3.98
1.01-2.50 3 5.71 11 20.13 8 15.40 11 20,02 33 60.72
2.951-.5,00 24 94,86 i8 71.80 11 40,90 14 54,74 67 262,30
5.01-7.50 19 117.47 8 46,16 11 66.28 17 104,62 55 334.353
7.51-10,00 12 105,40 4 34.17 11 99.30 4 33.69 31 272.%6
10.01-15,00 10 118.80 1 15,00 4 50.48 2 24,25 17 208.53
1?.01 & & 126.36 1 25,00 2 45.50 5 109.50 14 306,36
above
Total 75 569.37 60 214,91 47 317.86 56 347.38 238 1448.98

G99l
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9, Land and Caste:

In this section an attempt is made to analyse
the caste~wise distribution of land holdings in
terms of area owned and operated for the selected
villages. The distribution of area owned by caste
groups can be seen from the Table VI.26 for the
wet village, Our analysis is confined to the 124
respondents., The total area owned by the 124 res-
pondents was 356.66 acres. Out of thils, 53 per cent
of the holdings belonged to the Backward Castes who
owned 68 per cent of the area; about 40 per cent of
the holdings belonged to SCs and controlled 22 per
cent of the area; about 5 per cent of the holdings
belonging +to FCs claimed 9 per cent of the area.
The average size of the holdings for all caste
groups was 2.88 acres; but the average size of the
holdings for FCs was 5.46 acres, for BCs 3,67 acres
and for SCs 1.56 acres. It is clear from the table
that about two-thirds of the land was owned by BCs
and the average size of the holdings for FCs and

BCs was more than the average size of the holdings

for all caste groups.



Tabhle VI.Z26

Number and Area of Land Owned by Caste Groups (Wet Village)

Sackward Scheduled Forvard . .
s castes castes castes huslims Total
ize

iNo. Area No., Area No., Arca No. Ares No. Area
Landless 7 .00 4 0.00 1 0.00 - - 12 0,00
Less than
1.00 20 12.91 21 12.73 1 1.00 1 0.77 43 27 .41
1:01—'2'50 17 27903 19 31050 1 1&79 - band 37 60.32
2.571-5,00 13 47,85 4 13.83 2 7.49 1 3,14 20 72,31
5.01-7.30 1 7.00 1 5,40 - - - - 2 12.40
7:.51-10.00 2 18.19 - - - - - - 2 18.19
10.01-15.00 2 27,00 1 14,50 - - - - 3 41,50
15.01 & 4 102.03 - - 1 22.50 - - 5 124,53
above
Total 66 242,01 50 77.96 6 32,78 2 3.91 124 356,66

891
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The distribution of the number and area of
land operated by caste groups for the wet village
can be seen from Table VI,27. Out of the 124l
holdings with 426,25 acres, 53 per cent of the
holdings belonged to BCs owning 72 per cent of the
area; 40 per cent of the holdings belonged to SCs
who owned 19 per cent of the area; and 5 per cent
of the holdings belonged to the FCs owning about
9 per cent of the area. The average size of the
operated holdings increased for Backward, Forward
and Scheduled Castes and decreased for Muslims

compared to the area of land owned,

The distribution of the number and area of
land owned by caste groups for the dry village can
be seen from Table VI.28., Out of the 238 holdings,
94 pexr cent belonged to BCs controlling 93 per cent
of the area; 3 per cent of the holdings belonged to
SCs who owned only 0.4 per cent of the area; 2.5
per cent belonged to FCs controlling 4 per cent of
the area; and 0.5 per cent of the holdings belonged
to the Muslims owning 0.6 per cent of the area. The

average size of the holdings was 5,96 acres for all



Table VI.Z27 : Number and Area of Operational Holdings by Caste Groups

(Wet Village)

=R . :
Sacirerd  Schedled  Fomsrd  usiine  Total

No, Area Ho,. Area Ne, Aresa No. Area No, Area
Landless 10 0,00 5 0.00 1 2. 00 1 0,00 17 0.00
Less than
1.00 13 10.59 21 14,02 - - 1 0.77 37 25,38
1.01-2.50 11 20.58 17 29.47 1 1.79 - - 29 51.84
2.31=5,00 12 42,79 3 17.98 2 7.49 - - 19 68.26
5.,01-7.50 10 60.75 1 5,40 1 5.40 - - 12 71.55
7.351-10.00 2 18.19 - - - - - - 2 18.19
10.01-15.00 1 15.00 1 14.50 - - - - 2 29,50
15.01 & S 139.03 - - 1 22,50 - - 6 161.53
above
Total 66 306,93 50 81.37 6 37.18 2 0.77 124 426.25

0Ll



Table VI.Z28

: Number and Area of Land Owned by Caste Groups (Dry Village)

Scheduled Forward , . Backward -

Sy castes castes Muslims castes Total
jze

No, Area No, Area Nao. Area No, Area No. Area
Landless 2 0,00 1 0.00 - - 10 0,00 13 0,00
Less than
1.00 ‘1 0035 - - - - 10 7908 11 7043
1.01-2.50 4 6,27 1 1.37 - - 28 54,07 33 61.71
2.91=5,00 - - - - - - 69 262,32 69 262,32
5.01-7.50 - - 2 11.40 - - 47 288,23 49 299,63
7.51-10,00 - - - - 1 8.35 32 280,16 33 288.3%1
10.01-15,00 - - - - - - 17 211.12 17 211.12
15.01 & - - 2 45,00 - - 11 243.36 13 288,36
above
Total 7 6.62 3} 57.77 1 2.3% 224 1346,34 238 1419.08

LLL
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caste groups. The average size of the holdings for
BCs was 6.01 acres, for FCs 9,63 acres and SCs
0.95 acres. It is clear from the table that most

of the land was owned by persons belonging to the

BCs.

