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INTRODUCTION 



Chapter t 

i n ! a o i) 0 c i i o s 

1 .1 . I.arketinfi of Agricultural products in C^mtcil ami 

L n y ^ _ J ^ i a IS icular . 

Inula has a tmmt&om potent ia l for increasing 

agricul tural production. However, I t Is equally inrportant 

t ha t , merely increased production wi l l not f u l f i l the requi­

rements of tba people unless i t is associates with an ef f i ­

cient marketing sysfctiB. iioci Motley has r ight ly pointed out 

that "nothing happens un t i l s©aieho<iy sella co^ th ing" . In 

the developing countries, however, the biggest inisiortune 

is that the oe. rise t ing is Eiisunueratoou and looked down with 

disdain ant contempt dip to the fraudulent trade practices 

of t radi t ional ©iddleoen and business ageneles* In technical 

sense, marketing i# a management function responsihlfi for 

identifying, ant icipat ing am satisfying consumer require-

mi&B profitably (f©ka»>» 1979). Sh© rapid advancement in 

agr icul tural research has enable a th§ country In becoming 

se l f -suff ic ient . However, such a type of technological 

advarKiemcnt In agriculture usually requires d0V6lopB*at of 

appropriate marketing Inst i tut ions along with other- , for 

sustained growth of the economy. 

I t must be stated at the very outsat t ha t , ci&rketinc 

is not $m% Mixing or d is t r ibut ion. I t embraces a l l the 

act iv i t lea that begin with ascertaining the neods of the 

consumer ana the Btariset opportunity setting-up production 
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to meet th i s anticipated demand, pricing, dis t r ibut ion, 

advertising and culminating in the sale of product hope­

fully a t a profi t ( I lane, 1979). fhe modern concept of 

©arket is thus ©ne which s t a r t s fro® production stage with 

interpretat ion of consumers • neccte qual i ta t ively, quanti­

t a t ive ly and pricewist. and ends up in providing the needed 

goods and services with necessary after-aalc service wherever 

e s sen t i a l . But looking to tfe* present s i tua t ion I t is 

c lear ly observed that Eiartaeting of farm produce has remained 

to he one of the greatest obstacle© in the process ©f deve-

Xopeient of agriculture in India, as a result of which not only 

the interests of producers and consumers have oons in vain 

hut a lso , i t has affected th# process of capi ta l forelation 

in agriculture and distr ibut ion of gain© ©jaong the Lasses 

(i l&m, 1979). For© over, agr icul tural ma r u t i n s problftss 

relate to the physical, financial and technological del i -

ciencieii. In fact , agricul tural marketing Is ®m of the 

©anifoM problems having a direct oearing upon the prosperity 

of the cultivator® in the country. J re© the far©©!©1 vijew 

point , an efficient marketing systera is one which maximizes 

MM t o t a l returns fro© the given t r a m action, in addition to 

the faot that the product-market should keep on expanding. 

Ibe types of products sold by the farmers are mainly 

of twof one is perishable and the other Is non-perishable. 

loodgrains, including cereals , pulses and oi lseeds, eoBse 

under the category of non~perishables. The problCEU in 
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marketing these aon»p©ri©J»blji pioduets are not ouch com­

pl icate a because of t he i r nature, while t t e perishables 

l ike vegetables, flowers, i r a i t s and products of animal 

or ig in do poa© several problems during the i r narlseting, 

lie nee, smiteting QS ^ r iuhabie p»&duets has a t t racted the 

at tent ion of is&ny econociflti:. 

1*2. Production pf FrtUfcs in Maharashtra with - r a c i a l 

iteferonce to Banana and Grapes » 

Cultivation of f ru i t osopo for imrtoet ,te ©arl»d by 

COSES© re ilig&tion ©f agricul ture . oucco£siu,l f rui t growing 

requires unusual knowl^dgt; and s k i l l , accuracy and thorough­

ness in protection and ciarketing. I t eppeaja to more progre­

ssiva and eowserci&l Einuca cultivators beceuso i t is highly-

profitable m wen. &s the probleiii connected with t he i r 

production and marketing p©©e a challenge to the i r a b i l i t i e s , 

fbe cultivators who imv© amst® rad the teclmique of crop 

production and rat ional use of various production inputs t do 

undertake cul t ivat ion of f ru i t crop©. XhiM fact is prosi-

nantly noticed in Maharashtra wimm a v&riaty of f ru i t crops 

are grown in different agro-climatic mm® of the £tate« The 

important f rui t cit>pa grown in tfefcuratbtg* &m oranges, 

sengoes, bananas, grapesf coconut9 cashewnut, pineapple, 

chlkoo, e t c . Among these f ru i t crops, bananas and grapes 

occupy a place of prlut in the agr icul tural economy of 

Maharashtra in general and wet;torn Maharashtra in par t icu lar . 

I'faese days banana crop has acquire a & conancrcial 
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importance on account oi increase i s the aeseagee under 

the CPDP in response to increased demand a l l over the 

country. Eapia pace of indttstrlalloatlon and economic 

development of urban centres have contributed to the 

increased demand for hamms. l!he technology of pit, duct Ion 

tea been almost standardised and which, if ioilowt-c, assures 

the cultivator, o& an aver&g©* high 3#vel of ptt»&ueti©n» In 

India, aajor banana growing dtates are jftsala, Gttjmth, 

i'amilnadu, Kaxmtalsa and Maharashtra* fh© cexeaflB under 

banana In l-fehsmshtm i t increasing every year. In the 

year 1977-73, the a»& imier feanans cultivation wis *»«>f000 

hectares with the production of lf03f200 tonnes* Mahara­

shtra, thus, accounts for 22*3 p©J? oeafc of the to t a l pwwitt-

etion of fcanam and nearly 15 p©3? eent of the to ta l af©a 

under banana in India. 

stvone the ooanefelal crops grown to Xndir.| srapts 

have given the highest output-input rat io, inspitc of 

th te , i ts inta?&&»ctie» in various cliaatically favouiablB 

regions ©f India has te®a very low. I t is tocaucc of the 

iaet that , the cultivation of this crop xecjuixos the use 

of oost sophisticated inputs as veil as appzopitfate cult i­

vation practices to seems high ytelds. I» Inflis, l-fetexa-

antra, Karoataka ana I'aoilnadu &m the u&in states* which 

produce grapes. 1 ronably, l&harashtra h&s molt acreage 

under grape cultivation in India* M a result of extensive 

research vork, nev effective methods of prevention as yell 

as control of diseases ana pest** and new technique© for 
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pruning anl training of vines, the area under grape has 

been increasing In tji© -tatc-. tb» area under gjpapen In 

Itefc&ras&tm ia iccordfca at **000 hectares and ttoE» produ­

ction of gmpus is 1,00,000 tonnes. 

1*3* ? jgjfl*yr pi 1-kirteEx.ing of _ Bananas and Gtagta . 

iilnofe banaiiaa ana grapes are ptrltfaahle in nature, 

tner@ aye uaay eonptexltlgsi la t t e Marketing of theae 

fwilts, Sim BftHB»ting of tbtsa fruits weds ^aleis trans­

portation end proper st©m^ fac i l i t i es , IJOS103S tills f 

localised ooasUBptlon of th»s« fruits la towns ana cities 

and relatively loss inclination of ts© cospttaeKs tovarfe 

consumption of processed pioduets Inrolw a la*§© amber 

of ix&®tm&inriB® for ptrfomfng different narrating 

act ivi t ies , XI* factors l i t e seasonality in protection, 

scattered production on snail scale and hiflh sartetftlfte 

suarpluo in relation to the to ta l pioduotion, atsectii itat© 

introduction of ©o&em n®fcl*©4§ of tmrrestlng, ripening* 

gradlng»psel»glng and faster ©©an© of transport. Fflaptr 

©t©m@® and process ins industries Daw to be erected so 

as to ateorb peak supplier and as cure otlsc s,on suppll^ 

to the aierket£. 

I t Is ©owienly observed th&t9 tne o&xts&tlug of 

benama and grapeo Involve© a l&r@© mmfc&r of Intoroeularies 

for performing different activity® like tsMieport, storage, 

paclsaglng, grading and sal® of finite in ai&tcnt oartetb* 
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f hss© intemsadiarlas f la turn, tales away high o rg i e s 

f ros tht price paid by o©j»«B©r® and to that extent 

producers a*® d®priwd of their Itgltieat© ehaf© in 

consumer's price, though tht prist acweaeate In different 

Eaarfcets ars detainine*! mm or less by cfeciara^supply forces, 

the B&itot siargiu© of different tx£mim&imT$M® ate not, in 

any way, controlled by any restriction!?. In fact, the al» 

of orderly MuefeBtlng is to ensure that the pm®m®r gets 

reasonable price for his produce by elltatottijig vonte and 

reducing ths eost of distribution. Tim existing fruit trade 

is characterised fey ©alp ractioes by my of multiplicity of 

market charges, unauthorised deductions, aupernnotv Biddls-

men and lacSs of storage facil i t ies t In order to ©vercoB® 

these pnablens, the aaffsetlng system needs to be iBpsoved 

either by bringing %bout complete regulation on fruit trade 

or by resorting to an efficient alternative ©artetlng s^stes. 

1.**. reduce ray /association m an /^.torgitiareJiBr^etlffig 

£ieo»giileifig the need for lqp wring isaitetlng systea 

for agricultural produce, oar country baa advocated tstahlJU 

ahment of co-opcj-.itive marketing agonclea since long, Sons 

attempts seem to haw been made by the producers of bananas 

and grapes In Maharashtra to fot» producers' associations to 

tahe up jjiaiteting act ivi t ies , i t has also been reported 

that , such associations are doing veil in safeguarding the 

http://j-.it
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interests 0f fruit producers. Stows© ussoeiatloHe ai t 

established vith the following objectives. 

1. X© find cut nsv tt&rtets for the Damm anil grape 

produce which will fetch higher price a for the saa&} 

2. To provi'Jfi inputs at right time and at reaeonahle 

prices 

3. '£o aoaetruet storage houses; 

**•„ lo p©rfof» »ulti»hii8ii30s© activities fpr ejsha»e~ 

tag product ion of respective f suits $ and 

5. i'o provide incentives to produce re for Increasing 

acreages under the fruit crops. 

Besides tl»s©9 the grape growers1 a»soel&tJoai 

supply packaging material to the produceru ao& -upwivUe 

the marketing act iv it ley. mey also provide to clinical 

assistane© to their mwto®m> 

! • ? • ?»M^ of fete btadsr * 

Nov a days, producers' associations hero **»» looked 

upon as alternative tuariietins agencies in the fruit trade. 

•ihe numbers of these associations derive oertuin Vantage* 

f row marketing of their produce through ths-so associations • 

I t I s , however, noticed that , the entire trmlo 1& the ease 

of bananas and grapes has hot yet been taken over fey such 

associations* On the contrary, these eesoeintlo&s af® 
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working paraH^l to the traditional private agencies in 

EEra t ing of bananas and grapss* It i s , therefore, 

thought tetter to study, in deta i l , ttm r®ls» of producers« 

aasooiatfons in marketing of these fruits» fh@ topic v i 2 . , 

fiole of producers' Associations in the Maxfettlng of Bananas 

and Grapes in Mahfiiiislitratt has b©e»f tfatrefofe, s@li»et®d for 

the present study, 

Thfc present study is one of such efforts for having 

a bird's em view of fruit trade, iron several past studies 

i t is seen that for both of these fruits there i s more 

exploitation of fruit growers ©y the intermediaries. Ihere 

i s , therefore, a need for giving sor® emphasis on finding 

out the eiiective methods of Ballasting of these fruits to 

assurs increased share of consuoer'e rupee to producers of 

these frui ts . 

I t is expected that this study will throw light on 

the «£f©etiv«sasss of producers' associations in fruit trade 

vis-a-vis traditional private agencies. 

1.6. Objectives of the ^tudy « 

The study is undertaken with the following objectives * 

1, 2© identify Ballasting ehaisasls in tli ©annsting of 

hananas and grapes tbnougi produces®* assoaiations ana 

traditional traders. 
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a. So study nan rise t ing costs of bananas and grapes 

through producers * associations vl**a»vls t r ad i t iona l t raders . 

3 , TQ e s t i m t e price spread i s the nartec^ting of bananas 

and grapes through producers * associations vis-a-vis t r ad i ­

t i ona l t raders . 

U-. To study, im d e t a i l , the working of producers* 

associations of bananas and grapes. 

1.7. Hypotheses ©f the study « 

lbs goal of any efficient e&rheting syst©o Is to 

maximize producer's share in cont.ua©r's rupee without affect-

ing interests of consumer^, sine© producers' association is 

looked upon as an alternative marketing agency to t rad i t iona l 

private agencies in f ru i t t rade , Urn following hypotheses are 

proposed to be tested to fu l f i l requimisenfcs of the objectives 

of the study, 

! • The producers' associations are safeguarding the 

interests of the f ru i t growers. 

2. The individual se l le rs are being cheated In the 

t radi t ional system of f ru i t market inc. 

3 . Due to a l&r®s number of latexiaediaries» producer's 

snare in consumer's rupee has always ruBalned to be loss . 

The preseist study lc expected to throw l ight on the 

comparative advantages of producers* a^oci-tic-rfc vis-a-vis 

http://cont.ua�
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traditional traders in the- E a s t i n g of banan&G and grapes. 

After going through available l i tera ture , i t is se©n that 

such an attempt baa not been oada so far, evonthough quite 

a large master of p r o t e a n * associations are working in 

this field It can, however, be eaitl that tho promotion 

of producers' associations on the baa is of their comp&ra 

tive advantages will certainly enhance returns to the fruit 

grovers and thereby ptoirid© incentives to then to incraaaa 

area trader the product ion of these fruit*. j.he finding of 

the study relating to cmrlBeting charges t oaxteting piottM* 

and relative aff isisncy of alternative aiarlBStl&c agencies 

v l l l benefit the fruit gravers in decision oa&ing in the 

areas like choice of aax!*t, choice of B&rtsDfcisiE agency, 

distribution of tota l produce among different oastoets* etc . 

.be study will also be of ismm® us© to the planners, 

governcjent and producers' association© in formulating 

appropriate nartotiag strategies for Um fruit trade. 
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chapter 2 

The s t ra teg ic role of marketing in contributing 

towards economic developoent of a country hue teen widely 

accepted. Urucker Q$$B) has gone so far as to say, "If 

we vast ©eenoBle development with freeuoia una responsibi­

l i t y , we have t o build i t on the &w2epK»nb of ©artetlng". 

Of the tbi to p i l l a r s of agriculvuryl economy v i - . , produ­

ction processing and. nuctetljig, the l a s t one is the ©ost 

important ana supports several other agr icul tural a c t i v i t i e s . 

An attempt is snad© in this chapter to bring together the 

fladings of some- of the t;tudi£e clonely related to the topic 

of tins study so as to a&t guidelines for completion of the 

present attidy on sc ien t i f ic te*l»« i'fae reviews tore been 

aiviaed iiito the following groups : 

1 . ti&xfcatiag of f r a i t s In general 

2* Marketing problems < 

3. ^arketin^ function® 

4 . iferteeting afipaeies/cbuuMl* 

5« Production costs 

6. ttirt&tittg cosU t price cprc&4 &M e&rteting Barglas 

7. te goto i l ea of ©altete 

8# ^ o p e r a t i v e 00Ci*61se/0£&©ci£ti©m<# 

2»1. H&riPtinfi of Frui ts in General * 

ffertetiag of frui ts is ozm of the most i^ortatifc teak* 

before the fanaeie, It&itetSng involves tsuncfur of «o©4s 
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fros producers to mmvmx&* Ttm various surrey© conducted 

at the mt ioml 2*vel and &OR4i«ie exerciser contemplated by 

& large maber of reE.OK-.rcb workers at t l* r?^;;ioml end f a n 

levels have e « m 4 * sousee of intonation al̂ otxt tb© general 

Miri&st situation* Is eas© of emrlsstiiig of fsuite, ho%rever| 

the &tu£l&t are very limited. 

Kftlilon awl Ban6hwi» (19%) etudi&c tbf:1 carteting of 

iaorticultural pxodn@t& nasi concludeu that the solution of 

marketing problomi* s tar ts a t pxioaucvlon **tm^* itosecwer, 

seasonal fluctuations i s tb» p r t o s of horticultural produ­

cts were sot only am to over production bus a»rc due to bad 

distribution, ihey »ttg#t8t*<i that Hhe cultivation of early 

or Into variet ies, pj^eesslug of ijofticultural pn<Uietftt 
miml&pmnt of e©M «t*njp mad fr©«gli5g iattKtxy ceulA play 

a tremendous role in tto© orueriy ©nrlB&tiiig a&d ui^tribution 

of f rui ts . 

Jansen and iteumy <196@) amlyattl the. oain eii'ects of 

tfc@ common isaitet on those aoetors directly concerns a with 

the pradac'ulon, ti&as and consume ion of finite ana suggested 

that there le a seed for iispreving the »&«i§»ti»g ©yste» sucb 

that I t will not only increase the production tut also enhance 

the trade and consumption of f ru i t s . 

An efficient marketing of frui ts , tlutt, foxw the basis 

for increased profitability to tht- producer. 

http://reE.OK-.rcb
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2*2« Markstto Profrlfcfcs . 

In cube of f su i t ouops, the marloEtir.2 pxotttsgt are 

irel&ttirely ®©i» serious. lfcfw©r f agr icul tural naxfcttiog 

problems folate t© tfc© pi3jo;ical, f lmnoial and technological 

dcrtcifcnciec, 

ochoor C19$5) ••*• &» aiaalysijs of fete m o t e t tag 

problems of igrteult i i i* with ap&eial xvfexeaeo to th* e i i ec t 

of supply pre&~ure and conolMded fciiat no Ku te t ing scheme ' 

O&a operate sneeeiis fully without aoii& depTO of 0©0&s©l over 

supply, Inter-co-op«ri4wive l imita t ion ©f supply is also 

possible. 

La*kar (1976) found that ©»B of the c&Jor oaffertlng 

probleais the a mall fa»©w faced wa© that they received 

cowidftwihly !©¥®r prices for t t » i f pwwiuee ee coapund to 

moaiUE and blgge* ottMt* I t»y &©ld thfeir produce at the 

aietres^ sole to the village^ traders and csoixy lenders due 

to the aeeeasity of urgent c&ah. 

s h i m e l (If79) nm*2B& frost hi* study that th t i e ar t 

considerable difficult!*® in marketing agr icul tural products. 

Shore axe complex channels mad var ie ty of marketing eargim 

vhich ultij&ately reduce the share of producer. 

Tim e&ove studies iixiicaU- that there arc pany probleos 

associated with ^ i ^ e t a n g of f i n i t e , In Q$mr t o ©vtreoB© 

these p r o h t a s , there must he v e i l ©st&sissljcd e&stet swetiom, 
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The E&rli£ting functions wlaich &m the "team for 

sound market syste® ©f frui ts **» atuuieu by ®&m of the 

research •o te tan t . 

Cannon am witcbert (1953) stwUftd t t e inproveoBnts 

to toe md© in packaiilng. i t w©« conclude a tbnt tbc packs s^ 

aboulu p i^Uct tne psoaaot, ©&rry I t in coi^niei i t QMRntitios f 

1m®p mote t l&g 0o»t siownf advertiM and stinttt&te i&» purchase 

and pwfcfe tttcessary iniowatiott to *&• ta^sr* 

luiinu and ^iuhu (1963) stuatea the ecoiioaico of grad­

ing of eveet o*&n§®s and found tftat the gi&tied f rui ts fetched 

a pw&mlvm of 12*9 p®r mnt < ^ p tine ia*gmdod f r u i t s , 

Abbott (I967) sugoestea measures those: could be taken 

t o strengthen fewer*1 bargaining power ana constat ittv® pr ic­

ing as by public provision of a&rtet information and advice, 

c redi t inst i tut ions and local wart bousing i 'aci l i t io^ o r by 

reducing bcrricrt- %& the entry of mv trading onterprises, 

Siddappa (JL967) «a$0»in©d tbt soop© for st@¥©3®pffient of 

preservation of f rui ts am vegttattlfta in Incite. Ife suggested 

an integrated approach for the industry as a ftliil* and 

explore a the poss ib i l i t ies of export pronation by x.hich India 

could earn a l o t of foreign exchange and ttsas 1̂ 2lp the 

economic development oi ttoe country. 

i'halsur (197D concludec that storage and transportation 

f ac i l i t i e s art not adequate in apples, ^ t o r n ^ i* d@n» in the 
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ordinary storage ©tructuie® sad the vtelfe&tial tSAildUns 
are o^ing used for grading and pacisaging of the f rui ts . 

Srfirast&va (1971) atiMted the need of q»lelser and 

properly arranged transport faci l i ty . Be further e^plaimd 

that the frttits like grapes wnien are highly perishable in 

nature should be storod in such & way that they %ftn not 

loose their quality even for a distant Darkfctc * 

ita^nibanani aM atmiua (1977) stated in tneiy paper 

that grading is a cousson * yardstick* to seaside t t e quality 

variation. I t halp© in creating mutual confidence- betv^cn 

buyers and sel lers , the cortsuiaer gets fcjje quality b© wants 

and the producer a b i t ter return. 

