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This is the fourth of a series of papers reporting on changes in the level of living in rural West Bengal as reflected
in the results of a resurvey of villages and households in Bardhaman, Birbhum and Purulia districts. It reporis
on changes in the stocks of consumer durables, clothing and footwear.

IN our eatlier papers, we reported litile
change in consumption siandards for the
d of i

x'mild improvement in the non-food par,
a decline in housing standards and a con-
siderable improvement in certain items of
social consumption like supply of drinking
water. in this paper, we shall be reporting

relate 10 a sample of rural households in
hree districis of West Bengal selected from
those which were covered by the NSS mh

reported by the reapondents over certain
Periods? preceding the date of enquiry.
For each of a number of items of durable

round, in 1973-74, for i

into housing conditions.! The data on
siocks of consumer durables, clothing and
footwear have been collected by us by ex-,
panduu the NSS schedule which was used

that there has been some imp inthe
siocks of some consumer durables but littie
improvement in the use of clothing and
footwear by the rural households. The data

TABLE |: NET INCREASE IN THE POSSESSION OF

DuraBLES® DUNING THE LasT TEN YEARS

for on housing con-
ditions. These data were not collected in NSS
281h round As such, the comparisons of
these items have been based on changes

Se1BCTED CONSUMER

goods the number of articles
possessed ten years ago and the number
possessed on the date of survey were asked
of each respondent household. Thus, the
number of articles purchased, constructed
or otherwise acquired during the last ten
years and the number of articles broken or
scrapped or lost during the same time period
were obtained from which we derived tbe

TABLE 2: INCREASES AND DECREASES |N THE STOCKS OF SELECTED
CONSUMER DURABLES DURING THE LAST TeN YEARS

liem Percentage of House- Average No Possessed ltem Percentage of  Average 'Numbet Per Net Ip-
holds Reporting __Per Houschold Househotds Reporting crease Per
_Possession Reporting Households of  House
10 Years  During the 10 Years During the Incresse Decrease Increase Decrease  hold
Ago  Resurvey 6 Resurvey (L] @ 0] (4) () ()
[ @ 3 ) (0] Farnitare
Fumniwre Bedstead s7 Lo 1.29 1.00 0.06
Bedstesd 09 B4 0.4 0.55 Almicah 23 00 142 0.00 0.0
Almirzh kX1 53 0.04 om Dressing table 1.7 00 1.00 0.00 0.02
Dressing table 08 20 0.00 0.02 Thble, desk 21 A} 121 1.00 0.2
Table, desk 62 6 0.08 010 Sulicase, attache
Suilgase, attache case 21 23 145 m 0.34
case .1 6.1 1.05 139 Utens
Dining plate
U‘;::. piaie Bellmetal 6.l 47 247 i -003
Belimetal @4 508 236 FAk) Stainless steel  19.6 0.0 1.56 0.00 070
Stainless steel 3] 2.5 0.10 0.80 Plastic 0.7 00 1.88 000 0.01
Plastic 02 0.9 0.00 0.01 Aluminium 59.5 65 232 L1 130
Aluminium 784 88.0 342 47 Enamel 16 10 m 1.00 012
Enamel 12.3 4.4 043 0.55 Metal pitcher 32 04 L9 100 0.03
Meial pitcher LS 329 0.4 0.44 Bucket: Iron 178 18 Ly i14 048
Bucket: Iron 422 57 063 0.8l Plagtic 7.2 03 12 133 0.08
Plastic 09 8.0 002 0.10 Equi
ipment
3 Torch light 23 27 1.02 1.00 o2t
Toreh light 29 ol oM 058 wrist watch 217 04 119 120 028
Wrist watch 162 a7 018 043 Stove 39 02 102 100 0.04
24 63 0.02 0.06 Sewing
Sewing machine 09 L9 0.0l 0.02 machine 1.0 00 1.00 0.00 0.01
194 M4 02t (] Bicycle 18.0 Ll 1.02 100 Q17
Hosieal b ical instruments
Humonium 1 19 o om Mmoo
i or ns 305 0.3 031 Radio/
Miscellancous transisior 194 s 100 10 o8
Umbrella: Folding 6.0 w2 0.08 0.4
Ordinary 284 43 038 037 Miscellaneous
Lanterm 416 517 0.68 084 Umbrella:
Mosquito net «“u) sS40 (] 1.08 Folding 52 00 %51 o0 0.06
Ordinary 193 3.0 113 103 019
Note * Based on the resurvey of a sample of househoids covered in Lantern 166 18 1.08 1.08 0.6
NSS 28th round enguiry on housing conditions (sample Mosqulto net 255 1.6 130 1.06 0.3
size: 1153 houscholds).
wn
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figures of net additions during the last ten
years. Following the same method, the
Tumber of ner additions during the last two
years were collected for different items of
clothing and footwear.