The distribution of the number and area of
land operated by caste groups can be seen from
Table VI.29. The total operated area was 1448,98
acres and the average size of the holdings was 6.09,
The total area of land operated by BCs was 1376.24
acres and the average size of holdings was 6,14
acres, The total area owned and area operated by
the SCs, FCs and Muslims remained the same (see
Table VI.28) as there was no change in the area.
But there was an increase in the area of land
operated by the BCs. It is clear from the table
that the area of operational holdings was higher

than the area owned by BCs.

10. Change in the land Ownership:

The distributlion of land owned hefore sale

or purchase of land for the wet village can be



Table VI1I.29 : Number and Area of Operational Holdings by Caste Groups

(Dry Village)

Scheduled Forward . Backward "
S castes castes Muslims castes Total
ize

No, Area No. Area No., Area No., Area No, Area
Landless 2 0.00 1 0.00 - - 10 0,00 13 0.00
Less than
1&00 1 On35 — — hand — ? 3-63 8 3098
1.01-2,.50 4 6.27 1 1.37 - - 28 53.08 33 60.72
2.51-5,00 - - - - - ~ 67 262,30 67 262,30
5,01-7.50 - - 2 11.40 - - 53 323.13 55 334.53
7.51-10.00 - - - - 1 8.35 30 264,21 31 272.36
10.01-15.00 - - - - - - 17 208,53 17 208.53
15.01 and - - 2 45,00 - - 12 261.36 14 306.36
above
Total 7 6,62 6 57.77 1 8,35 224 1376.24 238 1448,98

€Ll
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seen from Table VI.30. The total area of land

owned by respondents was 356,66 acres (at the time

of interview, 1985) (see Table VI.22) but before

the sale or purchase of land, the total area was
310.40 acres., The total area of the buyers increased
to 237.40 acres from 157.28 acres of land before
purchase of land, The total area of the sellers
decreased to 44,95 acres from 83.20 acres before the
sale of land. The total area of the buyers and |
sellers increased from 47.47 acres to 55.19 acres.

The total area decreased in the case of other group.
It is here important to note that 39 respondents

were landless before the purchase or sale of land

but in 1985, there were 12 landless (see Table VI.22).
This shows that the landless persons started acquiring
the land in the wet village.

As seen from Table VI.31 the area owned by
the buyers was 434,91 acres. It increased to 551,98
acres in 1985 (see Table VI.23)in the dry village.
The area of land owned by the sellers declined from
296,99 acres to 201.96 acres, the area of land owned

by the buyers and sellers increased from 279.17 acres



Table VI.30 ;

Distribution of Land Cwned Before Purchase or Sale of Land

(et Village)

Buyers &

510 Buyers Sellers Seilers Cthers Total
No. Area Mo. Area No. Aresz No. Area No. Area
Landless 30 0.00 - - 7 0.00 2 0,00 39 0,00
Less than
1.00 i8 9.79 10 6.62 6 2,83 - - 34 19.24
1.01=-2,50 12 18.15 8 13.%94 7 12.58 - - 27 44,67
2.51=5,00 1 3.69 7 22,87 3 13.21 1 4,44 12 44,21
5.,01-7.50 - - 2 12.60 - - - - 2 12.60
7.51-10.00 - - - - - - - - - -
10.01-15.00 i 14.86 2 27.17 - - - - 3 42,03
15,01 and 5 110.79 - - 1 18,85 1 18.01 7 147.65
above
Total 67 157.28 29 83.20 24 47,47 4 22.45 124 310.40

GL



Table VI.31 ; Distribution of Land Owned Before Purchase or Sale of Land
{(Dry Village)

. Buyers Sellers Eziigis& Others Total
Stz No. Area Ne, Area No. Area No. Area No, Area
Landless [ 0.00 - - - - 2 0,00 3 0.00
Less than
1.00 ) 1 0.78 5 3.02 - - 3 1.76 9 35.56
1.01-2.50 14 26,36 14 24.63 6 12.75 6 10.49 40 74,23
2.51-5,00 21 82.82 17 65.84 20 76,86 17 £2.86 75 2£8.38
5.01-7.50 18 110,13 15 93.00 12 73.33 14 86,22 59 362,68
7.51-10,00 6 51.09 & 51.09 3 25,03 & 54.69 21 181.90

10.01-15.00 8 94,06 1 10.75 4 46,67 3 35,76 16 187.24

15.01 & 3 66,67 2 48,66 2 44,53 5 112.38 12 275,24
above
Totzal 72 434,91 60 296.99 47 279,17 56 264,16 235 1375.23

Note: The data is confined only to 235 respondents, as 3 respondents did
not get the land from the undivided landed property at the time of
interview.

9LL
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to 318.26 acres. The total area of the others
declined to 346.88 acres in 1985 from 364.16 acres.
Thus this table also shows that 3 respondents were
landless before purchase of the land but 14 respon=
dents became landless in 198%., This table clearly
shows that the land owners started losing their land

to other land owners in the dry village,

III Land Transfers (Sample Households):

As indicated in the beginning of this chapter,
only 77 buyers and sellers in the wet village and 201
buyers and sellers in the dry village could be con-
tacted for a little more detailed analysis of the
characteristics of those inveolved in the land trans-
fers through sales during the period 1967 to 1983.
The analysis of this data is presented in this section,
The analysis is carried out separately for the dry
and wet village by caste groups, occupation, size of
land holding, residence and the relationship of the
buyers to the sellers and the reasons for the sale

of land. Also, what little data was available
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regarding the redistribution of the surplus land

is also presented for whatever it is worth.