Important eoBsliteratiofw idiilt select ing packaging 

material were o©ntioiae& in detail lay OJha (I9SI), Iteae 

were such as; ©c©HD«y, protection to innor contents, comfort 

and convenience, refilling and reuse contain r s t re;use of 

containers for o t ter purposes, hygienic, attractiveness, 

consistancy in pacteging, packaging in varying alges, educa­

tive value aa& statutory requirement, 

2 > . Harlteting Agencies/Channels ; 

5r«a t&o above 9 i t can be aoea tfcat Utew axe many 

©art® ting faactloi©* In ordtr to p©rf©j« th&se function 

efficiently, tins re is a need for Baay atulfPling ogB&etes and 

chanaei®. la return of peyfomlng different ii&rteting 

functions, these agencies olal© different eba&gss cilong^lth 
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their profit margins, aem of the researchers have tried 

to understand marketing &^miMB/Gte&im%& in case of market­

ing of fruits* 

Bush (1965) found that marketing in Ibrth Germany 

was done oaiialy toy vholesalers. Co~©p©mtiTO r^rketJJig 

predominated in a ftor regions and owners ©f scattered 

orchards outside the eain fruit growing area preferred to 

s e l l direct to eonsitt®», 

Xhaloir (I97I) found that marketing ®y&%m for apple 

is purely a private &m • Most of the email gnawers market 

their produce through contracts a t the lass . ~ule£> in tte 

market through agents, ©idaa**®©**, eo-epeifetlvct; aiiu 

retai lsrs to coiisum r̂b are tin* other cto®xm2B used. 

Karaiisingh and Gurl#J Uiagn (1971) studied the follow­

ing three different chanaela of marketing. 

i ) Producer „ _eo»ua»r 

i i ) Producer _ wnoles&ler ^ . Be t*U0r , ^ Gon®u«©r 

i l i ) producer mpmmm ftetailer wmmm, Comuwer 

Pa t i l and ^hongado (1978) found out tbe following two 

on&nnelfi in the juarketing of pomegranates. 

i) producer _ Oonaiision agent ._, rwtailor . _ Consumer 

i i ) producer _ rre-narvest dealer mmm CofiBls&ioa ag»nt „^ 

Retailer ^ Coneuaer, 

2«g, production Cost® : 

ThD pipf i tabUity of fruit production oouM be 
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ae tern ice u only a f t t r aeauctlng piquet ion and s&rtetiiig 

costs from Uk gross rettaae* Xnm is , therefore t a need 

for estimating in A t a i l the production awi marketing costs. 

Hay«r (196a) voxfc&A ©«t the ©oat of cultivation of 

hem&mt. la tvo SB glens iM l&rela una found tto&t the oo^t of 

uaiiusiA cultivation diffuse fro© region ©̂ XCCIOA ami vartety 

to Variety. 

ĥ&SKi and fe&nliop (29$*) oonoludBd that t l» total 

©^poadlture lnenanwd lay a gsm^x to establish a vln©ya*i 

®mm&$& to lis. 7,936 pea* acre* of those eo^tu, 87 p«r 

oent or ha, &f9S& %m mqv&m& storing the f i r s t year, 

£of@y (1965) workea out the cost ©f cultivation of 

banana on diffejent ®%m& X'Ol-~in& in Jal^uon district* 

Bis estimates of cost of culttv&tion p®r hectase at diff­

erent cost concerto vijs«t Cost * f Cost fi and Coet c w#» 

lit. 5»017*d6f i%, §t133»27 and ius, 6t701*08 rfeipe©tiv#ly, 

Hogre (1973) seireiiltd that the total eo&t required 

for oanana et*ltiv&ti©n in Vufttmnt diistrloi wa£ ft#af**a3##*> 

per acre at cost c JX'VQI. 

Punde (1973) concluu^u that the grape ic quis«s a 

very high Ini t ial cost of «stahli®I»©nt «nd ©out dlffex* 

fsan ©n© vartety to the other* the net cost of ©&t&el3ah-

sent of vineyard was fery low in one© of aeiectlon»7 ^*» 

to hl$&r yield® at the f i rs t teirrost than that of 

Thompson iJeiidleas and /aif fcetabi. 
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2«6. iterating Coats* Priet* &p»&att taA Maitetlng t>inj?glw * 

C&WHsa (1932) published a bulletin oil aarteting of 

fruits and vegetables in Bombay. Be reported tiiat the 

coffimlflBion charge a were as high en 20 t© 25 Pc** cent of the 

value realL&eu ana they caused m heavy buracn on the ©oni ts&cr. 

H@ suggestea that i t should not #w®ed **> to •> per cent of the 

value of tnt product. 

iiayanna <19**§) rap©rt®ci tnmt ©ost of mamtlng in 

India m» ?3,60 per oest, 57*72 per cent and ^3#^ per c«nt 

of the oonrantr'e price in ©as© of gmpos t oxongBfi &n4 

potatoes, respectively, High cost of aaxtetlng indicates* 

that large part of OOI»IM*S*B rupee %» oo»igned towards 

charges of the intervening agencies between -tibe producer 

and the ccr^uc^r. 

A®ar»al <19**f) reported that In Uttar tradosn tte 

piodncar received only 57.2 p@r cent of the oontnaser1® price 

in caae ©f potato, wlioltialer1^ and »teHes-<s aargins \»m 

6 per cent and 8 p t r cent, »spectiv«lyi vfaoxeas handling 

and m i n t i n g cha r t s accounted for 20 per cent and 3.3 per 

cant respectively. 

Krtraneingh (1967) found that the grading ana packing 

together forced ??.60 per cent of t ip to ta l s u i t i n g costs 

in tht priraary mnrkcts and 6^.13 per cent in the tenaiml 

market. Transportation accountea for another 10.96 per cent 

and Jk,$# per cent of the to ta l marketing coats for salt in 
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theee jsertets, nespectlwly. H» also waited out the 

relative eh&xt of pxoeucer and ot ter ftnertlottortos for 

the important csarketins channels. Xhe tore&j£*c3©«i of the 

consumer's rupee by different marketing channels showed 

that the producer got the maximal© share of the oomwir^ 

rupee (71#W6 per ©tat) by selling hie ptoduee t© retai ler 

through cotBKisi;Ion agent in the priemry market. ftm 

re ta i ler ' s ©argin was also the highest in this eh®nnelt 

toeing 15.19 per cent of the eo»§asier,§ rupee. £he produ­

ce r»^ share in tut ©onsw^r1© rupee was ©inlaw©, being 

53.70 per cent only- fey selling to toe pre.harpest contra-

ctor. Tfat r e t a i l e r^ BMrgln increased fro© %?2 p®r cent 

to 15*91 p*r cent by purchasing free* proouocr., through 

oofteis&ion agents. 

The msm>%® of analysis attempted by Thsjpir (1971) 

about mar^ting ©ergins and prim spread shoves that the 

producer gets lees than 50 p©r c©at of the consumer's price 

of apple, More than ho per cent of the aarteting margin 

goes for coflsiaiasion and prolit of the gIMteeo in the market. 

Kstranein^b and GurteJ ^ingh (197D exauinecl that larger 

the nusber of iiAftmediarieef the ieater *&» the px$due@r*s 

a hare in tht eoneuner*a rupee, i.iso difU.xv.no iateRa&di&riie 

had different effects on the distribution of shares of the 

producers and eons use re . when the pr©-harvesfc contractor 

wee elicinstfed, the producer wee benefitted, ».hen the 

http://difU.xv.no
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wholesaler wa» also eliainstea, cost of the tenef Its 

percolated on the retai ler . 

Pat i l and Paw&r (1976) found that a major eh&ie of 

the eonsiwer^ price lias gone to the InterfiB&lartoe. the 

fruit predict Ion activity being scattered and away tim 

the coneunlng crea, one can understand too ne&d for diff­

erent aarleting sertloes for efficient oo?e»ent of fruits 

f res producing exeas to consueete and ttie expt nsee thereon. 

ffewver, tfce retailers for their limited efforts are aader-

taking advantages from the fruit trstde and to that extent, 

the producer© ar® deprived off fros getting dm shares for 

their instantaneous efforts and huge invested at in the 

production of fruitu on on® sia© and on the other, the 

consusaers ate forced to pay higher prices for the frui ts . 

I t ires observe a that th® reta i ler ' s share in consumer's 

price remained wry h i # l.s># ranging fro© 35«15 to 52*30 

per cent. 

PatH and Dhongade (1973) found that the producers 

share in e©nsu©erfs rupee in Bombay and Rohurl s a i n t s was 

hk.$$ and 6^,96 per cent reepeetively in caec of pomegranate®, 

shirazl (1979) revealed that there are many eha»t»l§ 

of Barteting which at»orh variety af sartet ins car-sins between 

producer and ©onsuser. fhese isarcins are w r y high for Iruitfc, 

ve ©stable® and lirestocfe* 

facade and Pat i l (1901) concluded Xxm their study 
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that during %k& p«a& period of arrivals of the w p t a t o s , 

til© viiol33ale ami setol l price;: uer..- audi lower, ?]*it was 

via© difference feotveen f i e s t a © and re ta i l prices * xi* 

margin of letatiftr was ©jfcm ordinarily Mgh in a21 tlss 

vng&tables ussier ©tady. In ease of onions, tbo pro«3iieer»8 

snare in oowittier*^ r«$@o «©rteu out to 57.73 per oeat \faU& 

the retails r*e margin was 33.9$ per cent, in on»e of potato, 

proattcer's list uli&r© aai retailer1© mrgtei in coneiaeser*® 

mp»e wejjy approximately ©a par i . e . , *#9.32 ancL U-5«$6 per 

root, leapeefciiwly, la gxtten c&iXlieu f producer's 9}*i» in 

t^t consumer's ntg@© was t© tto© esfcent of 9&#?3 per cent, 

tsaile oargte of tae seta lift? we* 32.93 p®r cent. In case of 

ftrlnjal, tte*@ shaxvfl were 32*77 p** ce** CJKJ 61,35 per cent, 

respectively. I t conlci toe r©ve&lc<i fxen ttae ctt*>v© statin© 

t t e t tk» slbar© of pr©*i»e#r in cocsiwr1© *i$ee is relatively 

very low in ease of tbe frui ts , Va» »«getiijg ngpnetes nave, 

thus, succeeded in thriving Biglur margins from fruit trade 

by resorting to varleas E&lpr&etiisea. 

2.7. lie poe t ion of Marlgats i 

Xn omer to citcck tfep a&lpfactiois of ttofe iaicialeE®»f 

some of t i t I*M&*&2*X* &av& advocated tix. policy of xegtt-

lating tte ©artets, wiiti* giving stress on vu^ufe^ 

©artet^, tin*y nave <i§»&na©d statutory control && ©arte ting 

activities of raiaul&iatm. 

VasuaAt (19 -̂8) concluded from bis study that regulation 



of uarkete avoid* wmt of the evile ©i uiBoJoicrly o r 

dlftliMK&t iea«£®ti»g» I t provider f ac i l i t i e s i 0 r inuueing 

oiXve-rly tot:r lac t ing therafcy nafcJJQg thin©* staple lo r the 

iiunoccnt and mssoplii^ticatec. pr©«3ito©r by w.:.y ©£ laying down 

f toci and seixuulod efa&r&s so that no unfair o.civantai^ is 

or can he taJssn a t the ignorance of the &lttor&.te pio&iotr, 

ttiiehentiaiii and HiXtimrjtiani (I966; coaciuueu that 

t&e rt^ui^twu u&slKitis fend ©jgsyeiseci a w r y wlm2M®m® iiiilu-

©asc* on the parte viiig ^trustor© aa*i have g^ up orally raised 

ttfe uarheting mSfX&immy a t the primary l $ w l i«««f a t 

agacnihllng point . 

iasfaar (1976) concluded tha t charging of unwanted 

fees ami ©©nj&ssioa© by uiiberupuio^ taiddXfeooo could bo 

ciiecispd by s t a tu to r i ly ragaSatiag tbe agrjjcultatQ. markets, 

par t icular ly the f t u l t jsaistsstB * '£tah assafet ®mmt%%M® would 

arrange for «U»et B&2& of bnolX fanaftxe* pso&ioc without 

engaging the ecxvlttes of eoattiMloA agents, 

^Urarsea ?raa&4 (2$80) had p»t g©@u thought on the 

xele of to j^gul&toa" maria&ts in *h© d*iive2opiS0nt of orderly 

nartestiag system, Be concludcu that th€ regulation of 

Barisetias J& the &oe% li$je*taafe i w t l t u t i o n in thw ri&M of 

agricultuxtd uiaxteting. I t will elUaimte ej&3$r&etlis«s and 

no&tv&te GOIS toiaers to u t i l i s e ths* ytigtOateu ©t*rte t s where 

competitJba is gieatcr &sd produce prices arc higher, 

I'xoauecs tests Cottle, bo reOte&ecl to the ©stcist of 33 to 66 

per cent and unauthorised deauction coDplct^ly eliminated 
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2.8. wo-operuuivtt SoetetiM/Assoelatloni ; 

koine of the research scholars have hold a vieu to 

encourage formation of producers * associations on co-opera 

tlm lines to taM* % t© tht aetiiriti©© of frui t mutating, 

£he Agriculttu&l H&He&tSag Jw&wMtkm of India (1950) 

iQcotmnonXjd that in order to increase the shr.rt of tto@ 

gr©w®i£ in toe price paid by tto co*»t»ert the growers should 

organise associations tihleh would a*ran®s for the s&3# of 

fruits either directly or though commission agent, 

Kshlon and Baatttava (1956) suggested to elialmt® too 

many lnterraedlarieo and re toilers eiaploy^d in ©arlseting and 

to foxn glowers' ae-opev&ttves vhicli in turn can half to a 

great eacfceafc in educing © a c t i n g e@et through seal© 

©©oaonlacs„ 

khriaiifasaii &96C) suggested to fo«s e©~©p®ratine 

processing sooteties in onter 'to ©î fcŷ  h i t t e r xetura to 

the producer. 

Jakfced® (196$} indicated that eu&fcmtozt hsw fcten 

fcy and large, laenefitted fxm ceM*p©fatHre aai&*tln£. Prie® 

r@cei?ed fey selling pi&dwo thfough co-op©mtiiros is feltfwr 

than that fro© privat© tm#x@. M&stort charges art &1&© 3#w 

l a case ©f the ©o-oper&tlwa * 

Ks»«iiis#j U967) found that the costs* could h® 

deceased fcy 10,27 p t r cent and gross leturac Increased hy 
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21.21 per cent through co-operative uartoting. ttmm wm 

a net gain of 22*33 P&* cent through co-opcmtlvo aarket-

Lcskar <19?o) stages tod that t t» pioblefi© of early 

am clistsess BB.1»B ©f SBRII »ifje& 3ote eoold to siI30Viat«d 

through organisation of ooHBp»mtly« wituie'S. Co*opomtir® 

credit and mrtofting aeefetliM UtikPd t o a s t e r vould asilti-

diB©»fei0n&lly assist s » H fkmifb^ Cotpesnttw &aH»tlAg 

societies youlti arrange for pooling tlielr px^uiirjc to @©nf@r 

on small farce ri Use tonefits of MUs sale awl oconodieG of 

seals in the cost of cerketing. Fooling of produce would 

also emhle the co-operativeb to gmde the faxaftm' produce 

for a better cariaet. 

B&lwinder fciiogh and bidlu (197&) sueoaoted ttfet mango 

gfowete should cos© forward t© f o » t&iir one oo*»opexttt£*e 

aociRty for marketing and processiae of their Qtun0» fruity. 

In one way i t vould givo a hard competition to their courtter-

part oowission agenta and viioleealiir^ end in Uic oti*r, i t 

%rould increase their proiit a&rgln©. 
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M f c T E O B O L O G X »I™IJIHIIII 
T01212 

A acicntif ic study of any pnofctea ineptres the 

trwestigator to adopt appixjprtatc methods a»ti proceaureK 

in order to arrive at «tanlagfteX eoneluiiAoi*. 

Xte present chapter, tfe»iafoiet Seals vi tb the plan 

of investigation, sources of data used In the staiy and 

analytical procedures adopted for arriving at the r©e«ltt» 

useful for oeooqpliftti&iig the oto4@cti,»«s of the stutiy, 

3*1* *****. i^aulr^iaent ; 

Ih§ data rt quire a to study th& ib2# of pft&ducexi * 

Gaaeelatloat la t i» ©artetlug of tanaww a»i grapes were 

obtained fvm tilt gaapS* cultivates© &* vei l :.c |*2$B the 

sample of pit)dueer^? aseool&tloiiB, The d-tn ueie lso 

ftquiTOd OR th« 0»nBtel ©eotwiy of the &»a selected for 

the stu£y in order to 83ai» the w®&i» av&gc about tiae 

egio-iieohosle has© vbe-fe pavtlomar flistings of the study 

ax® jolev&at. Tha data r©cimli?eiBi>i2t of ttoa study was, 

therefore, i s respect of the following aspects -

1, XnfoaKttlozt on agr©~©eoziofiio feature of the 

study ai*&, 

2, GeoiKil inloit-ution os the sasple i'a»@ regarding 

cultivated area, fla#d capital lnvesto*!*, other pa&perty 

assets, land « e pattern, irrigation faelltblcc and eiopping 

pattern. 
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3 . A detailed inlottnatlon about the cost of c u l t i ­

vat ion, returns and net returns In respect of the- cixjpB 

under study, 

**. Inibnaatlon on packaging, mode of tmiupojrt, 

market places and narioet agpneies. 

5* Infonaatlon on marketing costs aw? ret r c tumt , 

6, Infovnatioii on detailed voxAelng of ttoo associa-

t Ions/societies» 

7 . Xnfoxnattoii ©» aifftexciafc pjotaoob of t l» asu^l® 

3»2« oeasetJoa of Am& 

I t was plaru»a to study the u©le of pfodiie©!®1 

cjh&oQiatiom l a tht ©arktting of bamms and gfap@@ in 

tbose t teas 1B mb&raslitra whsr^ piodtteaaw* associations 

ate available and &m actively engaged in the oarltttlng of 

bananas am gmpes. fe i t b this TUN in olaA, Jnlgoon and 

-ang l i d i s t r i c t s «•!*» ucloctfca l o r t l» teaa&BS &fH gf&pfta, 

»sp©ctiT?ely# 

3.3- *sapling jPesign : 

The study is based on ttw factual iriioir.ation at t l * 

f&lft level obtained iioc5 t l * sattpl© fame selected for the 

study. 

xlK: basie data were to be collected from the two sets 

of producers of bananas and grape- * She tixat eet coi-Tprised 
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of the producers vlJ© are oetcbers of the proauc^rj associa­

t ions and &3J8© who taarket tfetl? pix>auce tfcr®u$i such 

associations, xfee 8©e©a& se t nroesfcarHs? cor^tluutfed the 

psedtteeis who cispeal en tifedltJoral titritexs lor ©arteiliig 

of tiieiy psoftuce* Accordingly I t vns (teciacu t o ®el*ot 

&m&20& of ^0 tsinuna psoOaciae ettltftrattoxc am hQ gifept 

producing cult ivators untier each of these tv.o sets by 

adopting tteree»stag£.-3trEtlfi0d gctndoa •aag&tas 6©^%» 

wltb tabu 11 to lag re la t ively felgfr acreage under the respe­

c t l w crops m a primary uni t , vi l lage m a secondary u r i t 

mad producer of temms and grapes @B an ultimate unit of 

naatpllng. a i a l l a r l y , the tietalls of working of pxuauctxs* 

associations w©r@ stuaifia on the lias Is of Infatuation. 

ofctalstd fxoD a ssapl® of audi taas©c2at!o». '21* p r e d a t e 

adopted for arriving s a b l e s of pioduoexe of tetm&i&a and 

gmpes is outlined below. 

I) se lect ion of tent He « 

from each of the two d i s t r i c t s , two t c & l l s vjsre 

selected to rspfesent tespectlve f m i t growing regions of 

the d i s t r i c t s , AccoruiiigXy, Haver and Yawal tees Us of 

Jalgr^on and Xo.ogaon and Mir&4 telle 11B of - anc l i diet r io t 

mm selected t o represent the banana and grape proving 

regions, respectively. 

I I ) select ion of ampl® Villages ; 

In order to select sample v i l l ages , the l i s t s of a l l 
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the villager Hi the respective tehsilc alone with ticreeces 

md®T tit© fruit cnop® net® ©tifcataa txm the revenue iee©«te, 

mm® V1U&0M taring relatively «©r© acreage© wifler tii© 

respective fruit crops were selected frea c-ach ©f the four 

tolls l i s . 

**** ^ A c t i o n of Sample I aras : 

fh© o©H8©lidat@d MM%B &£ tit® cultivator© growing 

gr&pts aud baBRiBS in tin* ®«;i®et@d villages we*© p«©par©d 

separately for the mmlmiE& aaa aotM9©sfc©i» of ps©<3ueer»' 

associatione. i'be cultivators of both g»ape© ard bamnas 

wo re arraz^ea In the nsonadiHE oi\ior of tt» ac;goa$t* mMv 

t&© respect ivu c»»ps. I ' m t»aoto of these four l i n t s t **0 

cul t iva tes were- Gelected a t rondoes to constitute the sejaples 

of the studjr. Xlu»t fourty unite from total cultivator* **o 

w#d to TOU their pfoaaoe through tfaditloiml trai©*® nets 

selected for each of ttae two fruit crop®, oiai lar ly, forty 

units fuga the produces^ who wr© i n t e r s ©£ the psetiuoeie» 

associations ana *&o Bsei* to s e l l their pjoaioe ttaough ®ucn 

associations uei© selected for ©&ck fruit ©rop* aesjyes 

th i s , four psodnotxt * assooiatloiis of temm and two produ­

cers ' EBuociationa of grape vcrc ©elected to ©tuagr in detail 

workinc oi the producers' ansooiatloBP • 

3.*+. Collection of £©t© . 

Tto» data vers collected &y suwey oetliod through 

personal interview of the snap lew of fruit producers and 
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producers' association® with the h»2p of eocspsehsns iim 

questionnaire specially designed for the purpose. ,\ 

speelman of the qwBtiawmtm used for tiic purpose lo 

giren in A8pendl»*X. Us® data for the ref&r^aae §eaj? 