Table | indicates the relative importance
of different kinds of dursble goods for
domestic use in the raral population of the
three districts under study

increase in proportional lerms {n Ihe st0cks
of thesc non-traditional items even though
the absolute levels remain abysmally low,
Tuble 2 further supports these conclusicny
while showing separately the gross additions
and the withdrawals from us¢ of ¢ach ilem
resulting in the net figures cited in Table 1.

1n Tables 3 10 § we present some results

Birbhum and Purulin. It is seen that the
most important among Lhese goods are

on of by occupa-
tion, land possessed and the casie-tribe
facior of those houscholds that reported

dining plates, sui
cases, lanterns and mosquito nes which were
possessed by the majority of the households
at least at the end of the 10-year period. It
is noticed that for some non-traditional
items such as radio/transistar, torch light,
wrist watch, bicycle, stainless steel dining
plates, eic, the incidence of possession
increased considerably during the 10-year
period. Net additions in the cases of 1radi-
tional items like belimetal dining platcs,
mosquito nets, iron buckets, etc, are less im-
pressive. Curiously, plastic utensils, a non-
iraditional cheap item that seems 10 have
replaced bellmetal utensils in urban®arcas
seem 10 be quite unpopular in rural areas.
It is seen that there was a considerable

TABLE 3: PERCENTAGE OF HOUSEHOLDS REPORTING SIZEABLE NET
ADDITION 10 STOCK OF SELECTED CONSUMER DURABLES DURING THE
LAST TEN YEARS BY OCCUPATION GROUPS

net additions to stock of certain
items, viz, mdio/transistor, torch light, wrist
watch, bicycle and stainless sieel dining
plates. As Table ) shows, it is the white-cotlar
workers who have largely responded 10 in-
corporate the non-traditional ilems in their
consumption paitern which is in conformity
with our expectations. Again, as is 10 be
expected, the incidence of acquisition of
these ilgms increases as land possessed by
households increases. This is true of all
durable items considered with the probable
exception of torch lights which being a
necessity might have reached i

and scheddled tribes are generally outside
the purview of the use of these durable,
which is once again in conformity with cody
expectations

Coming now to the data on net addition
10 stock of clothing and footwear during the
last two years, it may be seen from Tabke ¢
that 61 per cent of households reporied an
increase in the stock of handloom sarees
against about 2 per cent reporting decrease
in the same stock. There was a net incrase
of 1.3 handloom sarces per household
during these two years. The importance of
non-handloom sarees in the rural areas seem
10 be negligible A very imporiant finding

TaBLE 7. PERCENTAGE OF HOUSEHOLDS
REPORTING THE Use OF FooTwean s
DIFFERENT TyPES OF HOUSENOLD MEndezy

among the better off families even in the
carlier period (vide Table 4). As Table §
shows, people belonging Lo scheduled castes

Type of Percentage of Households
Member U_,—EW"_I7
sing
Using NA
m @ [t} @
Men By 80 15 1000
Women 4.5 513 12 1000
Children 486 463 51000

TABLE 4: PERCENTAGE OF HOUSEHOLDS REPOXTING SIZEABLE NET
ADDITION TO STOCK OF SELECTED CONSUMER DURABLES DURING THE
LAST TEN YEARS 8Y SiZE CLASSES OF LAND POSSESSED