As observed in the previous section, those
belonging to the BCs appear to be the dominant par-
ticipants in the land transfers through sale. Of
the 77 transactions,60 sales and 35 purchases werec
made by those belonging to the BCs accounting for
84.77 per cent of the land sold, followed by SCs
(8.56 per cent) and FCs (6.68 per cent). Similarly
on the side of purchases also, those belonging to
BCs purchased 54.18 per cent followed by SCs (31.75
per cent) and FCs (14.07 per cent). Though the
BC group had the largest share in the sales as well
as purchases, in terms of net gains, they were the
losers, The SCs turned out to be the net gainers
buying 19.93 acres against a sale of 5.37 acres,
followed by FCs who sold 5.37 acres against a pur-
chase of 8.83 acres (Table VI.32). Inter~caste
group land transfers through sale was prevalent

though the BC group bought land mainly from the

same caste group.
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Table VI.32 : Distribution of Buyers and Sellers by

Caste Groupg (Wet Village)

Buyers

B Cs $ Cs F Cs Total

1B Cs 29 27 4 60
5 (29.87) (14.51)  (8.83) (53.21)

Sellers ES Cs 4 8 - 12
i ( 2.00) ( 3.37) ( 5.37)

EF Cs 2 3 - 5
' ( 2.14) ( 2.09) ( 4.19)

Total 35 38 4 77

(34,01) (19.93) (8.83) (62.77)

Note; Figures in brackets indicate the area of land
in acres.

A very much similar pattern could be observed
for the dry village also, where the sale and purchase
transactions were dominated by those belonging to the
BGCs. However, a major difference 1s that the net

gainers in the land transfers through sales were those



180

belonging to the BCs; and those belonging to the group

of SCs and FCs turned out to be the net losers

(Table VI.33),

Table VI.33

: Distribution of Buyers and Sellers by Caste
Groups {(Dry Village)

Buyers
B Cs S Cs F Cs Muslims Total
IB Cs 173 1 3 4 181
! (144.05) (0.58) (3,05) (1.32) (149.00)
1
1
iS Cs 9 - - - 9
Sellers | (9.23) (9.23)
1
EF Cs 8 - - - 8
: (18,61) (18.61)
t
1
|
{Muslims 3 - - - 3
5 (0.96) (0.96)
193 1 3 4 201
Total (172.85) (0.58)  (3.05) (1.32) (177.80)
Note: Figures in brackets indicate the area of land

in acres.



181

2. Land Transfers : A Occupation~-wise Analysis :

(Wet Village)

The distribution of land transfers through
sales by occupational status of the buyers and sellers
is presented in Table VI.34. As expected, it was the
cultivators or farmers that were the major participants
in the land transfers through sales. Those under the
category of farmers sold away 47.13 acres or 75.08 per
cent of the total land sold followed by those who
were in service (employed), 13.43 per cent. Seven
persons sold away their entire land (6.52 per cent of
the total land sold) and became landless, Artisans and
those in business shared 3.14 per cent and 1.83 per
cent respectively of the land sold. Among the buyers
though 'farmers' turned out to be the major purchasers
(70.30 of the land bought) but they were the loser of
the land. The gainers, however, were those under the
category of 'employed' and 'business' and the 'farmers'
turned out to be net losers, though such gains and

losses were only marginal.

An almost identical pattern of land transfers

through sales by occupational groups could be seen in



Table VI.34 ; Distributicon of

Buyers and Sellers by Occupational Status (Wet

Village)
Buyers
Farmex Landless Employed Artisan Business Total
Farmer 41 1 9 - 1 52
H (35.06) (0.05) (5.78) (6.24) (47.13)
t
iLandless 6 - 1 - - 7
; (4.04) (0.05) (4.09)
1
Sellers EEmployed 4 - 8 - - 12
! (2.9%9) (5.84) (8.43)
t
EArtisan 2 - - - - 2
; (1.97) (1.97)
I
EBusiness 1 - 3 - - 4
! (0.47) (0.68) (1.15)
54 1 21 - 1 77
Total (44.13) (0.05)  (12.25) (6.24)  (62.77)

Note: The figures in brackets indicate the area of land in acres.

c8i
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the case of the dry village also (Table VI.35),
though there was some variations in terms of magni-
tude. Farmers turned out to be the net gainers in
the process of land transfers, though they were the
major sellers of land. However, 22 persons {assumed
to be cultivators) sold away their entire land
holdings and became landless, and those belonging to
the category of 'farmers'made 98 per cent of these
purchases. What emerges from the analysls of land
transfers.through sales by the occupation group of
the buyers and sellers in the wet as well as the
dry villages 1is interesting)nevertheless important
in the overall context of land transfers in a free
and unregulated land market. 'Farmers' who are
cultivators figure in as the major participants in
the sale and purchase of land. In the wet village
though the farmers turn out to be net losers in the
process, they continue to be the major bhuyers of
land. Major bulk of the land sold by the 'farmers'!
was purchased by the same group. Though those in
other occupations attempted to buy land, the extent
and number was small, The trend was very clear in

the dry village, where the net gainers were the



Table VI.35 : Distribution of Buyers and Sellers by Occupational Status (Dry

Village)
Buyers
Farmer Landless Emgloyed Artisan Business Total
:Farmer 173 1 2 - - 178
: (153.42) (1.10) {0.64) (155.16)
1
1
'Landless 21 - 1 - - 22
! (21.69) (0.20) (21.89)
1
Sellers EEmployed - - - - - -
t
1
jArtisan - - - - - -
t
t
iBusiness - - - 1 - 1
; (0.75) (0.75)
!
196 1 3 1 - 201
Total (175.11) (1.10) (0.84)  (0.75) (177.80)

Note: Figures in brackets indicate the area of land in acres.