1979-80 veie collected during January and robruasy, 1931. 

3,5. analysis of Data ; 

The data thus Co He c tea were further compiled am 

analysed, She analysis of deta was eonteg$la,ted to es t i ­

mate costs of production mud marketing of the fruit crop© 

as vei l a» returns thereof for the different sets of 

producers. 

2fce data t«iere analysed on the following l ln t c . 

a) Qost of Cultivation of the Crppe Under -tuay . l o r 

studying the role of proOicerB * assooiattons in the oar-

luting of taanansa and grapes in Ifeharaehtra, i t vm nsce­

ss a ry to vork out *̂he o©et of cultivation of these crops 

to facili tate estimation of net returns to the i'aroer. 

labile Cfaculating the ©ost of cultivation of ite&e crop*, 

the various cost concepts standasdiised at the ^eaimr on 

Agrieultttml Frio® Policies organised toy the FA©/fc,OirfE in 

Wm Uelhi in 2tireh-&prilf 1958, with the co-opemtion of 

tiit; uovQrapont of India, wire followed, i'he proctuure of 

evaluation end allocation of different ©outs is Given in 

A-ppendi*-K. Ttm coat o©ne«pts used are m uauer. 
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CpSt A i 

Ibis 1& a paid out cost consisting of himd i » a n 

labour, bullock labour, sec a material, manures arid fer t i ­

l i se r s , plant pieteetioii aoaswree, water charges, land 

r©v&«i* and other taxes, depreciation end cost of repairs 

to idpletaentE and interest on working capital , flue aggre~ 

gate of costs on those items is describe a as 'C0st A and 

i t represents the actual out of pocket ea^ei&lituse ox* 

cultivation. 

SftRO '* 

1'te ij^pttted oost representing ieafc&X value of owned 

l am and the hypotteitieaX interest on tlio capital invested 

in laia business, that would have- earned if invested niter-

natively, is added t© c©st A to arrive at Cost B, 

i t le the sum oi Cost B and imputed value of ©w*»d 

human labour. 

i'he various costs defined above provide different 

measures of roturne to the cultivator. The difference bctveen 

the gross return and Cost A represents the t o t a l return to 

the cultivator for his labour, investment and enterprenaur's 

profi t . She surplus over Cost B provides an eetlemte &f 

return which correspond® to the holding's own l&fcour ami 

profit and any surplus o» the basis of Coat c provides m» 

estimate purely of profit for the concerned ©jaterpris®. 



profit accruing to t t e cultivator, I t was necessary to 

consider tlss cost of a&rfcfttlag as ott of tte e&Josr ©o®t 

component;,, i-litie ccaculatlog the markettriS coat, toe 

following items were consldex^cl. 

1} Pacteglsig OQtil 

11) XiawpeftatJon cost 

111) loaetlng and uiiioediXitj co§t 

iv) i>lff&r*» eartet eSmrg^s, m& 

v) ^fcara of tin ciiffevent ag&aeta lorelved la 

tsaxisetlfig of Ha© pĵ ooucv e 

l lnal ly , tbe average a end p©i?e©*ita@e§ est touted 

fiiom tb© data corwspoiiilBg to the tvo acts of pro«ia©®i* 

of tbft Inuiviuual fruit crops mm compared 1B oraer to 

uixierstaixl the spl* of pit)uuc«rs' association® In the 

©artetiag of feanttttt and. is&pes. las t ly , tfee Gouts and 

i^turni of t l» producers' associations ner© alao studied 

la detai l to work out ttae eeoaotalc^ of the x'ruit %mM 

luintlled by ttem. 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



Chapter 4 
AGRO-ECONOMIC FEATURES OF 

THE STUDY AKEA 



Chapter h 
iiiiniiiiiiiiiPun II mill 

India being a vast country witt* a gieat v&ri&bllUgr 

in clteatie factors, gcogx&pMe conditions and natural 

resource oiifioMsti&s v tfee findings of any field resnarcn 

study la agrKmlftme a t tta» taiero-lovel cannot be gsnsmiistd 

a t tli® n&tiomi a*vel. However, tbe fincHngc. of suc» studies 

can be taken for granted a© relevant for those &«as having 

s le i l a r coixlltiorB with regard to above- factor... Xfee fin&~ 

ings of any i'ijelci research study, tteieffefev ciust iollow & 

clear mention about the agro-econocic features of the study-

area to facil i tate bettor understanding of the observations 

and also to apply tb* SIHI® in other crer.s witfc similar 

features, 

ilie pre&ent o b i t e r lc , therefore, devoted to discuss, 

i s brief f soue of t to &ggo-©eo»a»ie foetuses of tfee study-

area, newly J&lgy@» and fea&gli oifttriet*« Oft sever nece­

ssary, the infozmtion about the §©l©cto«i tchsils Is also 

given 3ast to facil i tate ooa^ariaoa asd to cot better i&Ba 

of the ecoftjiay ©f th© tens l i s and tbeir placo in tbe d is t r ic t . 

**•!• physical I'eatures of to© &>tudar /*»ss 

^.X.X* flfflMft^ ^ ^ f t t i | r g i , o l j y ^ ^ | n j ^ | g | | ^ . 

**.1.1.1. L p c a t ^ n a n ^ l ^ u n ^ x ^ • 

J&lg&on d is t r ic t , locate u in th© north of ihharasbtra 

£»tatef l ies between 20^*0* as& 21°.0* north latitudes and 



!\P
 

O
F

 JA
LG

A
O

N
 

D
ISTR

IC
T

 
S

H
O

W
IN

G
 S

A
M

P
LE

 
TA

H
S

ILS
 

A
N

D
 

V
ILLA

G
E

S
 

S
E

LE
C

TE
D

 
FO

R
 S

TU
D

Y
 

M
 

ft 
D

 « 
Y

 
A

 
f 

K
 A

 £
E

3
tf 

D
i&

T
fcicr 

&
O

u
riD

A
*V

 
—

 
S

T
A

T
E

 
H

IG
H

W
A

Y
 

• 
P

lS
T

R
/cT

 
H

 (X
 

.t+
f 

R
A

IL
W

A
Y

 
R

IV
 

T
A

H
S

IL 
teO

U
N

D
A

K
Y

 
S

&
1&

C
Z

&
) 

V
|LLA

<
 

O
 

T
A

H
6

IL 
H

 
S

. 
j^

l 
S

A
M

P
L

E
 

T
A

H
S

IL
S

 

•
.

_ 
N

A
T

IO
N

A
L 

H
><S

H
Y

/A
tf 

^Z
J 

S
A

M
P

L
E

 
T

A
H

S
IL

S
 



33 

7**-°.5*P and ?60.28f east longitudes, ^tretehing ntarly 

128 km along tab© Tap! r i w r and valuing la breadth fa§ia 

112 km to lM+ tet Jalgson dis t r ic t fottus an upland basin, 

one of the DOSt northern sections of the iiecean tabl© land. 

Along the whole northern frontier, the dis t r ic t is bounded 

by the watpuda ranges, a mountain tract iwm ^3 GO 6^ to 

vide. On the north-sasttsia aids, the a te t r le t is bounded 

by the terri tories of Madbya Pradesh s ta te , quit© a eajor 

portion of the northern boundary is m&md by <4#r r iv t r 

separating Jalgcon dis t r ic t free &faul& dis tr ic t t i l l i t 

4oins 2?api river. On tt*> #&st and soutb-eaet, a range of 

low and detutched bi l ls and sons sajor stxecac, vithout any 

caarlsed nature01 boundary, separate Jalgeon dis t r ic t fro© tba 

district® of Vidarbba region, to ttos South, the AJanta, 

wateala and Chandor h i l l ran^s say roughly be ©a id to mark 

the line between J&lpon dis t r ic t and tfes&tnvnda region. On 

the weet9 Jt.lgaoa dis t r ic t shares i ts boundary with liasik 

dis t r ic t owr a stretch of about ^0 to and then with ^huls 

dis t r ic t for about 80 ko„ the Fanssra rlror is the only 

natural feature demarcating this boundary owe* a ®a|or 

stretch, X-TC- to ta l geographical area of the d is t r ic t is 

11771 SQ km divided into 13 t shs l l s , 

^-*l«l«2« Xopopraphy 

Although Jalgaon dis t r ic t belongs to the i^ocan 

uplands of the f*Jaharasbtra s t a te , i t is aistinguJUsbed tmm 

the rest of the upland districts by i ts westward gradient, 
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i.htle reat of the upland r«g*©n lo drained by the eajor 

rivets to the ©ast, th§ f&pi and i ts tributary© drain 

the Jalgaoa region to tbe west tovards AmMaa oea, Tfa© 

landscape is typically that of the Deee&a la^as vltb 

residual hlXL fan®©© and broad valleye vith tr&p uykes 

introducing a stoafp Xooal contrast as s t a l l dnaias of 

blttoflkft* thus, Jaigaoia dis t r ic t Includes varied topogm-

ptoieal features and laadseapfts co» is ting of hlUa and wild 

forests, rich garden® and grooves, stretches of barren plain, 

low rolling raetsy hi l ls and teraoly guHiuct topography near 

cajor river b&nicE. iegionally fro© «a@t to m&%9 paralleled 

with the Tapi, mm thro© well-maziced belts of country, in 

the centre thi rich 'fapl Valley, in th© aoitb the high and 

wild atpuda and in the -outh and ^outh-weet te&m ridges ana 

rich well-wattirea VfOleys flanked by the Ajanfa rang®, 

Ihe soils of the dis t r ic t are essentially derives fxm 

the underlying basalt f «hioh c&n bo broadly clae&ifl*d in the 

categories of de*j> black so i l , jaediuio hlaek co i l , forest loao 

and fiandy. the- centre! telt of the vide ?rpi valley, about 

hslf of the whole area, consists either of black alluvial d a y 

highly retentive of uolstur© or of a lotus overlying a stratus 

of y&Howish clay of good depth. On tb» north©m hordsr, the 

aatpuda h i l l region 4i trnfiur forest cover, towards the &outB 

of saaln batpu% range | t t» s©Hs aie rich and al luvial . 1'h© 

s o i l s a r t CjOdima black a m l i g h t i n tb© h i l l y r i t a c of ti^e 

southern genes. 
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t+ . l . l j * . Gltiatrtc and Kelnfall ; 

Tb& clln&te of tfcie dis t r ic t is gwe rally dry 

except in ttte- saors-oon. ite y&&r «&y be divided into four 

seasons. TtB cold season from -ecenter to Icbrunry Is 

ioXlob^a "by the toot season fro© l&mb to Uiy. Jtane t© 

6©ptester 1* th« nson&oon season om oototer art &ovcnter 

iroL t te post isonsoon season, i«efc»bsr £> the ooidc^t 

Koiitn, vhllft any is the hottest month, AS tfeft d is t r ic t 3a 

far away fro© the coastal treefe, l&r§s variation is noticed 

in the dcy am night; teisp@r&tu,r@ »̂ 

l'h© average, annuai rainfall in the dis t r ic t is 82? m 

ami about 75 per cent oi the sa&s is rsculved airing the 

monBoons. ttm rainfall la not uniiona in a l l the parts of 

the dis t r ic t , xhe osntral part oi' *hi d is t r ic t receives 

cooparatlvoly high rainlall foliovea fcy the eastern ana 

western parts.' of this centrel division. *ihe uls t r ie t ree#i~ 

v@s rainfall alroost entirely from the senUMMHst laoa^oon, 

which is relatively wry high during Jtafs-^eptfjeter. 

»*.i,i.$. £jss*m • 

Xspi and Gima ate th® i^ortanfe rivers in the 

d i s t r i c t . The ot ter rifer® are Qftfe&r, feufcl, flora f Barfci, 

Mattel, Uuli, Puma| Bhngavatlf Va^iur and Bori. 

^ . 1 . 2 . 1 . Location and Bouxickiries . 

Xte d is t r ic t is a part ©f -L ĉcan plateau and lies 
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between te°M> aM %?*.W »©**& latlfcuteo ®.m ?3°A2» 

and 75°>0» Bast longltudee aM is to the egtseae t-outb-

east corner of the MaharasMrE s ta te , close to the border 

of Karnataka otate. The- dis tr ict is surrounded by Bijapur 

dis t r ic t of Karmtate s tats in His eas t , Koltapwr and 

BeigftUB districts in ttm ^©utb. Uatmgirt d is t r ic t in the 

west, satmn dis t r ie t in the north nn& s&l&pur dis t r ic t 

towards the nortb-east, 

Tnc maxiauB east-west l§»gkb of tfce dis t r ic t ©ensures 

about 200 to and nortb-sotitto about 83 Cm. :2ht to ta l 0i©gr&~ 

pliieal area of the distr ict lo 5307.36 eq In divided Into 

S tehei ls , 

^ .1.2,2. *'oppg*Bgfay 

'lb© cen t ra portion of the dis t r ic t , i . c . t i.alwa, 

western part of fsutgaon and Hlsaj tebsi ls , is foraed by 

plains. ffa& west&m portion of the dis t r ic t ®&mUt& of 

iiigh hi l ls fehicb foitt t te branches of -atopuill running 

tov&rde east free the northern side of tfce d is t r ic t , 'ffaese 

hiTU are covered by t a l l tr#es and cuaplia gx©ti»r^ and 

vegetation. Aaptber K ^ of faiX2a starting £x©m Mated®© 

bil ls runs totrexds goutJb and covers northern portion of 

t i e eastern part of the d is t r ic t . ftatuseiiy, tfao uietriet 

is eloping fxoa aortb to isoufcb. ifte hi,3Is in eat; tern sides 

of ^osfiBon and isix&j teia&ila ant barren and devoid of vege­

tation* Xt foras the separate watershed betvoe n t i» valley 

of %«!Laf a t r ibator j of river &risnna on tlx. rl&ftt. 
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^ .1 .2 .3 . gfl£A& * 

The soils are of varied texture and structure. 

0»y vary fiee deep ©lack In the rlvar valleys of Krishna f 

Varna and lerla to shallow oumad red or grey la the hilly 

areas of eastern parts ©f Xusgaon and Kiraj tabs 11© • In 

i*alva tehailg the bollft *!• fcftavy daep h&ask. i'toe ©ast©ra 

&QX* consisting of J&&t Atpadl am Khampur telisU® is 

having, hil ly t ract with poor grey laterit© so i l s , 

4.1.2.^. Climate and KalnfbU t 

tm elimt© of this d is t r ic t is very dry and vigorous, 

good for health tferou^jttt the yer.r. the three seasons show 

a c©neid@»tole imifotnlty. They as® not s h e e t e d to abrupt 

changes or too fta&xe&es ©f heat an& cold, Shey havfc local 

variations In tbt district* In ^te wastera s«*glonf the 

climate te cool and healthy in hot wather tot hecotass 

chilly In x&lay season, ik» plains of Kate &M KU&j 

tebfiils huve temperate clluatc throughout the y»ar« fcantb 

increases ts one proceeds irotc vest to east* In the central 

region, ttmm is a ©onsidarasls amount of hsat during not 

scnths and during tnt cola Mather* days axe m m and nights 

ai'c cool, X'te eastern ngi&n of Kfaanapur and Jath tubs Us 

has hotter climate than the ©antral and tmstern sssgions. 

The normal rainfall of &»angli dis t r ic t is 62? CMS. 

There are wide variation® in the average rainfall and nusbsr 

of rainy days within the different tens 12® of the d is t r ic t . 
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The aia^or ra infa l l is received in rainy season, particu­

l a r l y in the months of July, August and September, in a l l 

the tehs i l s of the d i s t r i c t . 

*Kl.2.5« Bivers i 

In a l l , eight rivers namely, Krishna, Warm, & r l a , 

Agran, Man, Iferna, Baa&La and Bor flow thxough the d i s t r i c t . 

The biggest r iver is Krishna followed by Uarm, 

h.2. Population : 

The detai ls of population in Jalgaon and aangli 

d i s t r i c t s are presented in Table **.!« 

Table h.l t Population of Jalgaon and Sangll Dist r ic ts 
According t o 1971 Census 

(Figures in ooo') 

Dis t r ic t Total Male female Density of 
population 
•ger Sq to 

Jalgaon 2123 1090 1033 180 
(100.00) (51.3NO 0*8.66) 

Sangli 1^0 790 750 180 
(100.00) (51.30) (»fr3.7G) 

(i igures inHpareniheses indicate pe reentages i£Tthe t o t a l ) . 
Source : Socio-Econoieic Beview and District s t a t i s t i c a l 

Abstracts of Jalgaon and Sangli i>istricts~l977-78. 

The t o t a l population of Jalgaon d i s t r i c t as per 1971 

census Is 2123000, **ich is **>21 per cent of the t o t a l popu­

la t ion of Maharashtra s t a t s . Out of the t o t a l population, 

1090,000 are males (51.3N- p^r cent) and 1033,000 are females 
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(**8.6© per cent). Tim sex rati© per 1000 isales is 9^8. 

2he density of population of tills dis t r ic t is 100 poisons 

per SQ ka. 

f n® population of a&ngli dis t r ic t aocoz&ns to 1971 

comus is l^*ofOG0 p©»©ns, ©ouposod oi 790,030 mxim C51*30 

per ©ant) ana 750,000 &ad»& (*frd,yo per otxst). 2ht> *§©*, 

ratio per 1000 ualro it* $§>3, 'i33B ctenvity of population 

works out to 180 persons per sq te. 

**«3. land '*© Pattern . 

SafeX© **>2 give** cia idae &l3out the Ie.M uti l isation 

of itaver and Saval tens Us in oofflpaxtaaa vlth that of 

Jalgaon dis t r ic t as n «fa©l£ # Xros the t a t o It v l l l l» 

• M B that tfa* percentage of nst asen eotii io about 69*03 

per ©em. in walgaon dis t r ic t , Xbia p©re®nfes\#; i s , however, 

ielutlv«ly low in feoth the tots 12* ssalnly One to the fact 

that a c©*»lderatay !&*$> ai®& in $h©s© te leUs is under 

forest, it'ltt poroent&ge of cultiraelje mete in 00re In 

k&wr tehell than that in Saual teheil and dis t r ic t as a 

idb©3£. Xhfe proportion of ar©a under pastures ana other 

gracing land iM low in tooth the to to l is as oofS|>&rsd to the 

dis t r ic t afc a whole ..'be intensity of ctt&pping yas 106.^9 

per eent in Eaftr tehsll and 106.06 per cenfe in Kavnl 

tehsl l oc agclittt 107.76 per cent for the dis t r ic t as a 

%feo2ft« 



HJalOfi **.2 : loxA Os© Pattern in Kavsr and lawal tens Ha and 
«Tal@a©n dis t r ic t fur the year 1977-78 

Urea i s 00» ha.) 

xtess 
tehsil 

"Saisal 
t c t e i l 

Jalgaon 
d i s t r i c t 

1 . t o t a l geographical a » a 936 
(100,00) (3450,00) 

l l 6 k l 
(100.00) 

2 . lo rsa t 288 
(30.77) 

307 
(3*3.33) 

1752 
(15.05) 

3 , Barren land 
(5.69) (6,69) 

**, I<on-agricultur;;l land 1 
(o.n) (0.31) 

2k 
(0.12) 

5, Cultivable waste 
(1.50) 7 „ 

(0.75) 

32 
(0.70) 

6 . lertaanent pasture and 
other erasing 

12 
(1.23) 

3k 
(1,^3) 

6 09 
(5.23) 

7. Land unOer misc. tr©#s 
and crops 

•MB 3 
(0,32) 

3* 
(0.29) 

3 . Current faUdts 
(2.35) (1,16) (1.93) 

9. Otter follows 6 
(0.6V) 

7^ 
(0.5%) (1.01) 

10* Bet area sown 570 
(60,39) (57.33) 

3036 
(69.03) 

11 . M>ubl£ cropped area 37 
(3.95) (3.W) 

62V 
(5.36) 

12. t o t a l cropped ar ta 607 
(6^.aN-) (60,36) 

3660 
(?**.39) 

13 , Intensity of e rod ing 
(percentage) 

106 *k$ 106,06 107.76 

(I* igures in oarentheses indicate p*foenta&& to the to ta l 
geographical aiea) . 

jjgHISft *• ^oelo-tconoBiic Bevies and Bistricfc ^ti i t is t ical 
Abstract 1973-79. 
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^•3«2» hmi ^as Pattern of Battel i i ia t r te t : 

Xabl© **>,3 gives ea idea about ttie land u t i l i sa t ion 

pat tern o l Xcsgetan and tfix&j tonsils in eonparlsoii with 

tha t of baagli d i s t r i c t as a whole, Iron the table i t 

wi l l b© observeu tha t , t t e percentage of n&t sown area Is 

higher in the ease of Mlraj t ehe i l m coop&rocl t o x.-.sgaon 

tehe t l and d i s t r i c t as a whole, ttm low pereei&age of net 

sown area Is due to the fact that a considerably large a*®a 

in A'osgaon t ana t l and d i s t r i c t as a whole is undsr forest , 

Xtae percentage of eulttrattlft waste is higher to Mixctj tabs 31 

as aoaparad to tfes d i s t r i c t as a ufaolfi. £b£ intensi ty of 

cropping waa 102.79 &»& 102.06 par cent in Xaegoon and 2<&raj 

t sns l l s and for t t e d i s t r i c t a© a wbol® i t was lQ3#t& p t r 

cent 

¥«**„ I r r t e t l o n 

KucL of tijfe cteiigss to esqpplnz ^ t t o r n aafc brought 

about with t te developaeut of i r r iga t ion f ucilitjiri, i s both 

the d i s t r i c t* , 

X'abl© **••** lnuieatws the p©reeata§i& oi' *;set i rr igated 

area t o net sown area for a l l tarn four tabi*!^ of tootn the 

d i s t r i c t s under study. 