Household No of  Percentage of Households Reporting Land Possessed No of  Percentage of Houscholds Reporiing
Occupation Sample Sizeable Nt Addition {in acres) Sample Sizeable Net Addition
House- Radio/ Stainless Torch Wrist Bicycle House- Radio/ Suinless Torch  Wrist Bicyck
bolds  Tran.  Sweel  Light Warch holds Tran. Sicel Light Watch
sistor  Dining. sistor  Dining.
Plates Plates.
[0} @ 0 @ ® ® m 0] @m M W@ e m
Agriculturs! 0.00 4% 87 196 304 65 109
labour B 66 72 120 30 36 001128 681 129 121 160 120 120
Tenam cultivator 57 14.0 88 193 88 14D 1.26-2.30 186 23 20 06 DI NI
Ownert cultivator 459 253 214 266 )00 229 251078 107 411 290 35S 41 B0
Artisan, retail 3.76-5.00 ] 4 N4 ) N9 )
rader 6196 204 339 B 4 50750 700 288 M2 BT 9
Non-white-collar 1.51-10.00 2 B3 2 a6 24 I
worker o172 200 22 209 173 100l-above 18389 556 167 T2 )9
White-collar worker 60 70.3 €67 767 883  €3)  Allsizegroups W15 193 187 24 N6 W0
Others 39 39 13 13 26
All occuparions 1153 19 187 234 26 180

Note. ® We wreat net addition as sizeable when this amounts to at least

50 per cent of the base year stock.

ltem Percentage of Average Number Net
TASLE $: PERCENTAGE OF HOUSEHOLDS REPORTING SIZEABLE NET Houscholds Per Reporting  Additon
ADDITION O STOCK OF SELECTED CONSUMER DURABLES ___Reporting _ Households of Per
DURING THE LAST TEN YEARS AMONG SCHEDULED Increase Decrease Decrease Housebold
CASTES/SCHEDULED TR1BES AND OTHERS m @ &) M(':)m ) " ©®
Noof  Percentage of Households Reporting I Saree
Sample Sizeable Net Addition Handloom 613 17 21 09 L3
House- Radio/ Swainless Torch Wrist Bitycle Synthetic 162 0l 16 40 [X]
bolds  Tran. Sicel Light Watch Silk 64 0.0 1.6 00 2]
sistor  Dining 11 Blouse 314 06 20 L 0
Plates 11 Trousers
U] @ & @ e m Cotton 1 03 20 0.1 0l
Synt 163 00 . 04
gmm case 407 133 10 197 M3 u8 gy Shzf,w 1 o0
eduled tribe 53 132 38 03 94 94 Leather 24 L 00 o4
Others 83 B4 12 266 286 N2 Plastic 2.2 ‘&ﬁ 4 00 ]
All groups sy 193 187 234 26 Ho Rubber I 00 7 07 ot
1872

TABLE 6: INCREASES AND DECREASES IN STOCXS OF SELECT20 CLOTHRIG
AND FOOTWEAR [TEMS DURING THE LaST TWO YEARS
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s et the habit of wearing blouses U
increasing among rural women. As 10
foatwear, only 40 pes cent of houscholds
have reporied any net fncrease at all; and
1hat increase amounts 1o no more than 0.7
{paic of) rubbiet shoes per hovsehold. As 10
other Xinds of shoes, the incidence of i
orease is even further iess. The habit of using
footwear scems not 10 be 50 common in the
il areas and it has not increased much
[nde Table 7). Further, those who use
footwear are mosily the sdult male members
of the bouscholds, and the majority of
women and children do not.

Notes
[The fiekd work for the resurvey was done by

HNKur, R P Datra, P B Ghosh, J L Chaka-
boty, § R Mukherjee and § Bhatischarye:

Sujata Ganguly, Kanike Ghosal, Sanat Maid,
Amar Sen, Ajoy Bose, R L Banerjee, N Chat-
tezjee, B Ohosh and P Roy helped in scrutiny
and analysis of yiatistical daw. The authort are
thankful 1o all these workers for their
co-operation.]

1 About the sample design and other dewlly
regarding the survey on which the paper is
based, sce our eaclier paper: ‘Changes In
Level of Living in Rural West Bengal: Hous-
ing Conditlons', Economic end Politicol
Hhekiy, Val XXII, Nos 36 and 37, September
5412, 1987

2 We have considered a period of ten yean for
consumer durables and only two years for
clothings and fooiwears for our com-
parisans. The period tor the latter items has
been lowered to minimise recall lapse for the
items considered.