Bl
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cultivators., Looking at the results of our data
one may conclude with little reservation that land

is not passing from the agriculturists to the non-

1

agriculturists. Rao's' study (1972) also comes to

a similar conclusions that the land owners were not
losing the land to the non-cultivating classes like

money lenders and traders.

3. Lland Transfers : A Size-wise Analysis:

The Table VI.36 presents data for the buyers
and sellers classified by their size of land holding
for the wet village. The size of holding refers to
the land held by the respondents at the time of the
survey, that is, the land held by them after the sale
or purchase of land. Out of the 77 land sales, the
data on size of holdings could not be collected from

two respondents as they did not respond to the

enquiry.

Land transfers through sales classified by

1. V M Rao, op.cit.



Table VI.36 : Distribution of Buyers and Sellers by Size of the Holdings (Wet Village)

Buyers
Land-  Less 1,01~  2.51-= 5,01~  7.51= 15,01  Total
less than 2.50 5.00 7.50 10.00 & above
1,00
' Landless - &6 4 3 - - - 13
; (3.63) (2.,12) (1.42) (7.17)
i Less than 1 12 7 5 2 - - 27
t 1,00 (0.05) (4.32) (5.49) (1.25) (2.62) (13.93)
]
t 1,01-2.50 - 6 3 4 2 - - 15
! (3.45) (3.66) (2.98) (0.44) (10.53)
L]
i 2,51-5.00 @ - 2 4 5 2 1 - 14
Sellers! (1.28) (4.35) (8.49) (2.54) (0.76) (17.42)
1 5.01-7.50 - - - - ~ - - -
i 7.51-10.00 = - ’ . _ _ 4 5
: (0.46) (10.61) {(11.07)
110,01-15,00 - - 1 - - - - 1
H {(1.13)} (1.13)
f
115,01 & - - - - - - - -
! Above
. 1 26 20 17 6 1 4 75
Total (0.05) (12.88) (17.21) (14.14) (5.60) (0.76) (10.61) (61.25)

Note: Figures in brackels indicate

area of land in acres.

el
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size of holdings reveal that about 80 per cent of

the land sales recorded was from those holding land
below 5 acres. Among these who sold away land, 13
became landless, selling 7.17 acres (11.71 per cent
of the land sold). Of these thirteen 7 were agri-
culturists, the rest belonged to other occupation
groups. Those with less than 5 acres purchased as
much as 72 per cent of the total land sold. Only

one landless person also acquired land in the process.
Those owning below 5 acres appear to be the net
losers, though marginally, in the process of land
transfers. In fact the net losers belonged to the
size group of less than 1.00 acre and 2.50 to 5.00
acres., There does not appear to be any clear pattern
as to the passing of land from the small holders to
the relatively large holdings.

Similar data for the dry village is presented
in Table VI.37. It can be evidenced from the Table
that sale of land was prevalent among all size
classes though it was on the higher side in the
smaller holding groups. Twentyfive of the cultivators

sold off their entire land and became landless, A



Table VI.37 : Distribution of Buyers and Sellers by Size of Holdings {Dry Village)
Buyers
Land- Less 1.01= 2.51= 2.01=- 7.51= 10,01- 15.01 Total
less than 2,50 5.00 7.50 10.00  15.00 & above
1.00
! Landless - - 3 2 7 8 4 1 25
' (1.03) (2.20) (7.30) (6.68) (1.74) (4.47) (23.64)
E Less than ~- - 2 2 8 3 - 2 17
' 1,00 (2.,08) (1.73) (3.24) (1.55) (3.43) (12.,03)
1
! 1.01-2.50 - 1 5 6 8 8 3 5 36
! {0.60) {3.23) (5.60) (4.27) (6.62) (0,41) (3.57) (24.30)
)
I 2.51-5.00 - - 3 16 7 12 8 7 53
' (1.63) (9.87) (11.87) (9.06) (6.85) (10.56) (49.84)
Sellers; 5.01~7.50 - 2 - 7 7 5 5 6 32
! (2.04) (4.35) (5.22) (4.46) (3.74) (6.93) (26.74)}
1
! 7.91-10.00 1 - 1 3 10 3 4 2 24
! (1.10) (0.78) (2.15) (®.14) (2.63) (2.29) (1.60) (15.79)
1
'10.01-15.00 - - 1 1 - - - 2 4
i (0.50) (1,00) (4.05) (5.55)
115,01 & - - 1 1 4 3 - 1 10
! Above (0.02) (0.69) (5.54) (6.00) (7.66) (19.91)
Total 1 3 16 38 51 42 24 26 201
. (1.10) (2.64) (9.29) {27.59) (42.78) (37.00) (15.13) (42.27) (177.80)
Note: -Figures in the bracket indicate area of land in acres.

881
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little over 60 per cent of the sale of land was

made by those owning less than five acres, and a
little over 10 per cent of the sales was effected

by those with more than 1% acres, Coming to the
purchase of land, those with less than 5 acres
purchased only 23 per cent of the land sold, against
their share of 62 per cent in the sales. Only one
landless person purchased land. The larger holdings
l.e. above 5 acres purchased 77 per cent of the

land sold while their share in total sales was only
about 38 per cent. That is, those with less than

5 acres were the net losers in the process of land
transfers through sales. 1In absolute terms, those
with less than 5 acres sold 109,81 acres against
their purchases of 40.62 acres. While those above

3 acres purchased 137,18 acres against a sale of
67.99 acres. Though intersize group purchases
existed, nearly 69 per cent of the purchases of those
below five acres was from within the same group.’
Also the larger size groups (above 5 acres) purchased
heavily (60 per cent) from the relatively smaller
(below five acres) size class. Looking at the share

of the larger holdings (above 5 acres) in the land
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sold by those having less than 5 acres, which was
about 73 per cent, one may be tempted to argue

that the land is passing from the small cultiva-
tors to the relatively larger cultivators. But

one has to look into the extent of land purchased
by the smaller holding groups {below 5 acres) from
the relatively larger holdings, which was about 19
per cent of the land sales of the larger size groups.
This clearly indicates that not oniy the relatively
smaller holdings could buy from the larger size
classes, but also the relatively larger holdings
acquired land from those belonging to the same
qroup as their own. The reasons for such purchases
could be very many, not directly related to the
size of the cultivator selling the land. Our
results are in contrast to what Ra02 (1972) found
in the case of Maharashtra, where the majority of
buyers were the landless and small farmers. The
reason for such differences lies in the fact that

tenancy was abolished in Maharashtra and the tenants

2 V 14 Rao, Ibid.
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became the virtual owners of the land either
through the voluntary selling of the land by the

land owners to the tenants or through the due

process of law.