I t v i l l to observed fro® the table that 9 tho 

proportion of tm% i r r iga tes area in ttic net cropped ar@a 

iaewasad froe K5 per eent to 12.28 per sett, In Jalg&on 

d i s t r i c t and fro© 6,73 per cent to 9.29 per cent in w&nglt 
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fable M-.3 s land H©# Pattern in Klibd ana fasgaon Sens 10* and 
Sangll District for the IBiar 1977*73 

(/tree in 00» lift.) 

Items Mtt&J 
t e t e i l t e n s i l 

i>angli 
d i s t r i c t 

l - Total iBQgrap&ieal a rea 927 
( 200,00) 

1112 
(100.00) 

3381 
(100.00) 

2* 1'orest 10 
(1.03) 

50 
(4.50) (5*69) 

3» Barren land 
(2jfe) 

68 
Co. 121/ 

^03 
(^.ai) 

**. Kon-agriettltiixixl land 36 22 
(1.93) 

258 
(3.oa) 

5. Cultivable waste 
(6.05) 

- 95 
(1.13) 

6« peamnent pastures and 
other grazing lands 

26 
(2.31) 

27 
(2>3) 

187 
(2.23) 

7 . Land under d i sc . tyros 
and c^ops <o>3> 

12 
(1.03) 

133 
(1.5$) 

8. Current IrOlows 27 
(2.91) 

65 296 
(3.53) 

9 . Otlmr falloy© 16 
(1.73) 

79 
(7.10) 

^62 
(5.51) 

30 net area sown 729 
C87.&) 

799 ^ 
(70.95) 

6075 

JUL. double cropped &*e& 
(1.61) 

22 
(1.98) 

133 
(2.18) 

*i*c£* 35otal cropped area 
(90.35) 

811 
(72.93) 

6258 
(7^.66) 

A3» Intensity of cropping 
(percentages) 

102.06 102,79 103.01 

(Figures in parontn©®#s Indicate p e r c e n t a l to t*£ geographical 

Ijoqroe ; ^oeJo-BeonotBic iwirisw and u n t r t e t ;;tc>.t2fetical 
Abstract 1973-79. 
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dis t r ic t during the period of 18 ^@a» sine© 1960.61. 

looking to the proportions of irrigated area in fee 

individual tebeili;, i t is seen t in t a l l the four tehsila 

selected for study sad© a trawndous pnogress in envelop­

ing Irrigation faci l i t ies , 

X&tOft **> j percentage of Met A*r©a Irrigated "to Bet Area 
-ova in Julgion and wongll ^istr leta 

- r , laiae of teheil / Percentage ©f set irrigntcu area 
lk>. dis t r ic t to apt cropped arae 

1. u&ver tens12 11,09 &.C9 26.G8 

2. ^awal tehsil 3.06 l a . 50 Iy.07 

3. a&lg&on dis tr ic t V.5 a.2? 12.28 

1. lasgeon tehail 6.9I 13.^3 13.27 

2. Mira4 tonsi l 6,98 1**.19 1^.63 

3. aaiigli dis t r ic t 6.73 9 M 9*29 

source , aocio-Keonofiiio Bmrlnw mm LlAtrlat iitutttttie&l 
Abstracts of Jal®a©» and uaagli d^trict-1970-79. 

wells end canals ax® the Eiajor sources of irrigation 

in both the d is t r ic t s . Lifts laatclSad on rto&xc haw tmn 

found to he the third source of irrlgatlon in w&agii d i s t r ic t . 

k. £ .1. cropping r-ttttern la Jalea»n Jistgiet . 
Cropping pattern of Jalgoon distr ict and the two 

selected tensile 1* presented in 2&fcle k-,5* 
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Ssble km$ t ds&ppiag Pattern of Rawr and Ifoval Tetells and 
Malison Dis t r ic t for t l » Star 1977-79 

(Hectares) 

Crops tens i l t e t e i l 
J&lgaon 
d i s t r i c t 

iheat 

Jowar 

Bajara 

fo t a l eereals 

Graisi 

Total pulses 

t o t a l foodgrslns 

I ru i t e and Vegetables 

t o t a l non-food eaope 

Gross cioppGti area 

162? 
(2.68) 

**359 
C7.18) 

(27l71) 

510 
(0.#t-> 

(38.85) 

15328 
(26.07) 

(2.55) 

1̂ -850 
(£*.*wS) 

21297 
(35.08) 

6C713. 
(100.00) 

&¥8 
(1.^7) 

3683 
(6.38) 

16855 
(29*20> 

(o.sft) 

2&987 
(3a.09) 

282 

(23,53) 

39^1^ 3$*$* 
<§M2) (66,6 66,67) 

X**26 
(2.*f7) 

8366 
(lO & ) 

10^77 
(1.21) 

57723 ^ 
(100.00> 

3.53) 

$*89**4 
(28.75) 

mo* 
(9»#*0 

U% 
5715 
(0.66) 

2392N>8 
(27.63) 

6I6260 
(71.17) 

9919 
(1.03) 

V% 
2**9639 
(28.83) 

365999 
(100.00) 

(Figures In pareothesea indicate pe*e©ata@@s to the gross 
cropped area) . 

: s©eio«-Ee©no8iie Beiriew and -District fc te t ls t iCEl 
i»t»tract of J&lpnoa i&str ie t - 1978-79. 
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I t vW. e® ©t*err®d ftm the faol@ k*$ tftat mom 

than 71 pfe? «»*& of t l * gross cropp^u area i n Jr,i.gaon 

d i s t r i c t waB u m a ' footigsuift ©a»p&# ^he ptoportion of 

gi$»e citjpptiu ai\sa undi&r l o o ^ r a l n crops was uixmnd 66 

pe-r cent in Iciver and Ttaml t e b s i l s . i^r-ovor, the 

foetoie UISP uTOilttblU&y of laefeaa«6 i r r iga t ion f ac i l i t y 

mad ifcrttt* s o i l hove ambled ttoo cultivates* i a %^ee 

tebfiils to divert ralatiwXy ®oy© aersagM) towards eu2£l» 

vat Ion of naa.foodgs*lii oiops* Especially, ttoe area a l lo ­

cated to frui ts and vegetables was quite hirii l a tes© 

tebsf ls as oofaparsd to that of t l » d i s t r i c t c.s a lAo&e* 

Xhe croppixsg pat tern itfttol* ttmt Jev&r, 'wfceat, fiojaxa 

sod fruit© ana wgtt&bies are ttoe iisport*?i* cropo in tfce-

arsa . 

^•5*2, GxqpolQfc pat tern in Sangli .District : 

CuBppSag patten* of ZfeSf&on ami Mts&j te te l3s i i 

presented in £©M* ^.6 alongivith cropping pat tern ©f 

i»a»gli d i s t r i c t as & v&ole. 

The cropping patt&nv; of StuigBoa and Mlraj tab* Us 

and kaagli d i s t r i c t &s a yboie wi l l indicate tfeat Jov&rf 

fejara, Uteab, u-ram, attgaro&i» and Qrmm&m% &m UM» 

in^ortaut c3sope gram ir* the ages* fte proportion of a » s 

allocated to foodgrftln crops vae caw&nd 77 pf*r <#**& in 

ii«jj(5li d i s t r i c t &s a \too2P9 ®M weU a& in IHrr.j t o n s i l . 

In Scagaon tote. 11, feovcror, tfcf r.s»e aHocsfced to foodgf&ln 

crops vaa j e l a t t r e l y feii$»r (!*#•» 81. £* per cent of the 
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fafcl* h& % Cropping Pattern of Kixei and fasgaon ScfceU aM 
sangll District for the f@ar 1977*79 

(Sfcc&afM) 

Crops t e h s l l t e h s l l d i s t r i c t 

i.lc© 

i-heat 

Jov&r 

Ba^are. 

Total osrsalfi 

Grasi 

l e t a l pulses 

Total looOgmlns 

Fruits and Vfegetatfts 

Total itoiviooci crops 

Gross croppea area 

1815 
(2.M*) 

(7.' " 99) 

29250 
(39.32) 

9217 
(12.39) 

**715& 
(63*39) 

1875 
C2»52) 

ickai 
(2N-.09) 

(77,^8) 
7513 

(10.10) 
930 

(1.25) 
16753 
(22.52) 

1687 
(2.08) 

**39Q 
(ioo.< 00) 

C9.53) 

39692 
W3.93) 

(a.65) 

S&.336 
(63.90) 

3&309 
(17*1*0 

66iy» 
(ax*7») 

(8.0?) 

(0.65) 

(13.46) 

aaiso 
(100.00) 

17522 
(2.00) 

(S.02) 

236238 
(37*75) 

972^9 
U5.*0 
39^623 
(63.06) 

16203 
(2.59) 
B6\22 

(i3.ai) 

^0.050 
(76.97) 
27**10 

(^.30) 
2753 

(0.W*) 

(23.13) 

62579? 
(100.00) 

(I igures In par®Btls®i»GiJ indicate percenters to fee gross 
cropped area). 

iiQUjss. : -oclo-^coiioEic he view ana District s ta t i s t i ca l 
Atetsnete o* tfaatfU District - 197S-79* 
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gross cropped area), m far as the proportion of area 

allocated to fruits and f©g©tatol@e is cenoeraBut the 

saoe vas relatively felgter in f&sg&on and !&t&4 teteUs 

as cooparsti to the distr ict as a whole. 

**#6. I)ew2©f«6©ii& of Xfiftto-Btvuattiie FeellltJfiB : 

fr»6»l.jAre9.3oEejajttt Iafia«fc> touctuae Saclli&tos In 

Jalgusn - S t r i c t . 

i-onsoon dsteisiaee the sources of agricultui^ in 

Jalgaon dis t r ic t . OnoettalllfelBS of mijifc.il in title region 

is am of the obstacles In deciding the crops to be grown. 

Becauc^ of Ccffezi&pjit canals aM extern ive uso of well 

irrigation, ttois d is t r ic t ha© issiie a tnsfwuOous tewlop-

iseist In agriculture, Jc.lgaon dis t r ic t tates a pl&e* of 

prta§ as being sewed by isflvay frau ld6U6£# 'XJ* present 

©oirtfage of railway® in this dis t r ic t is about 350 I*H©~ 

©etere, of vliieli a$6 kiloset®*© are bi©ad £RUG& and 5^ 

feil©ffi®t«jrs aie aarxmr $ m p . M©ad transportation bus also 

occupied better position in the d is t r ic t , xt» length of 

national blgftway is 3$0*?*9? ttloaeteiB ana of the i.<tete and 

dis t r ic t ro&d© la 3287. C& kilooftters • 

Co-op^rctiTe institutions In the dis t r ic t but* ceo* 

forward to nect tbe cr©$it need of fameis, <»c & xtdttlt of 

t h i s , cttlttratoxs hssre been &b2« to fi&t tecjUlXBd {igyicua** 

tumi inputs ufclfi has aecoiemte^ the proec-s:# of agrtetil* 

tui?Bl dewSopcsnt in {fee d i s t r ic t . The efforts toward 

esploltatloa of saturnl Hsseurcw hav© yiel£eil Ofcsi»bGi© 

http://mijifc.il
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results. I t ims not only inclosed the c a p i t a formation 

In a^ricultaic, but also iiseisaaea the pjo&uotii?lty of a l l 

mamum&. -XL ta# Till&fNS ar© ©owred by co-operative 

s o c i e t y . In I97£»76t Ui&m mtQ afcetit 2165 co-operative 

s o c i e t y in &• dis t r ic t end the mafeer ior agrtctiXtiifal 

©arteting societies was **S. Xhe regiAlatory &arlastingf 

©stat&istasnt of ottosr ©o»©p®»ati"?fe laua^irtcidj^, losvtcfte 

in electricity supply a»4 progress of pi^c^acUia in£u9trl*« 

arc the distiaet Itoatoxes of the dis t r ic t , 

**•*•«• awpfayffpfr, o f J ^ ^ ^ B g ^ t J a g j ^ t j ^ s Jg 

&anjli d is t r ic t . 

TU1 19^3, ta i s distr ict WQB considered to t» agrt-

culturally baclcward as Hit agriculture in ttie dis t r ic t was 

mainly dependent on i&litfall ana there ym oM®tm ©f cooDer-

cia l outlook among th© fawing e o w m l t l ^ , . criculture was, 

iaore©iferf of &uteist©nce nature. But sine© Ufc ustaW.3ste@nt 

of* co-opemtiw sugar factories at tangll and t&3ynv tt* 

agriculture in the distr ict has undergone a trcxienoous change. 

!2i»r«* has tt»a a sliift in %m cropping pattern aostly f*9® 

i'oodgrain crops to commercial crops, wtt®aimn& tei&g an 

irrigated crop fetching eontiderahl® n@t returns to trover®, 

i t toes Botivateo isany of t»® cultivator* to ©3̂ &3o!t and us© 

tht irrigation wsioure®, Tim d is t r ic t m m2X eoWBCttd with 

t i e adjoining dis t r ic ts fey roads, r£h© t©t&l rose! length in 

the distr ict is 2116 iEiloasttra and the tofexl ralXu&jr kllo-

isefeerage la 153^* 
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tt® ©o~op©*atiw imfcitafeioai in the dis t r ic t tarn 

coce forward to meet tfat needs of the f a m i s * .c a result, 

cultivators Mvo betn able to get requii^d amount of agri­

cultural inputs, ineluciing credit, timm vese about 1**88 

©o-opemtiw soei»ts#s in tue ytar 1<$7 omi the maatotr ©f 

©o»op©natltr© say»*ttog «©@iatl»® w* 15. 

î vQOopoent of other agro-Industries als© took place 

sljaultaneously. The feetoff like vei l d&volop^a trempoft 

fac i l i t i es , rvtruiate^i i»r5#ttogf establishDeat of otbei-

©©•©pesaiiire®, toete&s© to «l®etrieltf aqgpay and pasgwss 

of psooesiJiag industries aw tli© dlsttoet feature* of tt» 

d i s t r i c t . Xlaeso faotoi© togsttlaer lmv@ i«3$oa to cb&ngtog 

tlie fae® of the dJfftvtot* All ta**e dmJopttoafc8f to turn, 

ham* toefe©s@a tb» piodiwtlylty of agriculture* and als© th* 

toeotB® of tH» agriculturists. She toorsarod Iticoese of t t» 

sgrloultttrs oaro fcrou^it afeatit mm? mom etoasgeo to fee 

soolo-ecortoDic aspeets of tine p©opl® to 0Ufc&& ana, 

agriculturists to particular. 

h.7. BackgicuaxI Xaf©rE&ti©ii of the tiepp3g VttlagBf • 

Kooitooy of m irSH&gt can fet bettor fudges % studying 

It© location, availability of natttml resources, extent of 

their ut i l isat ion, t tu»po*t a a i comtamication fac i l i t i es , 

e t c . Tt& fcalifcnt featurfew of tije sample v i l l a g e af»9 

ttK»s»foi«f «^©erto©4 beiov. 
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U-.7.1. Sample Villages in Jalgapn Ptetgict . 

This vi l lage is located In Haver tabs IX of Jalgeon 

d i s t r i c t and is s i tuated a t a distance of 1.62 te fi©« 

KUabborc railway s t a t ion , vj&vada-Anipur road pass©* though 

th is v i l lage . I t is 12.& to away fro© the t ehs l l bead-

quartsr Bairer. Xh© post office for thl^ vil lage is Khlr&l 

fid* The population of the vil lage is 32*?* vl th 686 hous#« 

holds. ?1BI© Is a %*©21 ©et&fclishecl co-operative oiedlt 

society, gtfaa-pinehayat and a primary and secondary school 

in the vi l la®-. 

2) Mtaohos* ; 

This vi l lage ix located in H&vor tens IX of Jalgaon 

d i s t r i c t on Bombay-Delhi *&llmy l i n e . I t to oitnatsd 6.U- to 

©wsy fs©E the t ehsU head-quarter, Xh© vil lage has a post 

and U-legmpfct of l i c e , fh® population of th is vil lage is 6337 

with 1507 hoUReaolda, fh@re if one oo-opemtive credit 

society* one f r a i t sale society, a gi?8MS»jwioitevatf ©no prteary 

school and ©ne high school In the v i l lage . 

Xhis vil lage is located in Ji&ver t c h s l l of Jalgaon 

d i s t r i c t . I t iB 10 Ism amy fxtas Better on tlac ©custom side* 

Xh© v&l&gD hros a fost office f a t e l egngb ofiiCv , a co-opera­

t ive ©rsdlt eocl»ty and & f ru i t sale society. *he population 

of t h i s vil lage i s 3677 with 1607 bousehalck. ttm vlll&gi is 
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connected to *»avato am Kurabhar KbBOa by load, atoere aic 

two priimry schools, oat secondary school ana a grana-

paaohayat in the Tillage* 

*•"> BlttUk -

Xhe village u located in xaval fcstela and 10 2$ KB 

away from tens 11 iae&d-ga&sfcer to»as*is east* x'he irUlss^ Is 

oozinectecl t c Falzfjur by ioaa aixS is rather in tee interior 

fxoa the %nml»8tfrer road, She nearest railway atctlon is 

Savada. The to te l population of the vU3AgP is $*3? ¥itli 

2118 ho«s©beMs, Th® Tillage has a eo-opoaKttise credit 

society, fmi t sal© society, po©t office, separate gra»~ 

panchayat, prinary school and. ens c©co«iary school. 

Shift viHafe is also located la "MmX tetosSl of 

JfelgaQn dis t r ic t , 21 te avay ft** Xawal ©n the SuwnJU 

fiaxhanpiar road. The merest railway station 4s *>«*«&u 

£hfc to ta l population ©i the village Us H982 vith 690 feous©-

holtb. '4* rtllags has a veil established eo~cpei*tfcr» 

credit soetoty, a fruit sal© society, ft gR\»..panchay&tf one 

priciary school and one secondary school. 

this ^lUagB U located in Sav&l tabs11 on the 

Eiii»a,yal*-&air̂ r xo&4« Ito aint&ne© fifccs tehsU hea&*quarter 

is about 23 te* 2toe ntare-st railway station is tt grata* th® 

to ta l population of the v i l l a s is 32^6 with 270 l^uDcholcb. 



52 

Tbe village poa»«*s®s a greja-panchayat, a prlDary school 

and a co-opunaivt credit Bociety. 

^ .7 .2 . -aiaplc Villager in Saiigli distr ict : 

15 Bg^egn ; 

This ^ill&gc is located in Sr&goon tehsll of faangli 

d is t r ic t &t about 22 to QUO? towurto aofth of ?&*gtton« I t 

is situated on tfce bafik of "Ssfla rlior* Tas^otwVtta ?x>ad 

is 3.2 to away trm tbia vil lage, ^be pO!«3Atlon ©f tbia 

Tilings is 30^9 M the to ta l b®t»#bol<te aire 523, ii©ra@ of 

ttoe famBXB ate growing gmp©s# Tba Tillage tern a gm»-

pumheyat, two prioary schools, a secoixiary school audi & 

co-op©ratiw oxadlt society. 

Tls&8 t i l lage la located Jn SVtsgeon teball of ^aa&ll 

d is t r ic t and is situated 16 He »*ray *«M» 2*&agBO& town 

towtiitixi nor&n-westem aid©. sbe Tillage is fctter in tb§ 

interior f»»a tb» Xaasooo-Samd *©&d. Pato aad faagaon 

a*fe tfee two nsartoy oasfceta. "lb® na&fest railway station 

BbHwadi is about $ k@ on i ts south, tb© total population 

of tb& village KB ju r 1971 ceneus is ty?£l vitb 670 boue©-

bolds. fbe v i l l a s bas a mil astafeliabad e©»©p©f&tlT© 

ere nit society* a gfans-paaebayat» two pfliiai? sebools ana 

one secondary school. lb© village Ja also eerve-u by a sub-

post ofttee. 
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3) tonerajurl -

Hi is v i l lage i s located in "£m®mn tons i l of &&ngli 

d i s t r i c t about &• 1m away fMi tens 12 head-oUaiter on the 

south-east t i d e . I t is on the $aepyon.lavat© Kahastel road. 