DISCUSSION

Net Domestic Product per Worker in
Indian Agriculture

S Mahendra Dev

Q (G Dandekar’s article (1986), Dant-
walg (pp 153, 1987) says “Due 10 the com-
dined effect of the decline in agriculture's
stare in NDP and the near-stagnancy of
population dependent on agri the per

estimates. Ror instance, the aumber of total
population (rural and urban) according to
38th Round of NSS was 681.7 million
whereas according to the expert commilfee

warker NDP in ‘agriculture, forestry,
fisheries' sector declined from Rs 1,305 in
1970-71 to Rs 1.293 in 1981

Apparently, Dandekar (1986) used 1971
and 198] censuses dala on cultivators,
aricubigral labourers and warkers in
livestock, e1, for both males and females as
denominator in estimating Net Domestic
Product (NDP) per worker in agriculiural
sector. This note shows that the decline in
NDP per worker was due (0 the use of data
on female workers which showed very high
stowih during the period 1971 to 1981. [t
nigs doubts on the comparability of data
on female workers from censuses. Once we
¢ comparable work force figures, NDP per
worker does not show any decline.

Tible | shows that female workers in
agriculture grew at a very high rate of around
36 per cent per annum during the period
197110 1981 white thve corresponding figure
for males was about 1.1 per cent per annum.
The rowth rate of female workers is- un-
precedented. 11 indicates that one may have
10 vse only male workers when census data
e compased. The sstimate of NDP per
Make worker {which is more comparable)
shows 1 posilive growth of 0.44 per cent per
anum,

To have a check on census data, we have
etimated, using NSS dats, growth raies for
mike and female workforce in agriculture
tetween 1972-73 (27th Round of NSS) and
1983 (38th Round of NSS), The i

on the number of
total poputation in 1983 was 715.3 million.
In order 10 obtain proper absolute figure:
of workforce in agriculture in 1983, we heve
applicd the six-specific participation rates of

38th Round (NSS) to the cstimate made by
the expert committee on populstion projec~
tons. The estimates are given in Table 2. It
reveals that the rate of growth in female
workforce between 1972-73 and 1983 was
wround 2 per cent pet annum. Thble 2b gives
NDP per worker for the years 1972-73,
1973-74, 1982-83 and 1983-84. The estimaes
clearly show that there was no decline in
NDP per worker.

1t may be noted that one has 1o use both
male and female workers in analysing
changes in oulput per worker in agriculture.
Alsa, it may be better 10 use st least triennial
averages of NDP in agriculture rather than
single years. Mahendra Dev (footnote 8,
1986) estimated NDP per worker in
agriculture and allied activities for three
triennia, viz, 195962, 1969-72 and 1976-79.
The estimates are presenied in Table 3. It
shows that NDP per worker grew at (he rate
of around 0.5 per cent per annum during the
period 1959-62 10 1969-72 while the growih
during the period 1959-62 to 1976-79 was
around 0.6 per cent per annum.

This will be clearer if we analyse the two
components of output {(NDP) per worker,
namely Jand productivity and land-man

TasLE 2b: NDP PER WORKER 1N AGRICULTURE

fRs)
1972.73 927
197-14 1002.2
1932-8) 1049.3
198)-84 1616

Noir: 1972-13 workforce figures are used for
1972-73 and 1973-74 while 158}
workforce figures are used for 1982-83
and 198)-84,

TABLE I: NDP AND WORKFORCE [N AGRICULTURE— LEVELS AND GROWTH RaTES

W 1981 Compund Growth
between 1971 and
1981 (Per Cent
Per Annum)
Male workers (000s)* 104178 116108 1.09
Femate workers (000s)
{a) Cultivators 9304 14932 L% )
(b) Agricullural labourers 157% 20761 n
(c) Workers in livesiock, eic 78) 1078 18
(d) Total (a+b+c) 25889 36 187
NDP in agricultore®® (Rs crore) 16980 19782 154
NDP pes tow) worker (Rs} 1306 1294 -1009
NDP per male worker (Rs) 1630 1704 (X2}

* Male workers ase cultivitors, agricultural labourers and workers in plantations, tivestock,
etc. 1971 proportion is applied to obtain workers in livestock, etc, in 1981,
*s NDP in refers to forestry and Mshing.

TaBLe 20: WORKFORCE IN AGRICULTURE—LEVELS AND GROWYH RATES

9nn 1983 Compund Growth
between 1972.7)
and 1983 (Pev
Cent Per Annum)
Male workers {0003) 1053430 180894 1
Female workers (000s) 63035.2 786853 219
Total workers {000s) 169178.2 196774.9 1.82

ligures of the 38th Round seem 10 be under

Note: The expert commitiee population figures for 1981 arc obtained from K Sundsaam.
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