4. Land Transfers : A Residence-wise Analysis:

The distribution of buyers and sellers of
land by their place of residence is presented for
the wet village in Table VI.38. OQut of 62.77
acres of land transferred, 11.51 acres was among
resident owners and 29,82 acres transferred among
the non-resident owners. The land was also trans-
ferred from non-resident owners to the resident
owners. The non-resident owners sold 47,67 acres
of land and bought 33.39 acres, whereas the resi-
dent owners bought 29.38 acres and sold 15,08
acres. Thus, the resident owners were the net

gainers and the non-resident owners were the net

losers.

Similar distribution of land transfers

for the dry village 1s presented 1in
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Table VI,38 ; Distribution of Buyers and Sellers
by Residence (Wet Village)

Buyers
Resident Non=- Total
owners resident
owners
! Resident 27 8 35
E owners {(11.51) (3.57) {(15.08)
Sellers |
t
! Non-
| resident
! owners 25 17 42
! {17.87) (29.82) (47.69)
Total 52 25 77

(29.38} {33.39) (62.77)

Note: The figures in brackets denote the area of
land in acres,

Table VI.39. Out of the 177.80 acres of land trans-
ferred through sales, 168.06 acres of land was
purchased and 157.44 acres of land was sold by the
resident owners, while 9.74 acres of land was pur-

chased and 20.36 acres of land was sold by non-resident

owners. OQut of 177.80 acres of land transferred,
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: Distribution of Buyers and Sellers

by Resldence (Dry Village)

Buyers
Resident Non- Total
owners rosident
oWners
yResident 178 8 186
! owners (151.95)  (5.49)  (157.44)
Sellers |
f
! Non~
Iresident 6 9 15
!owners (16.11) (4.25) (20.36)
184 17 201
Total (168.06) (9.74)  (177.80)
Note: The figures in brackets indicate the area

of land in acres,

151.95 acres of land was transferred among resident

owners.

Thus,

the resident owners were the net

gainers and non-resident owners were the net losers.

It has been hypothesised that the

agri-

cultural land transfers are likely to be more in
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favour of resident owners. The striking feature of
the data from Table VI.38 and VI.39 is that in
both the villages, the land was passing from the
non~resident owners staying in the neighbouring
villages to resident owners. Thus the data shows
that in both the villages the resident owners were

the net gainers.

3

Rao's™ (1972) study also confirms that the
land purchased by the resident community exceeded
the land sold by them, Sayana4 (1952) and
Ramalingam5 (1982) have also found that a large
number of land transfers were made within the resi-

dent owners and the land was passing from non-resi-

dent owners to resident owner.

5. Land Transfers : A Relation-wise Analysis:

The distribution of land by relationship of

the buyers and sellers for both the wet and dry

3 V M Rao, Ibid.

4 V V Sayana, op.cit.
3 A K Ramalingam, op.cit.
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villages is given in Table VI.40, Out of the 77
land transfers, only 9 purchases were made by

the close relatives in the wet village. In the

case of dry village, out of the 201 land transfers,
128 purchases were made by the relatives. Out of
90.95 acres of land purchased by the relatives in
the dry village, 32.30 acres of land was purchased
by brothers, 19.87 acres by paternal uncle (Father}s
brother) and 27.60 by father's brother's son.

Thus, the majority of the land purchased by the

relatives was among patriarchial relatives,

6. Distribution of Surplus Land:

Another dimension to the study of land trans-
fers was to look inte the implementation of the
Land Ceiling Act in the selected villages. The
analysis of distribution of surplus land was con-
fined to the wet village only, as the dry village
was not affected by the provisionsof the Land
Ceiling Act. It may be polnted out that the nature

and magnitude of land transfers did not radically
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Table VI.40 : Distribution of Land Transfers by

Relationship
s1 Caﬁegory of relation- Wet Village Dry Village
No Ship (purchased
from) No. Area No. Area
1 Brother 4 1.89 58 32.30
2 Father's brother 1 1.10 19 19,87
3 Father's brother's son - - 32 27.60

4 Father's brother's

daughter 1 0.17 - -
5 Brother's son - - 5 2,46
6  Father-inlaw - - 2 0.50
7 Sister, sister's son,

sister's husband 2 1.48 10 7,70
8 Father's sisters - - 1 0.12
9 Jother's brother - - 1 0.40
10 Wife's sister's son 1 1.33 - -

Total 9 5.97 128 90.95
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get altered by the implementation of the provisions
of the Land Ceiling Act.

It can be seen from Table VI.41 that 3.47
acres of surplus land was redistributed in 1976
and 4.59 acres in 1980. In 1976, three benefici-
aries (allottees) were given the surplus land
through the Land Ceiling Act. All the three bene-
ficiaries were in the Military Service and given
99 cents, 141 cents and 107 cents respectively.
In 1980, 4.59 acres of land was egually distributed
to nine beneficiaries (including an ex-serviceman)
i.e., 91 cents each. The extent of land redistri-
buted to the total owned (584.12 acres) was 1.38
per cent. It is important to note that the
redistribution of surplus land consequent to

Ceiling on Land Holdings Acts did not alter the

agrarian structure.