I t e population of the village is 0^21 vi th 257^ household. 

i'be village has a c©-©pe»tl¥S credi t society \;hich pit>vicies 

fe r t i l i se ro mm crop loans to cul t ivators , m® vi l lage hae 

a grum-panchayat, a p r imry school, a po«t office waci o«s 

secondary school, 

mi& v i l l a s 1@ loeat®a i a Uli&j tseliGil of -engl i 

d i s t r i c t am Is on the ©astfcjm s i t e of idiv.j wowa. 'A'tst vi l lage 

is connected t o t en s i l plr.ee- by a laeeoa ro&d. *lie tssarost 

fmilway s ta t ion i s Mt»i» A'h© t o t a l popaJ^fcioK ox the vil lage 

is 6391 with 1V69 h©i*&©hol<3to • 'flje vtHagt toe r. eepetfats graa-

pa»ebayatf ©*» prlcmr> school, 01& oeoon&ary school eo^ ons 

oo»ep*2&tlTC es%ait sootfc-iy, 

1'his village* is located in Kis&4 tote la of ^aagl i 

d i s t r i c t and is s i tuated 5 I® « a y *«w B&lnnfci on aosrttwutst 

&i£&* Tb* »Ef®st Qevlet to F*lra3. ^bi po?*ilnt£oa of the 

vi l lage is **33 &M the t o t a l households arc 70. 2 be re is one 

p r i o r y school end a grom-panehayat in the v i l l age , 

6) îaa&©§hl®#JL * 

This village is also locates in Mix* J t eh s l l of &aagU 

d i s t r i c t and ia 3 ka away froa Belaafel on south-east s ide . The 

population of the villa®® Is 1059 **$& ^3° boufcoliSs. Wmm Is 

em prioary school, all independent grBia-pancliay^t and a 

co-operative society in the v i l l age . 

http://plr.ee-


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



Chapter 5 
GEHEBAL ECONOMY OF THE SAMPLE, FASMS 
AMD COST OF CULTIVATION AilD OUTPUT 

OF BAHAMAS AND GBAPES 



Cfrgtr g 
cfiwuLU LCOHOMI of Ta. b&mm wum AKD CCV-X OF 

CULXIVAIIOS Al© OttTFltt' 0f 2fcfiA2lAS AS) CRAW* 

The pa?ea©nt ctoaptar deals &alnly with aosse of the 

socio-econoiaie aspects of the sample fans fanillea m mil 

as cost of cu.lt tvation and output of ta&nanas &M crapes 

gxown on tteî  ©aaple fan* , the soeio-aconQBlc aspects are t 

ta fact, a i n c t l y or lndlgeetly JP©spo»lfele loss* fax» ©eoiJoiiy 

of tbe ©aspic f a n e , social aspects IUBD cofflpositioa of 

family pxovtos information regarding t&a wpyte-force availa­

ble wltn the families. Besides social aepect:-, the economic 

aspects such as particulars of land boidinc* l&o& u** »**i 

crop patterns and fara assets are also important aspects 

dateuainlng general eeeiso©y ©f farms. Xbe Important aspects 

considered are as under , 

i ) I a n faeily and i ts composition 

11} JUuna use pattern 

H i ) dipping pattern 

iv) Capital ijsr«®tia@nt oil selected fare*; 

In addition to the ®©ci©~eeonoiitc aspects ©f HM» far» 

families, the eh&ptor alao prasante a oriaf account of cost 

of cultivation ami output of fcaimnas ana grapes grown on tae 

saisple Sams. 

5.1. *ara i-'sally and Ita exposition : 

In© ia&taila about fkm average stg® of faxs family and 

http://cu.lt
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I t s fc*tate-ttp ink© aa les , fannies and children l o r both the 

seta of saople fans® l a the tvo regions are given in Iato2* 5 .1 . 

XabljB $# i j Average alas of ttaogpl* l a w laa t l leo aM Uheir 

i a a i l y Banana citlt|yatof@r .̂fjjfffi ottitlTratogs 
B@iafc®rs l t eKF^ '*~~~l3» l^»S i r Ifeiiher "" "iQE-sefiiber"1" 

I-iale 2.11 1.58 1,83 1.83 
(23.28) C23.6§) (23.52) <2?f.a6) 

leiaal© 2.15 1«55 1.3C- 2.13 
(23.82) (23.20) (23.11*) C20.$*> 

ChllOsea 3.20 3.55 **.i5 3 ^ 0 
(k2«m (53.15) (53.^-) M . 2 0 ) 

t o t a l 7M 6.68 7.78 7.36 
(100.00) (100*00) (200.00) (100.00) 

(If ipupts i s t t e p&teiitteses imicat© percentages I© the t o t a l ) . 

jlBoag the bamm c u l t i v a t o r , the average family size 

of tfc© ©ep^is of pfw»le©», assoelatlois was 7,^6 persons con­

s i s t ing of 2 . H sal***, 2.15 flwwiw aad 3*20 children, vbl2« 

that of iton-ueiHberw i t was 6.63 pekoes consisting of 1.53 

aa les , 1,55 t&tmMs am 3.55 children, l a the case ©f the 

grap© cttltfcrat©rst the air® sage alg© of fmaily we 7.78 persons 

cor^istinr, of 1.33 malesf 1.30 fesi&les and k-,1% children for 

the members of producers' assoeiatioBS a m i t MCU; ?*%& persons 

consisting of 1.35 ©ales, 2.13 feiaalee am 3 > 3 children for 

the noMMMfttxa. Xto© proportion of children in the family was 

dose in both the regions. 
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5*2, I a n • i ^ and Land Ife® Fatteta J 

tim ntm ®f f a n lias a diraet fctariag on the pattern 

of f a n Income. Toble 5.2 peasants inionaatlon In respect 

of average ei^c of f a n and land use pattern for the sele 

ctaa e a l t t r a t o n . 

XatolA 5.2* Awra®© F a n <i»la» ana land Use pattern ©f the 
^ a a p ^ i a i » (lfcct«»») 

ar t iculan Banana eolttratozs Grc*© cul t t ra ton 
fieif»r iioii»ffi@tSir i-fcicar Kon-wtt&ar 

Total land 3»Si 2.57 3.8fc 2*99 
nololag (1O3.00) <loo.oo) (loo.oo) (loo.oo) 

* allow land 0.0? 0.02 0.1? 0.15 
(2.00) <0.?8) (k-M, (5.02) 

v&ltfcrataci 3 M St.55 3.6? a.Sfc 
^ ^ (93,00) (99*22) (95.57) <$fc.iS) 

a) Irrig&taa 2.19 1.75 3.0? 2.28 
(62.39) (63.09) iff*9$) (76.25) 

b)Onlrr%ated 1.25 O.ao 0.60 0.56 
(35.61) (31.13) (15.62) U3.73) 

i)ouble 0.82 0.89 0.60 0.56 
cropped area ( 1 ? # 2 5 ) (25.^) < 15.62) (18.73) 

C»&fitj eroppeu !*.26 3,Me- 3.9^ 3.05 
araa 
intensity of 123.77 13M0 107.36 107.39 
cropping 
(percentage) 

I t is feted that the tirara@s sig@ of faoMing of saapl© 

fans was 3.51 hectares an& 2.57 fc@ctax*s for the ©enter and 

noiMQe&totr teaana cultivators, respectively, i t was 3,$* 
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hectares for nemos r and 2«99 hectares for n&jvsseoher gmp© 

grower©» 

out of the to ta l land holding, sore thou 98 p®r cent 

area was under cultivation In case of the haimm cultivators, 

whereas this proportion voe &n>und 95 per cent for tha grape 

grower®. Alsost a l l the staple cultivators had euffioles& 

Irrigation r@c®ttrca, fte&rly t*»o~ third ur*»u of t& tanam 

cultivators race fired Irrigation* tshile ©rape growers vera 

able to irrigate three-fourth of their land holding• though 

there was sufficient irrigation resource on &n the iaras, 

the use of the saf&e for multiple cropping showed a vast 

difference in the two regions. the Intensity of cropping 

was 123,83 per cent and 13N-.9G per cent on the fasna of ijenber 

and non-ooEjber banana cultivator^ y respectively. In ease of 

the grape grower®, however, the intensity of cropping vas a 

l l t t l t over 107 per cent for hoth the sots oi fares * 

5.3. Cropping pattern ; 

I t is coaiEsoniy ofesamu tfcet the kii&jSLi zx& grape 

grown ©rs ©era rally progressive f&rwere having eoafiierei&l 

outlook ia bgricoltuse* Xfca cropping pattern of the saaple 

cultivators m presented in labia 5»3» natee thie point noie 

ela&r. I t w in ha observed froa the table that , nearly hall* 

of the gross cropped area res allocated to coawreial ecepc 

in case of the saaiple $&,wm fetloaeing to- both the categoric , 

Aoong the vcricoa cash ei$psf b m m alona shared around 39 

per cent of th© gross cropped area of the fasos of henaim 
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2sbl@ 5»3 • Average Cropping P a t t e r n of tjx? JaepH 
(IfeCt 

top© 
l&nber 

1 I'aros 

l a m ; 

urops Banana c u l t i v a t o r s 
ifeititr Han»nea'ber 

tjx? JaepH 
(IfeCt 

top© 
l&nber 

c u l t i v a t o r 
l.'on-Gitmber 

l e m ? 1,02 

(23.9*0 

0*80 

(23.25) 
0.93 

(23.60) 
0.68 

(22.29) 

;,beat 

(10,32) 

0.30 
(8.72) 

0.33 
(9.65) 

0.13 
C^.26) 

Gram 0.1** 
(3 .23) 

0.10 

( 2 . 9 D (6.10) 
0 .21 

(6.39) 

Gxwmdmt 0.20 
(^.69) 

O.Jus, 

<3.**9> 

0.10 
(fe.06) 

1.13 
(^.26) 

sugarcane 0.22 

(6.39) 

0.12 

(3.**9> 
0.55 

(13.96) 
0.65 

(21.31) 

Vegetatolfes 0.06 
i, JL.*V*Jh / 

0.01 
(0.29) 

0.13 
( j .30) 

0.20 

(6.56) 

%&mm& 1*63 

(39.^3) (33.95) 

*• 

-

Qmp*& • - 0.68 

(17.25) 
0.39 

(12.79) 

others 0.50 
( l l . i f c ) 

0.65 
(18.90) 

0.07 
(22.08) 

0.66 
( 2 1 . 0 0 

Gio®8 cropped 
area 

W.26 
(3-00.00) 

1 iuU. 

(100.00) 

3.9^ 

(100.00) 
3.05 

(200.00) 

(I i@ii©s in the p&i©8&lj®ite3 indicate percentage to ttie gtoss 
esopped acta). 
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growers. on tb» ot ter ban&t grapes bad a sbaro of X?,25 

pep cent and 12.79 p©y cent;, la 3 * gross cropped ai®a of 

the member and non-ceruber gmp® growers, respectively. 

Aaoag Boa-ea@b crops, #ovar, toteat and Grass occupied a 

pre-Uominruat place la tb© cropping pattern* of tbe easple 

cultivators in botb tbe m&i®m> 

5 > , Capital /^asata i 

*be information regarding fissd capital nastta Tk-.» 

buildings, livestock, iEpleeents, caeblnsry and irrigation 

structures ovnsd by the sample? of banana and grape faaas la 

presented in l;ab3ft 5.** on p@T faw and per cultivated baetara 

basis* 

$r©n tbe tabla i t will be observed tbp.tt tb& per fara 

capital inwatesnt in the fljpd aaaata waa tip, 20906.99 and 

As, 1055.2,59 on tfes fare® of tbe » e t e r ana no»-®ei!ter banana 

cultivators t respectively, tbe per fara capital invastwsnt 

was ha. 27107*39 for tbe es@»bey and its, 233$n$* for t te oon-

saeiter grape growing fama. febsa cojaporea on per cultivated 

bectar© basis i t was observe a tbat tbe fares of Miter© of tbe 

respective producers* associations bad relatively mm invest-

©ant in different capital assets, fb© proportions of lurast-

ment in different capital assets shove a, more QF lass a similar 

pattern on ••11 tba types of fares. 

5»5# Input Use ktructura t Cost of Cultivation and Output of 

Bananas and Grapes : 

In the regaining part of tbis chapter an attempt ia ssatia 
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i'able $.h : per l a m and Per Cultivated Hectare Investment In 
x,liferent Capital iasets oi tlie Sample Farm 

(Hupees) 
Aa&jets Banana cultivators Grape ci 

Usetoer 
l i t iva tors 

i.eis'bfe'r Jfen-waeer 
Grape ci 

Usetoer Kon-eeaber ' 

buildtngs 
per fara 5363.22 ^ m . S k f%85.22 6830.31 
per cu l t i ­
vated hectare (25.65) 

1390*96 
( ^ . 7 1 ) 

2312. 05 
(31.30) 

2^05.03 
(29.32) 

Livestock 

Per fara 5052.55 5900.00 5070.62 **72?.12 
per c u l t i ­
vated hectare 

1**68,76 
(2N-.17) 

23*3./«» 
(30. $*) 

1599M 
(21.66) 

166^.^8 
(20.28) 

Implicit 11U and 
©aefclmry 

per faros fkm.n 601S.57 S^OO.72 82*9.^3 
per c u l t i ­
vated hectare 

2151.37 
(35.l*o) 

2360,22 
(30 .00 

2561.50 
(3^#63) 

3<&5.57 

I r r iga t ion 
structures 

per fare 3O90AO 2772.0® 3350.83 3093.08 
per eiiltJU 898.00 3087.09 913.03 1090.87 
vated 
hectare (1^.?8) (1^21) (12.36) (13.29) 

Total per 20906.39 195&2-59 27107.39 2330*K9fc 

per cuitJsra- 6077*59 7651.99 7336.21 3205.9$ 
ted hectare (100.00) (100.00) (200.00) (100.00) 

(I-igures la the parei&fafcaes ta&tafc© pereestaspu to the to t a l ) . 
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to present, in brlfif, the resource us© structur-, coat of 

cultivation and output in respect of bananas and grapes 

produced by the two s t t s of sample fanners in tte f©sp#etiv® 

regions. 

5«5.1. Cost of i^tatilisliuent of Grape Gardens . 

TM two fruit crop© stmiAd are quit* different from 

©acfc ot ter in ttse sens® that fcsnsn& glws yield only once m 

Its l ife period, wfeersas grape, being perennlnl crop, gives 

yifiia annually over a period of t ins . I t is d s o true that 

tha cost on account of establishing grape garden 1B qUiU-

nlgn since grape vines recurs peimansnt supports for vigorous 

growth. Tt» activity of cultivation of grapes, tb©raf©r&f 

involves teevy financial outlays, Shis Is not t te caee with 

to&nmaa crop, as i t completes its life cycle vit&ln 13 tsonths 

&nd i t doer, not need any support for Its giowttu Iros tut 

economic® point of view, t te cost of establish i re crape 

garden n©e<3s to be capitalised ami allocated ovor Its pio-

ductivo lift, period so aft to get appropriate amatol cost 

estimates lor the esep. Accordingly, the per teet&i© cata* 

bli&hoent cost of grap® vim yarfis bm to©en eotlaated and 

the sans l& presented in fable 5*5 for t t e faceted and non-

mmlxtT® of t te producer©1 associations • 

i'be details of itemvisc: per hectare cost of ©stafeli-

eboont of grape vine yards are given In Appensli»-II and 

Appendix-III for the member and non-member grape growing 

faxes, respectively. 
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Tftttift 5#5 i par Hectare Cost of kstaolislaaeiifc of Grape 
Vine l&ms on tfaa Saraple Fan* 

(xtupoes) 

I t m Grape gro%?ers 

60275.19 

67391.19 

10 usam 

A&nualU»d cost of 6676,1+3 63^.$+ 
©stfJblielssiesk 

C©$t A 59075.3^ 

Cost B 66280.02 

Cost Q W 0 N 3N-

estimate a productive 
l t f e ptrSocl of vine 
yard 

10 years 

Xbe total cost of eetfetotiraeESfc (!•<-• 00c t 0) of 

grape vim yard y©rkad out to ik# 6676k.3N- ant; f&* 68^6,38 

per tiectare on the fame of sepsber and noiMaCEftGY p?ape 

grower©, Mpeetfirely, Generally, ttoas© vine yarns ylaM 

©ooaoBic returass «wf a period of 10 yeaic, ivcccs2?d|̂ glyf 

if we consider 10 ye&ra aa tlie pibduotlva l i fe period of 

visk yards f t t e mmmllmd per to&ctara cost of o»t&to.iabia»*it 

oi viae yard coeas to te. 66?6#
l*3 for t te DCnib&r aasi 

Ms, 63^.6^- lor t te mii-tacabfer grape growing lares, looking 

to ttiv it*awi*e cost of eatattUainaot of grape via® yards 

i t la o\mwtm that the cost on account of supporting material 

( i . e . , iron angles, wire, ceoent, a t e . ; was tbe Kojor itaes of 

to ta l coat sharing neuily 36 par caafc 0 i %im to ta l cost on 

feotb the typeo of fame* *aaoJig ot ter it«i» of coatf human 
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labour, manures and fer t i l izers , plant protection DGasures, 

seed eaterial , Interest on working capital and rental value 

of land were the laport&nt iteias and their individual shares 

r&npd he twee n 6 and 12 per cent of the tota l cost of esta­

blishment of vine yards • 

^•5«2« ^o**3*^ jfeQ structares for Uaaaaafc aM Ofapfts * 

The resource uoe structure for tooth the c»®pe is 

presented in 1'afcle 5.6 ©a per hectare has is t separately for 

the Es@Bb@r ana non-sseittoer cultivators. 

I t could be revealed from the table that tfcc resource 

use structures f©r hoth the crops were <j»ite different fro® 

©ach other mainly because of phi lological , technological and 

economical f&et©x©» In f netfgrapes r eh i r e necvy donee of 

plant nutrients, t l»ely operations and timely ftent protection 

mmvLxe® * As a resalt f the per hectare recfairesents of diff» 

eront resources f®r grapes eere higher than those for bananas. 

Particularly, the grape cultivation teotaelooy in respect of 

different operations bee been well developed resulting into 

higher resource requirementy. 

Though the resource i®$»lre8ients for both the crops 

were different fnoffl each other, there nexe no al{j»ific&nt 

variations in the use levels of different resources ©n the 

faxes of Besbtr and non»&e»her cultivators of the individual 

fruit crops, i'bs comparison of the resource use structures, 

thereforei revealed that sseiabership of pajdueers* association 
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Table 5*6 s Per ifectar® Kesousee Use structure for Banana 
and Grapes on the oara^t larajfi 

l i t i s Bemna cultivators drape cult ivators 

M&Btoftr Non-BCBber I ̂  mbor Won-ceaber 

t o t a l buffian labour 
Mali day© 2:30.12 29S.11* C&3.77 0 7 . 3 1 

I ecaJje ck.iys 7Q.19 /2.2,3 1357.22 H29*#* 

a) iamily hies&a labour 

Male days 135.27 133.27 3^2.35 136.**0 

I'emtJa day© 25,06 |S"t'.,iB 3D2.79 2U-3.08 

b) Hiraa human lafcc.ur 

lkii£ clays aWfr.a? 159.37 6 3 1 ^ 2 780.91 

Jtoale days 53.13 **3,07 lo^.H-3 8 8 1 M 

Buliock labour 
pa i r days 36.13 33.13 ?*?B 3.01 

£>#©& rlaoses/omft® M&0.00 WH3.00 **3OQ»0G *»2S8.00 

I ana yard caanurc 39 AO M . 2 3 150.22 172.77 

Fer t i l i s e r s 

K kg 600,23 600.13 1012.30 1020.00 

P 2 o 5 kg 300.!** 305.58 520.10 518.12 

KgO kg *f00.06 **OO.0O ^ 8 , 3 3 ^52. ao 

kmber of i rr igat ions 33.99 4JF.iir W**^*F MM **2.30 

crop pjflofceetloo 
Ho.oi" spmyUBgs 

«* m k$,QQ **2.30 
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did not in any my influence the teenaologieml adoption in 

respect of cultivation of individual fruit crops, am® of 

the economical factors, however, might tew cartel slight 

variations in the use levels of different resources on the 

fanus of the member and non-c«Biber cultivated of the iD&U 

divu&l fruit c3P@ps» 

5.5.3. Cfrmaifcttore Cost of Cultivation pi Bananas aM Gyagca : 

J3 pointed out earl ier , the phy^iolooic, 1, tcchnologictil 

and econoffiical factors iesttlt®d Into the variations in the 

recource use levele as between tton two fruit exopn as well as 

between His fas*© of the utetabsr and non-seiaiser cultivators 

growing the sao® crop, "itmse variations have ui^oubtedly con­

tribute a to cUffeienoos in the cost of cultiyctlaii of ttoi two 

fruit es©p§ on the &&apltf f&zm . 

I'ablo ^.7 f For Hectare Coat of Cultivation of Joxmxm and 
6stipe© on tbb £>&apl<3 Faxm f^aowe) 

HeaterKori-Ecober laaoer Hoa-asaalr 

Coet A 967B.33 10057.07 35276.9$ 380c*n02 
(68.13) (68 ,^) (79.32) (81.5D 

Cost B 13521.70 23977.51 h&&.k* h$a»*Ql 
<95.ia> (95.26) (97,33) <96.5**> 

Cost C 3*206.23 31*672.39 W-72.89 **6735«92 
(100.00) (I00«00) (100.00) (100.00) 

(i Igiiws in parentheses Indicate percentages to the to ta l cost) . 

Table 5.7 p»s@ats the por hectare cost of cultivation 

of bananas and grapes at Cost A, Cost B and Cost C lewis in 
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respect of the farms of the dealer and aon-tjeaber cultiva­

tors . i'he item l*e per hectare coat of cultivation of 

banana and. grapes in presented in %pe»ii**I¥ through VII 

for a l l the sets of a&Bpie farms, 

*a could I© aeen free Xsol® 5.7f the per hectare e©st 

of cultivation of banaaae wortea out to «SJ« l*#206.i3 and 

Bs* 1**672*93 »t Cost c level on the fiuuis of ooc&er and son-

raeober cultivator-, respective^, the a hare of" Coat A In 

the to ta l cost was a l l t t3e over 68 per cert and tiiat of 

Cost B a l i t t l e over 95 p©r e©nt on hoth the types of feme* 
:,1b? cost structure of banana crop, therefore, indicated simi­

l a r pattern for the farms belonging to the ©eisber and non» 

nfcdber banana growers* 

Hie per hectare cost ©f cultivation of grapes nee 

almost three tines of the cost of cultivation of bananas. I t 

worlsed o»t to Be. **M*72*69 and Be. **6735»92 per hectare at 

Coat C level on the ferns of the eember &»d iioivEieiiber grepe 

grovers respectiveljrj the difference bein& of --• . 2363*03 only* 

the per hectare cost of cultivation of grape® was higher on 

the farms of the non-memfcer cultivators mainly because of 

higher use levels of ferti l izers end plant protection measures 

for the crop grown on these farms, Xte share of Cost A in the 

to ta l cost was 79*32 per cent and 31.51 per car&f while that 

of Cost B ws 97*20 per cent end 96.7^ per cent in respect of 

the farms of the steeher and non-memher grape growers, respect!^ 

vely. 
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5.5A« Output and Goat of F seduction ©f Bonaixus and Grapes : 

Tabic 5.3 presents per nsctax© output cm por quintal 

cost of production of banana© and grapes on tiic fan* of the 

aember and JOori-oemtoer cultivators of the respective crops. 

XI* output of banana® M ^*3#3 &M 9t l j t quintal© pora 

lieotart* on HJm f&JB* of ©©Ett»r and a>a»aeater oamaa groves, 

r$op©ctivol^. In case of ti& grapes. t tta* output was .219•** 

quintals per fseetarc, ©a t te fares of taecater gr̂ p© gsowew, 

while I t vae 216,7 Quintals p©r taectars on fete fuzos of the 

aon-s&whor grap® growers, IT* comparison of th> output 

flptres of tooth tli® crops revealed that tt» lov«-l of adept Ion 

of technology In inspect of cultfcration of fcotn the crops ms 

noifcover of the se«e order on t l * faiw of the etsher sn& n©»-

aeHtjer ca13.ti1rr.t0rs» 

faKL© 5»S * £'** Ifectars Output and P«r outHfer.1 O^ci of 
production of Btyaanaii ana Graphs on the &aaipli§ 
J'anss 

partimiiaiB Banana ctiXtfcr&terc Grape cultivators 
Mtaher %n-B#KO©r fester lfen»i£e»t»r 

Output (QUtefc&a*) 5^3-3 f*!*1* 2l9> 216.7 

Total cost of 1**2Q6.23 1>*672.39 Wkn*m ^732.92 
cult ivationUsupees) 
Per quintal cost 26.1!? 27.10 202.70 215.67 
of production 
(hupees) 

lu r t t e r , th® p®r quintal cost of pnjduction of hamna® 

http://ca13.ti1rr.t0rs
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on the farce of the wtotimr ami nori-roeober cultivators 

worked out t© lis, 26.15 aai Hs» 27.10 respectively. In 

the ease of grape®t the per quintal cost of pi^auction 

was Bs. 202*70 *©r mwS»t BM &&» 215*67 for »©»*©©©t»r 

grape gloving imwm* In {poeml, til* per gttlz&cl cost 

of pinduction ©I feoth t&o fnUt es«ps was bl&cr on the 

fazsi£ GS the ijori-i^abcr cultivators. 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



Chapter 6 
KOIE GF PBODUCEBS' ASSOCIATION 
IK THE, MARKETING OF MKANA3 AM) 

GRAPES 



c h a p t e r 6 

RQX£ OF PWJXHICKItei* ASSOCIAXI0IB J!? THE- JIAEKETOT 

oi mnms AW mmm 

Bamms m& grapes axe delicious gas aveet fruits 

likeci tsy e v&rtety ©f eoi»t»aers belonging to different age 

and income groups • fhottjp increased eotsittaption of tbeee 

fruits eitaiee coi^umcr satisfaction as i aleo increased 

p seduction associated vitfc Mgfcer aaxfcet prieos contributes 

to producer sat isfact ion tha into tests toth oi* consuffiei* 

a^ vei l aa pi*»4uoers§» siany a t l aes , g& in v&la tee&tas© of 

fraudulent ©arteting practices followed by ttw intonaediaries 

involved in fruit trade* Xt has been oowonly oheetved that , 

because of ixnroireaefit of a large suaber of ititejsnedi&rifte in 

fruit trade am naJ^xetetloBB followed fey thee, the conaunexe 

a*e pjcfalsed, to pay higher prices for these fruits and the 

produce*® are deprived of the i r lagltin&te share in th© 

consumers price. m&Xiglm such a state of affair in fruit 

tr&de, soee of the pstoducsrs of bananas and grapes thought 

i t better to have their own associations for taking up to the 

various activities relating to carte ting of these fruits . 

Accordingiyt a large number of pi&dueei®» associations vti* 

established on co-operative lines during the- * sixties anil 

•seventies in feeetern Maharashtra. Moreover, these associa­

tions started working on the line© parallel to the traditional 

private ag&ricles and at present they hat© proved to he the 

Giliclent alternative marketing agencies In fruit trad©* 

Tfa» present chapter attespte to study in turifff the 
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general «©rfciag of B«BS of the produce*®1 assocl&tloat and 

also their efficiency la f m l t tfttito i l lative to the tradi­

tional earl®ting agenesia so as to understand their told in 

sstrlesting of teaaeas and graphs, 

6 .1 , General twitting of the vmtixmm* Associations! ; 

Tfee role ©f pr©cu©8»* associations in B&rtefcliig of 

tensJPas &nd grt*p©s 1m teen studied on the bc&ift of infor­

mation ©ot&lntd fro© V associations of tecam pSBdncers and 

2 association ©f gmp© producers, 'fhe produoext of thee* 

fruits nav© eetattLtetod these associations tteirolvcs on 

eo-op^ratlvD lints In accordance vltti the provisions »de 

under Co-operative society's M gist rat Ion Act oi 1$&7 of the 

Government of fJrJa&raiJhtrr:, 

'lb© Board of l&reetors, consisting of 11 scoters, is 

rtsponslnl© for currying out different Activities of the 

individual asgoelatlons. tkm persons on ttsa ijoara oi 

directors axe elected for every three years fxoc auoa#>t tfee 

isaiabeirs of the association* i'he individual &2»&ocifctioa& 

have appointed & Secretary and a klferk for looking after 

Oay-to-day urorfe and they ©re paid «e smote* Gene felly v 

thetic associations art* p#rformlng the a c t i v i t y li^jc -

(1) te&rketieg of f suits in the di^tmnt taarteeto b nd <ii) 

simply of iapttts and other accessaries to the aeshers, 

Theec= associations also give incentive:.; to their 

taestem to take up to the new plantations as wall as to 

adopt new technology of fruit production. In a \;ay, these 
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sssoelatlose pftxfoxn aultlffeiouft &ct&riti©e for tt» 1»m~ 

f i t of their mt.Bl»rs. 

6,a. Capital Assets ©f the Pujtostf® • Association© : 

fabl© 6*1 pr©&*sjfifc& the position of capital &»eet» 

for tht gvesuge GSSfWiatiou of the bonans oafi gimp® pm~ 

duccrw. 

Sable 6,1 ; the Position of Capitol Awete ufeiB4 by 
iusE©ciati©» of the protineetB of Bananas 
tuft* Grapet (iui|*es per i*s*oeifttloiiJ 

Capital Vain® of asset® ow»4 by the prodaeti© * 
L&mtB gj&soeiationa of .,,.,,..„,,,..., 

*liaimi»lllp»odabiir H3itop6"plo25MK » 

Building 21$9*0.17 ^7327.00 
(*i*m Cfr.a*) 

i-umittti® 17806.1« 5193»60 
0.**3> OU&i) 

&ttbei»' ®haw g97623.33 a&apfcO.OO 
(S?.20> (03.53; 

iotal 520C^9.69 321960.60 
caootOO) (aoo#oo) 

(1 iguyes in pfciei&i*ft«d 3Mi©&te percentages to "tbo tot&l)« 

Txtjts tfca table i t is aotea that about 55» I*** <***** of 

the to ta l capital fn§#@t is i s the iona of ociaber slaaras in 

case of the association of baimna pmdueer, xiiilc i t Is 

nearly #*• p&t* mut M gs&p® gnraese * aftttooiatloxu i&liMiap 

arc also o*» of the Lupo?tat& capital aaitete contributing 

nearly hi per mn% ana 1$ P®* oent of the capital assets of 

banana and grap© growers' atsociatSons, le&pectfcrely. 
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furniture and other dead stock articles contribute 3.h3 

p&T cent and 1.61 per ©@nt of the capital assets for the 

associations of banana and grape grow*sf reupectively. 

6.3. 1 nUt Trade and Other llarketing 1 unci lose of tt» 

On en uiry i t vaa f©wnd that tfee iikiiviaual asso­

ciations are performing the following functions in cariast 

ing of bananas and grape©. 

1) To find out new taarkoto for the produce and to 

seH the produce In theoe martetL. 

i t ) To underfcsLi® tmnsport of fxtHts to distant aarlBits. 

i l l ) To psotitt oftstoet intilligenct t© tfce p*fcdue©re. 

lir) Ob £Up©nri©# ©intetlng acti?itl0S| t.^. 

v) To supply packaging material to the grape grow©re; 

and 

vi) To undertake grading of bananas for marketing. 

In addition to the above functions, the associations 

of grape growers have also taken up the activity of providing 

technical know-hov of grape cultivation to the oorahers. These 

associations are untfertaking various marketing activities more 

©ff iciently. Based on their experiences of several years, 

these associations have tried to send the produce to different 

©arkets al l over the country, fills practice of tapping 

different laarfeets has helped the producers to a greater extent 
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In obtaining n t ^ e r price for tbe i r produce by my of 

managing fruit supply In relation to carket deinand, 

Table 6.2 presents information relating to quanti­

t ies of fruits sent to different narkete both in case of 

the Lumber and asiwesesber san^l^s of banana and grape 

producers. 

It could be revealea tnat botn ciembcr ea well as non~ 

meiabor produce re of ban&n&s and p»pes aro sending their 

produce to differed s&rlsets Instoad of cjoneeistr&tiag on a 

©ingle martet. Bowtwr, tbsxe ©xistod ©on© difference in 

tbo proportions of to ta l fml t psodtte© sent to the indirida&l 

sarSoets. In eas© of bananas, a relatively gfeater pi©porti©n 

of to ta l produce of mth>mm"imv prodwe®!® was sent to Belni 

aai&Bt, wberess tfetse proportion w©ra b i t t e r in the remain­

ing aarSeetE for the mtfat* produeers. Asiong tb» g»p@ pro­

ducers, the noivEccjber pwwMmim ®e©© bate eoneentmted ©ore 

on Bombay cmftet, t t* p»portion of to ta l produce sent to 

this market being 30..96 per cent m against 17.51 per cent 

for the tseaber producers, In fact, producers* aerelat ions 

seem to bsire been sort eficctive in tapping different markets 

for grapes produced by tlic ocabor eultlar&tors. -hey baw sent 

quite a larger proportion of the to ta l produce to distant 

markets lifce Calcutta and Madras t vherc- the non-i^sbar produ­

cers could not send their product for Bastetlnc. 
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Table 6.2 i uanfcities ©f Bananas OJXI Grape-L. Gold in 
liiSttwmt Kaxmts £»r tine Iteafesn aM 13&&-

Itorlffits ..,. Swopp*. 
Hesters Mon-mmtem Keats© ISI * S » » i ^ f 8 Hesters Mon-mmtem 

Ufrl&l 1992*00 
(**6„23) 

1770.00 
(57.15) 

110 m 50 
(13. W 

^7.5o 
(13*^) 

Bombay M&.OO 
(11.18) (7.88) 

1M.77 
( 1 / . 31) 

105.00 
(30.36) 

Fuse 220.00 
(p.12) 

100.00 
(3.23) 

53.00 
(6.V6; (9.7) 

Ksapor 320.00 
(19*06) 

516.00 
(16.66) 

• -

Kami 790.00 
(18.36) 

**6?»O0 
(15.08) 

- • 

iadoi* »* *» 89.00 
(10.*-) 

jN-.oo 
(9.99) 

Bsyagl©*® - m 80.50 
(9.31) 

^3.50 
(12.79) 

jxltas dated «* - 90.12 
(20.^3) 

^3.50 
(2k.26) 

Kadxas - - U 5 > 5 
(l*t«06) 

» 

v.cO.cuUa #• *> 110.00 
(13*^-1 > 

• 

l oca l *m - 30.50 
(8.97) 

X'ot&l ^303#00 
(100.00) 

3097.00 
(100.00) 

320.*-
(100.00) 

3hO«21 
(100.00) 

(* l&iX&B Ut partTithQac^ ixiiieatc pereeBfe&nDs to fcli© total) 
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t.km I^rketlng Chagmla and Mariettas snten for fi&miw 

oincfc tenanati &ni grapes ere blgOy porlfttafeS* in 

tfeture, quiak movement of proftuce frors psodiiocts to consu­

mers usually pays good d&rideiads both to the produce re and 

consume rt m vtU* In that, the producers ®m able to g»t 

higher prise for ttetr ps&due© and COJB^K. vicriv<i sore 

sat isf act Ion by i#ay ©f eeieieitag tmuh frttifei, II* effecti­

veness of t̂titik eaff«ie&& of tfc© promos, te3«©^orf a&raeiy 

asepcsKSs ©a t&e type ©f ©attesting CDMODI foUoued for tin 

purpose and its leXattve ®ff iei©»oy ifl psrf ornitig imrio«» 

runrketing activities. ,.n attempt was, therefore^ nade to 

uaterstaiid tie types of n&rteting etemela involved in 

market toe. of bananas end grapes ©y the s&taples of ssmter 

and norvcember producers of these fruits, ite iollouiiig 

isarketirig enamela M«f» been l&ateif 3*d in tto fruit trade 

undor com icie rat ion. 

i) Prodao&f® producers * 4ss©ciatioai mmMm, bboJasfOsn mmmm 

Retailers Cotevetro * 

i i ) producer® Frifate traders wfeoJeafttero a»t&l&»ss 

Gonauoers. 

Ui ) Piouucero Private' Tradon? itefcaHitirs Coasiiiasrs In 

ataroy towns* 

iv) Piodtte*i» r^filers Qowtas@r@ in wsaroy towns. 

The first and second market channels re laic u to the 

produce pfodaced oy the wooers and non-weiters of 

PAYAL
Pencil
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producers1 associations, reapectively and a major pit>por-

t ion of t o t a l produce woe marketed through th®m channels, 

The proportion of t o t a l produce tsarketed through the l a s t 

two channels WEB relatively very less and i t va» mrtosted 

in the nearby towns. Further analysis with regard to coot 

of marketing and price spread e©nt@s>pl&t©d tn t i l ls study, 

therefore f relates to that tauch proportion of t o t a l produce 

of both the frui ts whicii has toton sold in tbe distant miftftts. 

i>o far as n&rl^tiag eyate© Is conoernDd, i t vm 

reported that the producers vere required t o transport t he i r 

produce froo t h e i r fauns t© the ass@elfi.ifig centres both in 

case of the f ru i t trades h&ad&td by producero > associations 

and private; t r aders . f toes© interred to rice pftffomd a l l 

further ac t iv i t i es relating t o transport of produce froe 

assembling centres t o wholesale mctrtojU una ©artetlag the 

pnaduo® through wholesalers• Tim producer* * association* 

as v e i l as private traders bear a l l the expenses on account 

of loading sad unloading, t ransport , oc t ro i , postagt, e t c . , 

and in turn, they looovered the sno® fxm the pi&dueoxs # 

'•I'hey also oade decisions with regard t o node of transport f 

quantum of produce to be sent t o individual ffiartets and 

selection of «hol§saiers * In some of the who 1^-ale isartets, 

the product; \m c^arketcd through open auction, vbtte in the 

others under-cover &yet®» ma prcctiaed. I t i s , however, 

notirworthy t o rjention here that the producers} associations 

of grape growers sent the supervisors for supervising f ru i t 

mailto:ass@elfi.ifig
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trade in wholesrdo B&rteBts as wt-.ll m for prostatas is&rket 

inteiiigenct to t t» pnoducert. 

&•$• Ifegf̂ twAge ll&rtetiog Softe lor itoams ami Gfasgs : 

Aa seen ear l ie r , til© product of banam® ana grapes 

was sent to amerent saxSoets both in t t* case of saember 

and non-water producers. dlnee Hie distance txstween the 

producing axea &a& Jaw&?Miial a&ifeeta and tbe la&itet ®tru~ 

etunm gi©at3 r̂ varied, tDt coets o& aocottofe of earteting 

tli© produce la Oifferesfe ra&rtete ©agtjt to hare been <Hff~ 

orcnt ass rjaong tl» mrlsets and for tbc meolcr ana mn^t&mX&T 

pm&aoars as veil* I t i s , tttt*efos&t iqpftx&t&c to staay 

in ootail the cirketwiae scripting cost© for fen&nas and 

grape©. 

6.5.1. Mfcife&twlse KbrtotJng Cost.- for fiamnos * 

faol©s 6.5 &»& 6.6 present tbo detail© of f»r!etwise 

per quintal cost of Emrfetljig ©f teimaas px^teea 07 the 

iaeî 3©re and awwatabeis ©f $m®xm*®* associat ion, reep©* 

ettvvly. 

It win be rawixl®el fro® th» flguxoa giinsu In both 

the tables t t e t f f&r a l l t l * »&r&@ts put toiOti3erf tfae 

ovsrmgs per nuintal cost of marketing of tmm&m vorteci out 

to R». 2^*73 awl &»» 26,70 for ttoe «»bere aM aoiwaeiibers 

of producers • associations, ras|*»ctiwly» JCbo pur qaitAal 

cost of BwrfeBtlng ©f bananas In different ©arrets raagjSd 

beti*©» BB. 2k.95 aafl Bs. 26.91* for t&e ttisbojc and between 

http://wt-.ll
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. 3 . COMPOSITION OF M A R K E T I N G COSTS O F &ANAN 
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Bs. 25.69 BS& lis, 2<3.<J+ for the rton-EJcDberj of pw&Xumm* 

Gceoctatlons, the lowest and the hi she a t heing reupfcctively 

for £elM and Boafe&y earJsett; in both the ©naee. She com­

parison of p@r quintal me&lmblm ©out© thus laSieate that 

the producers * ussooiatlons suceeeutfu In teeing doim tbe 

jaatfoetiog costs of ©mm»8 to tine extc-nc of ** to 6 per c-nt . 

Looking t o the various components of t o t a l fmrtetiag 

cost , I t is observed tba t , the costs on ac court of t rone port 

(incurred both by the p-couueers as v e i l as ta&rteiftig agencies^ 

Coeaaisslon of wholeealDra am oomlssiom of n&rtetiag agt nciea 

(.producers * associations ana traai t ionax tg&O&XB i ws© x»2a-

t i y t l y low in east of the iseBbere of producerj* associations 

ae comparcQ to those of non-timbers as a resul t of marketing 

of bananas through ps&ottoe*©* m&mi&ti&m* *h© proportions 

of the Individual cost coaponenu, in Um tou.1 cost of taartoe-

t ing , lwiBvttrt v»tu Bioiv or 2ft*s of the &&BO oi\*i%
t both a t 

overa l l as well as indiyidttai naffest i»wa* f for bote the 

t̂ ypos of Bastetiiig ag^nci*^, 

6 .5 .2 . tfei&etvfse IferSsetiisg Costs for %mm& : 

i'he deta i l* of aaffertu tm ©oet of oar&Ptiag of gx&paa 

psoajiced by the ©©ratefs aM n©iv*e©Bb@» of PSDUUODXB * asso­

ciat ions ate p«Meiftocl l a Tables 6.5 stM 6.6, 'S06pecttwiy» 

Xfcese costs axe on p®£ box has to f ©nob box coak-.Salag ** kg 

Of S*Up©£„ 

At tb» overa l l Iflrol, tfce cost pf n&rtovl&g of g*ap©s 

vesfett out to l is . 11,27 euti &»• 11,10 per box in the ©use of 
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FIG.-4-. COMPOSITION OF MARKETING COSTS OF GRAFTS 
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the Beater and n»»»is©»h®r grape producers, respectively. 

Ihe per box cost, of sarHtiag of grapes was relatively 

bigljpr for tbe fsetaters Balmy fcte&awi of the fact that 

sore than 27 per cent of t h t i r profile© was scat t© the 

distant gj&stete like Cfeltfrtfca and i-fe£r&& aixl Its© cost on 

account of transport of produce to these carts* bu was $*lte 

fai^r than that for the ot ter aartsBts. 

looking to the s»sfwtwt©# tota l cost of cmrl»iii%t 

I t is reve&lea that tbc same ms bigter for the i^i^iao&l^it; 

for tsartoits Hfce i^ lbl , Iriaor-, Bei^aoru9 ,i,i>oc .̂Uiu, Mbay 

and Fune, 

Aaong the; various ltest ©1 ©arteting eoetp the share 

of transport cost rangea hetween 22 to 33 per cent for Mibtr 

producer® aiil tetwoen 22 to 32 %®T coat for ma-raeater pro­

ducers. Tbs eoaniftsloiB of tAolftealftie asti psodueeis* aaso-

c i a t io» /p r irate traders together ©hated nearly 28 %®r cent 

of the to ta l cost in ewe of the iseobor producers and 30 p®v 

cent for the mxk*m®"b®T producers. pactegins oaterinl alone 

shared afcout 31 per cent of the to t a l aartetlng cost in feeth 

the cases, 

6.6* price ^pgeaa in ths ^ r t e t ^ ^ o f Ba»mi3. aM.OgftJgg • 

KoxwOly, prices are deteailiiftd ey the dCBuaa ejmi 

supply conditions. Moreover, the extent to which the price 

of a cowso4ity change «S©pei*Ss vtp&n the elasfcleitiee of 

dfioaod and supply, the apmand for f rui ts , In cpxurrJ., my 
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be eaiu to be inelastic but the team for eugf one fruit 

is bound to be elteJitie on aocouni of possibilities of 

substitution. In tfat abort net, the supply oi fruit© is 

bighiy inoaatlQ by virsu© ©if tnair bi$b perishability 

ana tie© of p*o«meti©i** f ru i t s , after leaving um ofcfcaitl, 

p&ss t&$©a#i sewsia agpncJJfe btior*.1 tbty ueacfc tin; final 

coneujior. .very or*; of tix. intcn^ciiariei,, tfe»&wgb. vtogm 

Ih&m i raits pasa, ate bowui to ©bergs for it© coatribtip. 

t ion aaci titf s*inrie«i' performed by tlaes. *]3Prcfoscf i t is 

vort&b&le to eac&ias t-s «© vhat ^feare of tiit rupee price 

in tb» wfa&lfttal* njestet Is rseeiwd by UK piscine©?. f3i© 

pi^4uc*r'a afcasu in vho&esaJbe prim ©an be eaictetsed by 

taking into aeeotufc tbe following Iftene. 

i) lbs gross wto0jjB«til& price of the fxuit vbiab 

ibD pxouacor (•»&>* 

i i ) -xl%j ujipcxtiituac ineurrsti by tbs plfeU^S3ê /plxscluci•f©, 

aftsooiatloiv'pvtvato trader and iiJo3£C;»lcr ott 

packaging, loaaiiag, tvawpoxtatloxit e t c . 

i i i ) X2* profit nBrgi»/e©fflBiseieUB of l&dividual 

iatersiedi&rifts. 

iv) tot prie# *©oe Sired by producer! ana 

v) ±bfc cost of psaauctloa of tta© fruits under 

consideration. 