7. Causes for Sale of Land:

It czn be seen from Table VI.42 that 16

respondents stated that expenses on marriage and



" Table VI.41 : Redistributien

of Land Through Ceiling Act (in acres)

Year of

 csue Extent Beneficiaries Extent
i noti- Extent handed
zesian fied assi- over the
m;i%g T as gned S Cs Others Total POSSess—
- surplus ion
order
1976 3.47 3.47 - 3 3 3.47
1980 4,59 4,59 3 6 9 4,59
Total 8.06 8.06 3 g 12 8.06
Source: Office of the Authorised Officer, Land Reforms,

Mayuram.,

iy

861
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Table VI.42 : Reasons for Sale of Lands (Wet

Village)
Area of
Causes for Sales No. of the land
cases
sold
1 Expenses on marriage
and other ceremonies ) 1% . 14,55
2 Family maintenance and
consumption 12 12.52
3 Purchase of land 6 4,02
4 DPayment of .debt 5 2,99
S Medical expenditure 3 4,46
6 Loss in business 2 2,38
7 Election expenditure 1 10.04
8 Land was too far 1 0,06
9 Father drunkard 1 1.73

Total 47 52,75
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other ceremonies were the major important reasoen
for the sale of land, Expenditure on family main-
tenance and consumption came next in order of
importance for the sale of landjand S persong
Categorically stated that payment of debt was the

major cause for land sales in the wet village.

The data given in Table VI.43 shows the
reasons that contributed for sale of land for the
dry village. As can be seen from the Table 24
respondents reported family maintenance and con-
sumption as the main reason for the sale of land.
Payment of debt was the cause in 15 cases; 13 res-
pondents have reported that expenses on marriage
and other ceremonlies were the major cause for the
land sales; and 15 respondents reported that pur-

chase of land was cause for sale of land.

To sum-up, an attempt was made in this chapter
to examine the process of land transfers in the two
selected villages. Specifically the attempt was to
examine the economic and social factors associated

with land transfers. The analysis was based on the
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Table VI.43 ; Reasons for of Lands (Dry
Village)
Area of
C No.,of the land
auses for Sales cases sold
(acres)

1 Family maintenance and

consumption 24 26.86
2 Payment of debt 15 21.76
3 Expenses on marriage

and other ceremonies 15 25.06
4 Purchase of land 15 16.95
5 Joint patta S 3.14
6 Exchange of lands 5 7.63
7 Land was too far 4 8.99
8 Digging of well 4 4.78
9 Court expenditure 3 8,07
10 Medical expenditure 2 0.82
11 Given as gift to the

daughters 2 2,00

Total 24 126.06
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recorded information on the various types of land
transfers covering the period 1967 to 1983 and

this was supplemented with the information gathered
from those directly involved in the tand transfers
and from knowledgeable persons in the selected areas
wherever, certvain gaps were found in the recorded
information. This was particularly so regarding the
caste group of the buyers and sellers which was not
available in many of the registered documents per-

taining to land transfers.

Since transfer of ownership of land, in
real terms, is confined only to land transfers
through sales, partitions and gifts, and as mortgages
and leases are only conditional temporary transfers,
only the former type of land transferswireconsidered
for analysis. The analysis of the data for the two
villages revealed that economic,as reflected in the
sales, and demographic, as reflected in the number
and extent of partitions, factors were the major

forces of shifts in the ownership of land holdings

in the rural areas.

The records on land transfers through sales
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revealed that bulk of the transactlons involved
small parcels of land (below 1.00 acre) though

such transactions accounted for 30 to 40 per cent

of the land sold. This pattern posed two basic
questions : (a) whether was it the small land owner
that parted away with land or was it the relatively larger
holdings that parted away small portions of their
land because of their distant location, etc., and
(b) who were the buyers of these small peices of
land ~ whether was it the small cultivators and
landless who wanted to improve their position or the
relatively big ones attempting to censolidate their

position?

Sale of land, as revealed by our data,
was observed in all size classes of land holdings,
though it was on the higher side in the smaller
land holding classes (below & acres). On the side
of purchases, the share of the smaller holdings
(below 5 acres) was little-less than one=-fourth of
the total land sold. Looking at the pattern of
sales and purchases by the small and large land

holding classes, it may be argued that the land is



204

passing from the small owners and getting concentra-
ted in the larger holdings. But the inter-size

class purchases revealed that the relatively

smaller holdings (below 5 acres) purchased almost
one~fifth of the land sold by the larger size
classes. And the larger holdings acquired land from
those belonging to the same size class. Thus, there
was no clear cut evidence to show that by thevirtue of
size of land holdings, the relatively larger holdings
could acquire land from their relatively smaller
counterparts. The reasons for the sale and pur-
chase of land could be very many, not directly

related to the size of land owned by the cultivators.

Analysis of these data on land transfers
through sales with respect to the occupational
category of the buyers and sellers revealed interest-
ing, nevertheless important, feature of the working
of a free and unregulated market. Land owners,
particularly the small ones, were not losing their
land to the non-cultivating classes like money lenders

or traders.

A caste group-wise analysis of the net gainers
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in the process of land transfers through sales
revealed that in the wet village those belonging

to the SC group were the net gainers. While in

the dry village those belonging to the group of

BCs were the net gainers, who may not be very much
different from the SCs except they are one step
‘above in the social heirarchy. Thus, the under-
privileged communities, who have been historically
detached from land were in the process of acquiring
accessibility to land. State administered land
reform policy measures particularly the celling

on land holdings did not have any significant
impact in bringing about a change in the owiership
holding as the distributed surplus was very meagre
and confined to 12 recipients that too only in the

wet village.