An attempt wast timrafor©, ®&d® t© ©gilmte prie® 

epreod in the marketing of txtmms and grapes. Xn fact, 

tb© proportions of eosts tJiewn1©^ by %tm pxosiueesB, 
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producers' associations/prl3rat# traders eni COEDi^aion 

agents while performing various ©arteting functions ami 

their respectife profit saurgins in the wh&lteal© prio® 

of the f raits under study art ectioateu and expressed in 

percentage in orotr to pwid© a eoopamtiYc pietttre of 

tti© efficiency of p»ol&w®fB, associations in fvuit trode 

via-a»vis private tracers. 

6,6.x. liaifcctwise Frio® .spifadB..iti tte© i t e m i n g of Banana* : 

Tim price &pm&M in th@ snuEiort log of hc&ams in 

respect ©f jsember aal aon-neater pĵ dueex© are presented in 

habits 6.7 ana 6.3 t respect i?«§ly. 

At fe ©vemll XweXf the wholesale por rgtistcl price 

of bananas taarketed through producers' associations ami 

private tracers vm Jte» 79.23 mud its. 78.03, n^pnetiirely. 

Of the nhoXeseX® price, ttos shmr@e of ei^alit«r©£ incwrad 

on darkatins by wholesalor^ t produce re * associations and 

pz&ducers were respectively 1*55, 19.66 and ?.»99 p^r cent 

for the peBber producers while thoee of wholesalers f private 

traders and pi*Ma»e®r® mm X.$9,2G>2 ana 3.^* P©r cent for 

tne non-ratraber producers. i'he oouparteon of thee© proportions 

thus indicate that the cost® incurred by dtfffcv&nt interme­

diaries were nOatifaly lower for the banana trade handleu 

by the pseaueexe* associations. 

.̂ a against th i s , the eomdaa&om of yholssalers* 

and proctors* associations were 6.55 ami 1.72 per cent of 

tbe wholesale price received by the njeober produce XB while 

PAYAL
Pencil
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fata© 6.7 : *«sr vjtttatal Martsefcwis© prie® spread l a the 
Marl® t ing of fenams for the i&ribexB ©£ 
productx** iissociatJoiis (imp©**) 

... gfifftpts ixslhl Buapir lialni Doetey rune Overall 

wholesale 79.65 7 3 M 80.15 79.35 78.10 79.33 
price (1OU.00) (300.00) (100.00) (100.00) (100.00) (100.00) 

Cost iecuor- 1.23 X.23 1.5^ !.&> 1,22 1.23 

s^ ¥ h 0 1^ a-*° a*57) a*55) (I -̂;-' (1*56) (1*5$) 

Caun**.sioii 5.20 5»ac 5.27 >.13 5.10 5.19 

MOX0**" :C**> ( 6-6 3 ( 6 ^ 3 ; 'tV*>' (6-53: C .̂55) 

I |Sp»du^S^x i*^ lh^ 1%m 1?*°® 1CJ'72 15*58 

easocl&Llon (li»39) (13.73/ a9.71) C-l»3£ (33.13> (19.^6) 

Conaift* loa 1,35 1.52 1.30 1.35 1.2** 1.36 

e la t ion 

Cost incuro-u 
toy psocUieer 2.52 2.53 2.5^ 2.12 ?..!** 2.37 
on transport u , x 6 j ( 3 # a 3 ) ( 3 # i 6 ) ( a # 6 6 ) ( 2 # ^ } ( 2 t 9 9 ) 

Cost oi 20.15 20,1$ 26,15 2&.15 26.15 26,15 
production ( 3 2 , 8 3 ) (33,35) (32.63) (32.75) i&M) (33.01) 

producers* 23.55 27.09 27.35 26,76 26,53 2".35 
p ro f i t tsar- (35,91*) (3^,55) <3^.75) (33.51) (33.97) (3^.53) 

(I iguies in p&xez&hoses toiie&t# p#re© aata^os to ttoe wisolesal© 
p r i c e ) . 
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fatol© 6.8 t per h i a t a l Martefcwise pri©e spxoaa 
of fifcAMOft for tbe So&»Hnfl*ra of p 

in the Jmrketlng 
reducers' Assoct-

(fiUpfttt) 

Partietilais 
i^ellji feqpiur Stalnl DooUiy puce Overall 

ufeotesale 
price 

r r t d toy 
vlaolesaler 

Commission 
of wl&le-
Baler 

Cost inou. 
r » 6 toy 
private 
tu&aers ' 
CoSHBiBste 
o f prlsrate 
t i tuMir r 

Cost inttt* 
**©d fey 

f xoduoer OR 
r&aeport 

Cost of 
production 

78.10 73,12 
(100*00X100.00) 

1.26 1»J»9 

(i.5a> 

5.fco 
(6,$>1) 

frrodMCOrs' 
prof i t 
margin 

{1.61} 

(6,9**) 

1**.72 1*».83 
(13.B5) <3£»93) 

1.72 1.65 
(2.20) (2.12) 

2.66 2.99 
(3AL) C3.70) 

(100.00) (100.00) 

1.19 1.2? 

5.52 5.23 
(6,99) (6.70) 

16.21 17.80. 
(20.5S) (22.62) 

1.70 Xte 
(2.15) d .73) 

3*03 
(3.83 

2.28 

ta»9 <) 

27.10 27.10 27.10 27.10 
(3^.70) tf*.69) C$*.30) i&M) 

25.3a a^.97 a^.a? a3*6i 
(32.^1) (31.96) (30.70) (29.93) 

76.20 78.03 
(100.00) (100.00) 

X.2N" 1.23 
(1.63) (1.58) 

5.20 5.36 
tG.82) (6*88) 

16.09 15.93 
(21.11; C20.*»2) 

1.36 1.56 
(1,78) (2.00) 

2*18 2.61 
(2.85) (1*3*) 

27.10 27.10 
(35.56) Ofc>.73) 

2 3 . * J*.23 
<30.*O (31.05) 

(110UE9K in p&3p©£t̂ es#i* imiofrttt pero©atas^ to the wtool&sml» 
priot)* 
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those of wholesalers ana prirate traders were 6.88 and 

2.00 v®r cent of the wholesale price receipt! hy the am-

Deaber pioduoai*, iigr© again, one could observe that the 

profit raargina of lntenffoJarlft* were relatively lower in 

the case of th§ fruit trade handlea by the proaiicers» 

associations, 

It la further miMt& that , the ©out of production 

of bananas in the ca$e of the aeisher and nojvo?Bher pio4»> 

©ers for*a©<l 33«01 and 3N-.73 per cent of the vholesale price 

received fey then, thus the profit margin® of haimm pnwhi-

cere vera ^ . 5 2 an4 31.05 per cent of the wholesale price 

in case of t te wtsiber and non~ffie«ifcer producers, respectively. 

Looking to the price spreads for individual nartoets f 

i t v l l l he seen that , the &®m were, core or 3a«et of the 

©atse © f^er as ©he® wee at th© overall level. On the whole, 

i t say be satd that the proaacet©' associations ¥®re rela­

tively ©ore efficient in embling the hamna producers 

receive higher share of ttm wholesale prices 

6.6.2. MartetvUw Eric© i>pi©«63 in tty _ Maxteting of 6wyy» : 

Xable^ 6*9 and 6.10 present the details of markstvise 

price spreads in tls» marketing of grapes for both the acts of 

grape producers. 

I t %fHl he revealeu fro© these tahle& that th© whole-

sale price was hs. 2$J*l ana Be, 2M>.?8 per hos of V &g grapes 

at th® overall level for tim ®e»h©r and a»n»iacttl*r grape 



fatele 6.9 J i e r Box {h k ^ ) Iferietwise t r ie® «pjead 4» tfce Marfcetiag of Osapes for the MniteiB of 
FSodueoz** Association* (Bmstes) 

jtorlBlg 
ar t i cu la r - . 

JeWL lades© Ba»gl©j?e Calcut ta &dn& fttanodatad Soetoay P»jae l o c a l Overal l 

wholesale 
p r i ce 

29.15 
(100.00) 

Cost incurred oJ*k-
by vsold»a2« r (1* SEL) 

uoJDcis^ion of 2.73 
the vha3#s&10i(9*53' 

Cost lneuanced **.9a 

by p r o d u c e r * (17*05) 
a s s o c i a t i o n 
Ooeisisslon of 0.85* 
Urn ptoUuoe«SK2«9l> 
a s soc t a t l on 
(*©St tCCUXSOd 3.99 
by prodiicer di( 13.66) 
t r a n s p o r t and 
paefeagiae 
Cost of 8.11 
production (27.77) 

I'XDdaeais 
p r o f i t 
margin 

3.00 
(27.57) 

27 .^3 
(100.00) 

0.39 
( l . £ l ) 

2.66 
( 9 . 6 D 

3.37 

0.68 
( 2 M ) 

3.92 
(1^.15) 

8.11 
(29.30) 

3.35 
(30.90) 

2**.72 
(100.00) 

0.37 
(1.50) 

(9.5D 
3.2N* 

C13*10) 

0.75 
(3.03) 

3.92 
(15.86) 

8.11 
(32.31) 

U&.I9) 

30.10 
(100.00) 

0 .^5 
( i . W ) 

2.U-5 
(8.02) 

5.83 
(19*22) 

0.90 
(2.9**) 

*K01 
(13.11) 

8.11 
(26.5D 

8.30 
(28.76) 

2M-.72 23.$*-
(100.00) (lOO.OC) 

0.**6 
(1.83) 

2.351 
(9.35) 

(15A8) (1^.51) 

0 .51 
(2.16 
2.20 

(9»3D 

3 > 3 

0.72 
C2.37) 

O.67 
(£.83;-

%.01 h.QS. 
(15.9&) (17.0O 

3.11 3.12. 
(32.27) 0 > . 3 1 ) 

5.13 »*.70 
(22.£ t ) (19.36) 

2%.32 22.60 22.00 25.1*! 
(100.00)(100.00)(100.00)(100.00) 

0.50 oM QJ*9 oM 
(2.06) (2.15) (2.22) (1.76) 
2.62 2.22 2.1f 2 .^2 

(10.77) (9.75) (9*91) ( 9 - ^ > 

3.18 3.02 2.51 3.73 
(13.08. (13 .26 ) (U .35 ) (1^.59) 

0 . ^ 0.65 0.65 0 .73 
( 2 * * ) (2.85) (2.9^-) (2.06) 

3.92 3.87 3.30 3.9** 
(16.11) ( I6 .99)(17 .20) (15.**D 

3.11 8 . H 8.11 a .11 
(33.35) (35.60)(36.70) (31.72) 

5.30 ^.2% KS$ 6 .03 
(21.79) (19*>(0)(19.68) (2^.20) 

fcl®w©& I s p&xenitieses indle&t© pesceiitagite to tbe wholesale p r i c e ) . 
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producers, respectively, of the wholesale price t the 

proportions of costs inclined by th© wholesalers en* 

producers on marketing of grapes us well an the proportions 

of comolsfclorE of wholss&asrs and producers' associations 

wers relatively lewtr in o&s® of the sanest ing of gmpss 

produced by the members of the producers' associations* The 

per unit cost of production ©f grapes for«@a 31*72 aM 3^.33 

per cent of the who-msiO® price for the wober and non-»«fcsr 

grape producers f lespectlvely. fans, p»a«ecr*s profit 

oargin nas 2N>aQ psr eent of the wholesale price to the ease 

of the trade handled oy the producers * associations as against 

as.38 per e©nt for the t©&»e»mfc©rs« 

The ©oaparlson of the sarteitwls© price spreads iadleats 

that for ati. th© asartets tlM» proportions of costs incurreu on 

oarketlng and com© is alone of intertae diaries in tts# vholesale 

prlo© wore relatively low* for ta t grape trad© hand3yed ey 

tli© producers' ©ss octet ions* i'hers haa, hov/ever, been vide 

variations in tfcos® proportions among tot various markets 

under study, la &®mmlf fee proportions of producers * profit 

margin in the wholesale price vere relatively h i ^ » r for Delhi, 

tsdore and BaagaJors ©axlsets for both toe m%3 ©f gmp© pro-

dtte©r». The rmr$»ts at Calcutta and MB<U«£ also offered rela­

t ively higher ps$Flt wrsins to the pjodue^re* 

toed on in© cofflparSsone of the proportions of piodu-

©srs* profit margins in the wholfts&i® price:., i t could be 

concludGu that the sarat were relatively higher for the distant 
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sjarfceta and the lower for the- nearest s a i n t s , i-erfcape 

the relative isfceiwajtet ijalmlaaeos between supply &M 

demand conditions ssi^it have brought -bout ^uch variations 

in tbe profit jsargins of ttoe grape prodwserB» 

"i&© details of por btetaie piof it&bility of production 

of bananas rjni grapes are presented in Ta%le 6.11 for both 

the sots of producers, 

Sable 6,11 t Btlativ® Profitability ©f Proctaettoa of Bananas 
and Grapes* t>y ttoe itomtti oM toj>.&&lxi2s of 
prodooftse» i*as©eiat low, 

C<«5Uiv,6 per tectase). 

X t « & a Easam producers Grape pi 
tfenbexe 

?O^WSBT& 

Itestbe'rs Ibn-aemtoers 
Grape pi 

tfenbexe Won-msSmm 

Sotel 
returns 

*̂3CWi..50 
(200,00) 

**2^*5.a9 
(300.00) 

1393&3.39 
cm-) ,00) 

13*223.55 
(100,00) 

Cost of 
cul t ivat ion 

1**206.13 
<33.o|) 

&172.39 
(3^73) 

W*72.99 
(31.91) 

^735.92 
C^.82) 

Cost of 
marketing 

13979.1* 
i32M) ($*.22) 

6101&95 
(M*.35) 

6C0j*.25 
(W*#ao) 

Total cost 
(65,^8) 

29127,77 
<68.95> 

106233, $* 
176.36} 

106870,17 
(79.62) 

1401 

return 
1^859 • 26 

(3^.52) 
3-311^«12 

(31*05) 
3307^.55 
( 2 3 . ^ ) 

2735S.3S 
(20.33) 

(I iguros in parent&e&es 
re turns) , 

indicate pexebnta&tf. to tae t o t a l 

I t in evident from the figures given in the table 

tfeat the per hectare to ta l costs (¥hicb lno3uded cost of 

cultivation and cost of isarteting as well) mm relatively 

PAYAL
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lover and t o t a l returns higher for the peeberc of producers' 

associations of both the f r u i t s . Thus the ciecbers of produ­

ce re ' associations could derive additional not returns of 

a tout im* 17*f0 and to. 5&5 per hectare froe production of 

bananas and grapes, respectively, over and above those of 

non-aembers. fills clearly indicates that the producers 

associations beuefitted the f ru i t producers t o a greater 

extent in receiving re la t ively higher profit oargins from 

the production of banatt&s and grapes. 

©«8. Costs and a©turna strustux* of the producers* iissoeiations 

l a s t l y , an a t t e s t «a*» sad© to study, In brief, the 

costs and returns structure of the average cftaoolatiofit of the 

producers of bananas and grapes. The detai ls of coats and 

roturm of th© average associations of the pxaawes* ©f bananas 

and gmp©*t are pr©a@nt®d in Tate.es ©,12 and 6.13 respectively. 

Further, the relat ive p ro f i t ab i l i ty of the average associations 

of the producers of ban&me and grapes has been ©6ttaat$d by 

deducting t o t a l costs free t o t a l receipts aM the umm la 

todicatod in fable 6,3k 

fbe t o t a l annual cetft was ©attested a t &s»l9t*7,253«78 

and B»» 1,19,151.01 for t i n average assoc ia t ion of banana* 

and grapes respectively, ^nong fee various items cf cos ts , 

sa lary , interests on borr©y®d fundsf dsprBciatie&i^faaffs&t. 

supervision charges and honoreriue t© directors ve*e the 

eajor itOEss of the t o t a l cost , 

The t o t a l annual receipts (as indicated in inbie 6,13) 

http://Tate.es
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?afete 6.12 i Details of Cost &truettaj@ of the Awi?ap 
Association of Bfus&aa arai Grape i reducer-

(Kiqpes) 

item of eo&t Froduoeis* Association of 
Baimm produce fe Grape producers 

salary 

Soitoff&riutu to filractois 
awd related @ag»p@mos 

Postage ana phorie charge 

office mnt 

Kteetr iei ty ctmrgss 

I ravel l iag usspewess 

lees and T&ms 

Xi&evtst 

i^ pro elat ion 

charges am aisce-
Ubnoous 

Total 

5a&66,67 

(3930) 

9166.67 
(#.23) 

3166.67 
( 2* 15) 

C0.**3) 

500.00 

2500•00 
(1.70) 

16703.33 
( i i . M 

iaN-33.33 
{12.?5) 
l£833»33 
(10.75) 

22033.33 
< 1^.96) 

1^7253.78 
(100.00) 

3O0M).OO 
(25. m 
1000.00 

CO.^*) 

97^1.96 
(3.13) 
1550.00 
(1,30) 
500.12 
(G.*t»23 

8127*20 
C6.82) 

12N-30.00 
(10.^7) 

ca.̂ 5) 
1903.00 

(X.59; 

(*2.72) 
01 

(100.00) 

(ligures in pamnthtsts indicate pereeataafet* t o tb* t o t a l ) . 



95 

Tabl© 6.13 ; s t a l l s of Receipts Earned by tlic Associations 
of fiaaana and Graĵ e I induce re 

(ftttpfte* ) 
W«W«'i 'IIMi»«l l)M|IMWH» WW lW»i i n »^WWi||WT#MfllWi>i)lWU*WW.̂ ^IMI*W''W '̂WW!!I^W<ll̂ llWli*^> IM IW I'll. MUMMlW l»HlMMr«WW »""-*! II I MWIWIHinilll W*iiW»HKiW • ^ • W » M « # » i l * ^ « ^ " J » ' ' W * M M T ^ i « . « ^ ^ 

fieeelpta Prodiie©!®1 Msoeiatlon of 
from Banana producers Grapo pso<2aoe*s 

Marketing 83666*65 80315.16 
commission (Mi-. 55) (50,38) 
Interest on deposits WfOS.OG 

(23.$*-> 
t r o f l t fsoia ta&rtoting 3*333.33 15803.92 
of inputs (18,23) 10,01) 
Transport cooBiafcloa, - 29*02.67 61750.95 
office rent , pnete&g- (13.53- (31.11) 
lag tuateriai, ate* 
Total 1378C**-, 65 1^7875.03 

(100*00) V100.00) 

U iguree in pexeotfaaaos iMicatt. pcseos&agee. to the t o t a l ) , 

Table 6.1*f : iterative p ro f i t ab i l i ty of t t» *wsoi 
•v3soclatloi» ©f Banana and Cvege 
rrociuccrs 

CUupeaa) 

I t © si rxouuceie' &}&ocl&tiDtt of 
nana piodttoa*© GxapiwSi©©i« 

MNMMMWMMMMWfMi 

Total Rjcetpfca lv8?f3Cfe,65 l»57f3?$.C3 

Total ca*ta 1^7,253.78 1,19 #151.03. 

Net profit »fOf550*37 33f7$K02 
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vera ©etisated at m. l,37,QC*>,6? bad lis. X,5?f3?5.03 for 

tim avera^ 6saociatl©j» of t t e pnotoes© of Scoaams and 

grape*, resp@etir©2y. Both t^e type of association* e©al4 

^sri*© a©arly 4-5 t o $1 per cent of the t o t a l seo&tpts fro© 

the commission on taarfeeting of i r u l f e . Interest on deposits, 

profit sarelxs tram oartettag of input., profit iaa*gli» f AM 

sale of packaging materi&ie aM off lot i»g& mmma mtn th§ 

other sources ©f receipts f©r both the type of fessocistJoDS, 

tao3j& 6,3fe farther fw&als that the srerayo associa­

tions of the producers of Demons and grapes c&n»a rat 

profit of Bs. *t($,$0«a? ami to# 38*7^.02, respectively, 

dor tug tiss yuar awler reference. 