Based on the information gathered from the
respondents it appears that land transfersthrough
cales has led to a change in the structure of land
holdings, in terms of land owned. In the wet
village, there was a decline in the number of

landless, who moved-up to the category of land owners,
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and a considerable decline in the land owned by
larger holdings, which in turn increased the area
operated by smaller holdings in terms of number as
well as area operated by them. In the dry village
though the area operated and the number of holdings
increased in the smaller size groups, there was an
increase in the number of landless. Also

the number as well as the area owned in the larger
holdings increased. These changes ocurred at the
cost of the middle level size groups. These changes
which are in contrast to what was observed in the
case of the wet village could be due to the’eco-
nomic factors of the respondents dictated by the

nature of agriculture.



CHAPTER VII

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

This chapter summarises the discussions
of the earlier chapters and presénts the main conclu-
slons as suggested by the study. Attention was focussed
in the study to gain some insights into the nature and
magnitude of agricultural land transfers in two selected

villages from Tamil Nadu.

Land is an important and productive asset
in rural India. Given the limited supply of land,
there is a continuous increase in the population de~-
pending on land for its livelihood. The distribution
of land holdings continues to be skewed, favouring a
small number of large holdings. The skewed distribution
of land holdings 1is considered as an obstacle to growth
and social justice. Various land reform legislations
have been enacted to bring in an egalitarian type of
agrarian society. The Land Reforms legislated in India
appear to have a very limited impact in bringing abbut
the change in the agrarian structure in the desired
direction. The observed changes in the agrarian struc-

ture implies the operation of a free and unregulatad
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land market (sale of land) and the partitions and gifts
of land among the family members and relatives. It is

in this general background, the study attempts to exa-
mine in some detail the changes in the distribution of
land holdings under two different agro-climatic settings,

land tenure systems and population pressures.

The study examined the distribution of land
holdings at the aggregated level of the village over
a period of time. Keeping in mind, the brdad factors
leading to changes in the ownership of land holdings,
the analysis covered land transfers through (1) sale
i.e., operation of land market and (2) partitions and
other transfers relating mainly from population pre-
ssures and related these transfers to the class of
peasants, thelr caste and other demographic and social
characters. The data for this study was collected
from the village land records, registered land transfer
documents at the Sub-Registrar's Office and interviews

with those who purchased and/or sold the land.

Available studies on agrarian structure based
on macro level data showed that the total number of

holdings, either owned or operated, increased ovei time.
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However, the increase was in the case of the smaller
holdings, the number and area operated under larger
holdings recording a decline. Consequently, a decline
in the concentration of land in larger holdings was
observed. The available studies have attributed these
observed changes in the distribution of land holdings,
favouring a large number of small holdings, to the
various Land Reforms legislated in India. These studies
did not relate, even cursorily, how far the Land Reform
Legislations were instrumental in bringing about the
observed changes in the distribution of land holdings.
The land reform measures that could affect the distri-
bution of ownership holdings are.a) the abolition of
tenant cultivation and confirming the ownership right

to the hitherto tenant cultivators, and b) fixation of
ceiling on individual land holdings and distribution

of the surplus land thus acquired to the landless and
marginal farmers. The operation of the latter (tenancy)
was not uniform in all the states. While some states
totally abolished tenant cultivation, others regularised
the tenancy system. The available information on the

distribution of surplus land, consequent to ceiling
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fixation reveals that such distribution could not
have altered the distribution of ownership holdings

in any significant order.

The various micro-level studies, given their
limited objective, treat the issue of land transfers
on a piece~meal basis. Though they lock into the
question of land transfers by social groups or size
of land holdings and the reasons for land transfers
they lack a wholistic approach. Identifying thls gap
in the present state of knowledge on the question of
land transfers, a modest attempt was made in the pre-

sent exercise.

As the factors associated with land transfers
and their impact could be different for different
types of areas, an attempt was made to examine the
issue of land transfers by selecting two agro-cli-
matically different areas and which also were governed
by different land tenure systems. Using the level of
irrigation as the criterion at the district, taluk
and village levels, two villages were selected one

with highest level of irrigation from the district
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of Thanjavur and one with least lrrigation from the
district of Dharmapuri. Incidentally, before the
implementation of the various land reform legislations,
these two selected villages were mainly under two
different land tenure systems, the wet village from
Thanjavur district being mainly under the ryotwari
system, and the dry village from Dharmapuri district

being under the zamindari system of land tenure.

Detailed information on distribution of land
holdings and land transfers pertaining to the selected
villages was gathered at two levels - a) from the vari-
ous land records - right from the Settlement Registers,
reglstered documents relating to land transfers and
b) from those involved in the purchase and sale transac-
tions of land, covering broadly the period from 1967
to 1983. In all 366 individuals, 125 from the wet
village and 241 from the dry village, were interviewed
using a pretested structured questionnaire, covering
the various aspects deemed to be associated with the

type of land transfers.

Certain salient features of the selected
villages in terms of land tenure, size of holdings

and the number of agricultural workers and their
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composition revealed that of the two selected villages,
the extent of tenant cultivation, both in terms of
number and area, was much higher in the wet village

(11 per cent) relative to the dry village (2 per cent).
The level of tenancy appeared to be closely related to
the level of irrigation. In terms of distribution of
land holdings, while there was not much of a difference
between these two types of villages, the average size

of holdings was smaller in the wet village relative to
the dry village, which apparently was caused by the
quality of land associated with the level of irrigation.
The number of agricultural workers working as agricul-
tural labourers was also quite high in the wet village.
This difference while may well be due to the differences
in the relative prosperity of the area, the size of
Scheduled Caste population, which was quite high in

the wet village, couid in itself be a valid reason

for the predominance of agricultural labourers in the
wet village. While examining the extent and type of

land transfers, these factors were also taken into
account.
Changes in the distribution of land owned

overtime in the two selected villages (Chapter V),

appeared to be more a consequence of the demographic
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and economic factors, operating outside the ambit of
the land reform measures legislated. The only land
legislation that could have effected a change in the
distribution of owned land in these villages was the
implementation of the land ceiling Act, and the distri-
bution of land owned in these villages did not exceed
the land ceiling limit fixed by law. The observed
changes over time in the distribution of owned land,
particularly the extent of its concentration or in-
equality suggested that a decline in the land concen-
tration was closely associated with the relative pros=-
perity of the area, as was the case of the highly
irrigated village. In relatively prosperous areas,

it appeared that even the small and marginal farmers
tended to attach themselves to their small piece of
land which gave them an assured and possibly a highexr
level of return apart from the status symbol attached

to land ownership. These were further examined in

Chapter VI.

Since transfer of ownership of land, in real
terms, is confined only to land transfers under sales,
partitions and gifts, these were analysed in greater

detail. As partitions of land were more a consequence
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of the demographic factors, attention was devoted to

an examination of land transfers through sales.

The records pertaining to land transfers
through sales revealed that bulk of the transactions
involved small parcels of land (below one acre).

This posed two important questions: a) was it the
small and marginal land owners who were parting away
with their land or was it the relatively bigger land
owners who sold away their land because of distant
location, etc., and b) who were the buyers of these
small pieces of land - the landless and the small
land owners who wanted to improve their position or
the relatively big ones who wanted to consolidate
their position ? The pattern of sales and purchases
by the samll and large holding classes indicated that
land was passing from the small owners and getting
concentrated in the larger holdings. But the inter-
size class purchases revealed that the smaller hold-
ings purchased almost one fifth of the land sold by
the larger size classes. There was no clearcut evi-
dence to show that the larger holdings, by virtue of

their size, acquired land from their relatively
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smaller counterparts. The reasons for the sale of land

could be very many.

The occupational category of the buyers and
sellers revealed that the land owners, particularly
the small ones, were not losing their land to the non-

cultivating classes like money lenders or traders,

A caste-groupwise analysis of the net gainers
in the process of land transfers through sales revealed
that the underprivileged communities, (scheduled castes
in the wet village and those belonging to backward
castes in the dry village) who have been historically
detached from land were in the brocess of acquiring
accessibility to land under conditions of a free and
unregulated land market. In the wet village there was
a decline in the number of landless who moved up to
the category of land owners and a considerable decline
in the land owned in the larger holdings. In the dry
village, though there was an increase in the number of
small holdings and the area operated by them, there
was an increase in the number of landless. Also there

was an increase in the number of larger holdings and
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the area operated by them. However, these changes

occurred at the cost of the middle level groups.

To sum up, the present study while analysing
the process of land transfers has brought out certain
important, nevertheless interesting features that are
of significance. The various land reforms legislated,
seemed to have a very little or no impact, in bring-
ing about a change in the distribution of land hold-
ings in the desired direction as revealed for the
selected villages. Tﬁe important issue addressed
to was whether the operation of an unregulated and
free land market system lead to a) excessive concen-—
tration of land in the hands of large owners, and a
downward mobility of the cultivators towards land-
lessness and b) land becoming inaccessible to the
socially and economically under-privileged groups.

As for the first one, there was some evidence to
support this view in the case of the dry village,
But whatever concentrafion was observed, it was
not at the cost of the small land owners but the
middle level land owners. In the wet village not

only there was a reduction in the concentration of
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land in the large holdings but the landless had acquired
land. Regarding the second view, there were clear evi-
dences that the socially and economically under-privileged
classes, who have been historically detached from land,
were in the process of acquiring accessibility to land.
These tend to indicate that the land market tended to
work along the lines desired by the land reforms rather
than against them. This could be due to the host of
programmes implemented to strengthen the small owner,
However, as our results differ between the two types of
villages selected in certain aspects, while generalisa-
tions applicable to wider geographic areas may not be
justifiable, nevertheless they give an insight into
the complex nature of land transfers, their impact and

implications for policy.
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APPENDIX

Confidential

AGRICULTURAL LAND TRANSFERS IN TAMIL NADU

M Thangaraj Institute for Social and
Ph D Fellow Economic Change,
Bangalore 3560 072

Date of
interview

I GENERAL INFORMATION

1. Name of the interviewee

2., Village :
3. Religion :
4, Hamlet :

5. Caste :



Ii HOUSEHOLD TNFORMATION
S1 Name Sex Age Relat- Educa- Occupation Monthly Income If non-
No ion to tional (in Rs.) workers,
Head level Pri- Secon=- specify
mary dary Pri- Second- the
mary  ary reason

LZC

.
e
oy
I
o
r
i
.f




ITI LANDHOLDING:

S1 Land Loca~ Wet Land Dry Land Garden
No parti- tiocn
culars w/o  Size S/D Name Pro- Size S/D Name Pro- Size S/d Name Pro-
of duc- of duc- of duc-~
the tion the tion the tion
crop cCrop crop
Owned
Leased
in
Leased
out
Mmortgaged
in
Mortgaged
out
w = Within the village o = Qutside the village and distiance
. from the study area
S5 = Singie crop
D = Double crop

g2%



IV CHANGES IN THAE POSITION OF LAND OWNERSHIP;

S1 Year Wet Dry Garden Amount Casta Address
No B

Occupa=-
tion &
present
land

holding

Relat~-
ionship

Why
sold

1 Land purchased (in acres)

2 Land sold (in acres)

6¢e