The foregoing analysis thub indicate that the 

producers' aQtiocie.tion» tatntfl&tea the fruit pi^aueers in 

deriving relatively hldber returns fro© tho pjfedmetioA of 

the fruits . 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



Chapter 7 
SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION 



Chapter 7 

Marketing of banauaa and papee iERfolTms & nwbtr ©f 

intexoediari®® for perfoxoing different aetivlttes l i t e 

transport, storagef paelmgijig, grading and sale of fruit® 

Ln distant emrteta, Thete tntertGCdlarlei;, in turti, take 

away higb. ©argUe fro© the price paid by e©«si*i©rsj and to 

that extent producers axe deprived of ttielr tegitiiaate simre 

in consaeer's price. Though the price moventnt- in different 

oartets axe deteisined taorc or MB® by deEand-supply forces, 

tbe marker Baargim of different Itftexotdlarles are Hot, in 

aiiy way, contrclloa by any restrictions. ibr:-ovc;r, the 

existing fruit trad© ly e&a»et@risss*d by is&apxfeotioos by nay 

of multiplicity of saxtet efcatlfrfif tamatlaariaed deductions, 

superfluous eildtilesen ana lack of 6tox&& facil i t ies . to 

ov îfooae tteso problems t t te aaxtetlng systeo needs to be 

improved eitlier by briagJUg about eoqpiete regulation of 

fruit tra.de or by xes©rtis§ to an efiiotexA altesncttiwe 

Baxfretl&g &9«t6&, 

uome atteapt© have 'men tsade by ttx> px$d;*c©x3 of 

baiAfcuiaa ana grapes to IlEito&raslitra to foro pxocLueox©* asso­

ciations on co-operative Z*m& to tote up m&rtseting act ivi t ies . 

2he px%a«3̂ i study •!««, wii©le of l-rodueers1 iiSsoeiBtlons in 

too iferteting of i»a&me £*$& Cr&pefe io tibbazuobtxta'' was under­

taken to osamiae the icpast of psoUowm' association® la 

safeguarding Iritexo&ti of tb& psodueei**. 

Besides studying in detail the working of paoduoei*1 

http://tra.de
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associations, the study contemplated (X) to identify 

©arlssting channels, (2) to study ©ar testing casta, iM 

(3) to mtimte price sprs&d in the ©arfcatfng of b&mma 

am grapss through producers1 associations vlfuawvia 

traditional tracers. 

the study vas testd ©a the eisplrieal data obt&intd 

free the sa§|»3j&s of banana sad grape producers of <lal©a©n 

and Sangli d i s t r i c t s , xeaptet tirely. the seiaetioft of this© 

distr icts was purposive for the reason tb&t gulte a lar®e 

proportion of fruit trade as handl&d by pxtt&aocrs* associa. 

tloas la tttes* districts • Tim soaplAe of fruit pioduecra, 

however, constituted miMm as wcU as soo-f^stem of 

producers* associations• She saoplfts of fruit pinducers 

belonging to both the categories were aelecteu by adopting 

thrse-stagt ' .stratlfitd randoa s a i l i n g design with tensile 

having relatively large acrsage under respective fruit crops 

as a primpry unit, village as a secondary unit and producer 

of bananas and grapes as an ultimate unit of sampling. It® 

details of working of *• producers' association of bananas 

and 2 prt-dueera1 associations of grapes mm COSO studied, 

In® data on ta» various aspects of production &»a 

taarlfietlng of fruits i*©r© collected by survey exsthod though 

personal interview of the s a r i n s of fruit pitrilucers and 

p l a c e r s * associations with the help of a eo©pretsa*»ii« 

questioiaaairt specially designed for the purpose. 

auatuary of the bladings : 

•]&e findings of the study are sian&rigBd teXov •-
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X, i'te analysis of resource use auti coet structures 

of fcfc© respectiw frui t ©r®p® on the f ane of eemtoer sad 

no iv-sac otoe r produce is swesOM tbat the same **©r«» m>se or 

lees of the saoe ©rd©r on !a©t» tii© fcyp©® of f a n s * Xte 

per hectare cost of cu l t Jmxt Ion of hanan&e *y©rl#d out to 

i*• 1^206.13 afid Its, 2M92.92 a t Cost C 2«?t*X a « the per 

hectare output was $*3,3 and 5**lA quintals OR the f a n * ©f 

©solaer and &o&»Bea1iftr producer:, respectively, tim per 

hectare cost ©f cul t ivat ion of grape® %m© tOfisost ttor®« times 

that of the e©st ©f eul t imtSon of t»name. The output ©f 

gmpa® was 219 •** quintals per tectaie ©a ttoc f&m ©f »»&sr 

producers wfcils i t was 2X6.7 quintals per nectar® ©is t t e 

farms of non-ciuifibcr pr©d»eer&. i'h© cost ©f production was 

estJaated a t HB# 26#1$ and £a» 27,20 per quintal of tenaaas 

and Ha, 202»?0 aod ttt», ^5«&? par quintal of graphs on the 

fares ©f ee©fcer ana non.ffie»to®r ps»d»ee»sf iB&pacti**ly« 

2 . Xfaa P8»^r and a©a-f*«88*»r producers of both the 

f ru i t s sent t he i r produce to d i t to reift eaiiseto instead of 

concentrating ©a a single aaifctt* B©w®ir©rf a proportion 

of banana pxt>Uucfc sent t© miML market throU'-h t rad i t iona l 

t raders , waa re la t ive ly h ig ter in eoiiparteoa with t t e t of 

tseober prouuecrs. xte produc©!®' associations of grape 

grove re successfully t r ied t& tapping distant ear te t s l i t e 

Calcutta and Madras whero acfw&ectoexe could not send the i r 

produce. 

3 , £be following «eie the uajor emrtetlug channels 

In the f ru i t trade under consideration. 

PAYAL
Pencil
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1} V inducers Producers' Aftsoelatieai .holosalers 

l*@taSl©rs Consumers. 

11) irouucero prirato Traders VibolMatearo 

r*tel3*is Consuaew. 

*+. fi3a© pt r quintal cost of marketing of lianams ranged 

toftteees i* . S^#95 aitt *«• 26#9>* for skaters auel to&tween 

He. £5.6$ an4 $*»• 23#Ck for U» son- aeoosra of psbtiuem* 

associations, t l» lovftBt and tlse fclglftat teiag rssptctlsmly 

for kelhi and Boatey sartwtu 1B taotti Mm eagcc** At the 

overall lerol , t l» cost ©f nartafttiag of ©ammis v©rl®<I ©at 

to Be • 25*73 and Br« 26.70 per quintal f©r the OMBfeftSs &8d 

aon-oraibfczc of pro-due©!®1 assoei&tioiB f neepetttively. £b» 

coots on aceouxit of transport f ©©mJfisloii of Utoiesr.lers 

and eoHrtaaloii of market Ins agencies were J&mv for the 

»e1s®r fm©d»©®rs as ©©spared to tb©»@ of ao&»aorib*ie, 

5. At t l» ©WROX a*f»lv tin cost of oarfcDtl&g ©f 

grapes was l*o» 11*37 attl £»• H*^Q p®r lwc o* *t kg 4a « * • 

©i the mmtmr aad oo»»ee»ler grsp© ©j©d*ic©rot suspect im^ly, 

JEbe per box cost ©f wntotlag ©f grapes WE© j&latiwly higher 

for wmtex® eseialy t»ea»e Eiore than 27 per eejat of ifcslr 

produce «&® sent to distant markets llice Calcutta arxi Ka4j*s# 

6. irota tto© analysis of price spreads, I t mm rcvealeci 

that tix proportion cf costs Incurred by wb®M®®Mm ami 

isaiisttlag u£̂ .*x-iô  ©s account of carketlrc of fsillta as vei l 

as timir ommusiam in ths CQimmmm9 price w©j© relatively 

low for tim zmt&mte ©f prooucers associatiofiis, Xhe m f t e n 
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of paodaesis1 associations coaMf theiefoso, dsrtvo tela* 

ttve3y ht&mr profit mrgS» tvm fmi t t iofe, 

7, Xhc codparliion of to ta l costs (which iiicluded cost 

of cultivation and cost of taarketing as well) and total 

returns Indicated that th§ s is ters of produeers1 assoctatloni 

could di-Tive-' additional mt return of *&« I/**0 and i«s» $615 

per hectare ttaa, px&cmfetloa of teyaams aifa g*uptsf msp©-

etivsly, over and trigove fchos* of noia»»3^»r«, 

conclusions . 

The following concO.ua ions s l # t ho &m%m on the oasis 

of the findings of t in •titty, 

1. the pjoO»o@fs* assoeiatloB© belpea the p«>dueextt 

of bananas and gmpes In eoonoEiising the -pmmm of produ­

ction of fruits and els© in lev*ring do%?a the oost of cmr-

kctlng. 

2, l&e coeiaiss loas charged hy the tot©soediaries ner© 

significantly lowr In ease of the fruit tmde h&iaSlod fey 

the producer© * associations, 

3» Tiifc Beater producers of fcotti the faults could g*t 

relatively higher proportion of wholesale price 8®inly 

tecGUpe of ©fiieiest functioning of ifarioue aet&l&tes by 

the producer©* asa©eisitlo», 

*K i'apping of distant markets by the product i»» 

associations helped the ©inter produce m to receive higher 

profit margins fm» fruit production act ivi t ies . 

http://concO.ua
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5, reside •mtSUbog the fruit Dinducerti receive 

hightr proportions ©f wholesale psie©t the prts*»i©©»* 

associations derived sulflcient profits fro© fmi t trade. 

On the1 whole It night be concluded that , the 

p*oOii©®f»* associations played as i%ortfrtJ tolo in Hie 

BstfoBtlng of xespeettfe f suits, f thesefcy erahllns the 

member produces® to f©e©lirc« relatively hlgfer profits 

froo fruit production act ivi t ies . rnmm i s , however, & 

great scop® for th»®@ aasoeiatloiia to diversify thftiy 

aotivltlro in the &*®&6 ©f input supply, pfooeaslag, 

storage, e t c , , «ad also to substitute the existing 

coocission agents in the wholesale uartete, 

Lastly, looking to tbt «ff»etiv6si&s of pso<Iaec*:m* 

aUfsoat&tiotK? In uAXtafttlng of fcults , i t onr, "be »-ei»aealia 

that similar type of msoeletioni nay he ©stahll^htcl to 

cover a l l the fruit produces® and efforts nay also te s t te 

to Aiftuselfy the aet tr l t ios of a n the sseocta&ios* «o as 

to ©nhanos prof ituhili&y of f rait papduetlon tri the t t a t e . 
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APPli©IX-I 

oest ionmlre £©r &%W&f%m t h Bole of r«jauccre' .aisociatlom 
Xs tfce Ifarkettns of Bananas and Grapes in IfaJaasasfctsa,, 

• » » * « 

I . CeneaoX Xnfosmktloii t 
A. laai ly Bim audi composition 

lainer 's mas ; 
&fft £due&tloi* 

Mlmil a) vfalu 
*>J*fc. b ; -tfboixtf&xgr 

wlae asvl Cosmos iibloa of Faally 

Ka3& Icgfelfe' '-'otcut 
iff m-**^^W'tWWi' iWiiWtriM'Hw*-**-. witw .« j « 

Xotol 

B, Inf033K;ti0E AfcoUt l a t t l S o M i a g 

w y fttea law! Jg$3LS££*l ©* t n r t U w c * YaXt» land 
ivcu (ha.) £ls&»} HTi# a a i a r l . g&tloo f » & of t&i®ji 

otiicr lfini on rent 
tr&es (Ste«) dutalla 

'ivotal 

£; Owned land 
2} La©* t&Vftn on s^sfc 
3) toad given on tea t or X«ase 



c« Capital Assets - inventory 
1) Buildings - hesidontial fad Faaa 

ii 

No* typ© o* Type of leaf original Latlmtod Current 
Imiisiiag otnttrB- irtotu mine zecalalng vain© 

etiea constru- (its#) l i fe (ho.) 
< î»'WiM#ViiWf>liH î>ll|Miilĵ «|WWil»'*WWM«'̂ |g)WWi.W«(Wli» " W W 'twill WiiMftilB!'1****! 

1» flouso 
a, %r© 
3» Godoifii 
**, L*t©r© 
5. otters 

• « I W I « I M « P » # -

'ifetel 

U ) IsidgRg&& - (a) woodsn, (to) Iron 
£»r* Xte© nal sated value Ha^orl&soir pre-

value r©is&i»~ (£we«> cla-
(:««} lug l i fe tion 

gears (fie») «0 40S#J3 
1, Looden plough 
2* s©ed u r i l i s 
3« fiarrov 

5. Uttuock eart 
b) lam , . 

0 » B plough 
2» iti4gpr 
3» Duster 
k# & ©cater 
5># ^prajer 
6. ifoeo 
7. Tools 
8. otto&rs •wawwi^ge^i|y^w»yw 

Ko» orlgi* 
Ko» 

Tu Oil "engia* 
2, 1-1B. cx>tor 

"" curreft" |J»»femt*i'^pr®-
m l ted re. value *.,&Jor ninor ela* 
vmlae mining (BS . ) tloa 

3, Tractor 
Bomatftr 



I l l 

^r.Ko. Kind ©*" ABlml Uo.ef Autmlu Pxevtnt value (Re.) 
•*""•- Y — • ' • " • « • - • .—.«— - ' • " — i r - . - » • • -•••—••••.n • „ , „ • • "!•- f r . ^ ^ ~ - r — t r r - -, > . .— r - . 1 r r ••••,•••, r , | r i r . ) r r T r r _ — . ..|.r,.11|. r " ........•• . ( _• . | r | | | | | 1 - r i - . . r i ! l . , (iinriy •-iii'r mm imiiiiiMiriuM mn I U IM—UHMMI 

i . imch 
2. draught 
3* ottmm 

— " ' gptui" ' ' 

h, Information A&out Caoppiag pattern 

sr . ^^JflaeiilL^,,^. **&i i»J*aa©r 'total 
Ro« 3̂W»p *»-wsa in li& o^*~Aioa In fcil ^̂ ©P ii3?es in &a. 

- 1 * - w i n i . A r r i . uair»i. jjwinmlwrl. 
«"WIMmiiW""M»M 

1# Ba^ara 
a. Jovar 
3. c.#«ut 

5. chtffall 
6. Hug 
7. Matkl 
a, r&ddy 
9, H&ias 

10. L. e&ng 
1 1 . Qtl^r® 

Uhe&t G.tMlt 
uraia Veg»ta%2* 
Ottjess OtfcBW 

Total 
»ri»».»i|ffr..<i»fn»iwwtjt -s* * 

f>~M/','»WH1bBHW'HWWW 

F, infosssatleia //tout i rttlt ensfu 
• " " " • • • — " S T — " " " i<aDu oi' /.rem ItoTof riant Spaeias Gonsfal Av»F*Q<ltt-
13** tte he. ©statoli- pô ti*. pxoduett» ctlvltjr 
^* fruit stesest lotion vlty qtls/aa. 

1. Banana 
2. Grap̂  
3. IIEB 
h. Guam 
5. otters 

Total 



Aiea i Jfet« of Flaottilg : Variety : 

Hoi So?** 3 i t55r days" ^ 2 f £ ^ 4 & 3 ? ~ ~ 1*13* qty. 

mix© PP.lw 

'«.«• • ) 

i . pioueJuog 
2 . Harawlng 
3 , Clod crushing 
*K Marine 

%}B0 p l t S 

6 . ijanurlng 
7. IU14I2C 

tfcO pitS 
3 . Xr&j»$ioifcSJig 

tlae euetexe 
9# IrlalP&tEC 

10. Irr igat ion 
11 . 0t iers 

Toted 

~r» open-
Ho. tJoa 

fc. «tw-"*wn*«» ** *- -** 

male ©efe sal© ©ofc 
palm 

iterl&l usicid 
Vd®8 v ty , rtui 

iwW'ilww^ 

1. F lou^iag 
2. r&ritjvJU^; 
3 . weeding 
**. CbsOni 

? . Bptaytng 
8. l i s t i n g 
9» Irrlfi&tioa 

10. ^op cfacst-ing 
1 1 . I'snBWB^ 1 isiltiag 
12. *.atcMiM 
13 . K&yyeet,Hig 
l £ , 0the re 

Total 

PAYAL
Pencil



V 

XII* Mlaed Crop ioxi Ite IteXt 

So. of outfiufc 

1 . 
2. 

5. 

»«w*i«**'-«*«*r*«**« 

%3*» (&« ) 

i&ta* 

A . Ott%)Ut Aeco:&U»i; to u&XJ&y 

leu 
tjubiity 

W ^ H W M U B - H r ^ - *«attcM«'-<*[.^*MMt<6 

'̂ i&ntlty of output 
(qulntale) 

pp**if PWIr i#li"Wr~t^WiJ.«1J J * * * * 

2 . TSolttal 

3 . lit lot* COXBJEtl 

WiW|MwlM%ai()»ll»t>WtWlMIWl'|iiia«iiWtJ«<IW lil 

Toti ' i l 



v i 

Area i liate of pitosfelug VarlBt^ 

j£* Opfrzatloa 

1, prepays tory 
t i l l age 

of land 

the p i t s 
k. ignoring 
5. l - c r t n i ^ r 

application 
6. I t i l i ng 

tfc© pity 
7. flELfltlng 
8. supporting 

dressing 
10. spraying 
1 1 , ihUoxcul-

tupiag 
12. I r r iga t ion 
13, TranBiJort^ 

t lon of 
p iU*ie 

1**. Transport 
of wire 

15. aeoeufc 
transport 

16. I)i©;ixc 
the p i t s 

171 ir-repara-oien 
of Ttomt 
OtbBVG 

XO«0^ biX^u 
labour days 

Material used 

ffiale ©els *»«**« «**-* i « » . ; 
pairs 

©alo o©» 

Total 



vti 

Bo ^ r a ^ a JaSfifflPjSSBL. . . M M l » _ G u w ^ r ^ S S P 
Mate Fn~ Bull- l a t e ?*. <-tftt~ (Bs.) 

wO® oek sale ocL 
pairs . M ^ 5 .-i • * •»»—*• )»'•" •» 

1. Uenuring 
2. Fe r t i l i ze r 

application 
3 . i r r igat ion 
h, rrwiiisg 
5* Ohalai 
6, ix-nuing 

S. vpsuytfi€ 
9* irfterc^uturlflfi 

IplougMug 
oarrovtiig, « t c . ) 

10. QtfacxB 
Total 

*5ff Apyil t o October 

l i m jsaSriftiLtp. &MR& 
1 , ^•iiui-iri^ 

application 
3 , Intereultttriiag 
W. I r r igat ion 
5* ?ysuoing 
6, B e l l a s 
?, ^ : jRvyiac 
8* C2&2&1 
9 . tiicfct uatchlag 

10. ii-dnnins 
11* Cover reparian 
12. i-btchiiOG 
13. Harvesting 
1^. Pboldae 
15. Plant tse&ttttiAs 

I'otal 



• I l l 

I I J , Kiaged C*op a « i t s Tie Id 

-*s* Mam of Wcm crop 
^WftW.'OHruBWW 

*afca2 

IV. Output M&eosclng t o Quality 

^jeuttity ol otttpmt 

1* U©Od 
2. ZJOXBSH 
3 . iieiov normal 

i 'otal 

k .*o-t of BSsmsa d Iteddl 
5* <^oat of gm&lsg 

1£, 



III. 
«&KW&£$$£lS&t 

Hew »>Miri i iijf"W».''*'11*• • 'W.«tJ»aeW* '•wiJ"*»'' iw>^1*! 

1. lioma comumpt^a 
2 . Gift/pieaent 
3 . Itei&tfc purpoae 

Xotal 
XI. Ifeitaetliig channels f o l i o s a and quantity marketed 

Chancels lo r £ 
txsyUfcioml 

"S" 

Fxoctuetr pxodoevr 

ant sa lc r 
cercfost 
wijol®. 

Coupes ' 

ftetclter Corstteer Con®**©* 

C©|»l«5r 

for % 

association 

*>. A* 

pzodu- *>xadi*-
cer o€S©* 

i»eeo" 
elat ion 

i .A. lie t a l l e r 
..hole- ooiiiu- -on-
s&ler mt evmv 

3» r 

1%A« I'toda- i rodn- Pnoduk 
eor cor cer 

Agent «*0ent A0»nt 
P#A« wfco&- i*©ISBtt~ 

ijgta ti­
ler 
•.OttSU-
©ex* 

wr 



Cost of Marketing 

$o* Iteo uottil Indore &MBpur Bm3#- *la»&» Ibcslxiy i-'unc Local 

l a l n i Oilier 
"•"r+*»*v%^' 

1. Transport 
2. Eais&li 
3* i t t l a l l 
**» octroi 
5. Go^oim ciiarg&s 
6, ToXl tcqgss 
7* Dharcsadsy 
3 . Postage 
9 . Tula! 

10. ot ters 
1 1 . TtftQl 
12* *»&Xe price 

flat tsargija 

Details About Xraseport of Frai te fr«cfc/iml3/Oti3er 

te 
'ity/tojr&iGiht" ^raotport 

ctmrfps 

Total 

Infona&ticrt . /bcut atox&gs 

* » * • & e o r w KISS©* Viae* o* !jBqr»o* 
Ho. cxt>p storage storage stored 

© in 
toroge 

t>t©rm^© 
cterges 

( W ^ ^ B W«l**sB* ~**p~m. 

AOtOJ. 



xl 

Producers» Asoocl&tion and. it© working 

Base of th» 
Association 

^ear ©f 
establi&toni 

t*ribes»hip Jiao of 
busi»ss 

Marketing 
places 

I I . lined cost am Varltiftte Cost 

a) l'ijssu Co&t 

Bo. -tt!& Value (la*.) 

1, ofiiCfc, baJuluinfo 

3. iiocliiEery 
**. Transport me&i® 
5. l u m i t o e 

2. iron 
6. whare capital 
7. 
8. 

j>) variable* v©&t 

So, imtM <*».). 

3 , btott-aalory 
**> FottafB 
5, 'feleplaoiit 
6. iravclliiie Charge* s 
?. 1-opftiriHG of aaeiz*ic|r 
a. iiieotrictty 

10, ~*ap©rvts©rj 
11, C'tationrry 

I H , ^jstecj of lorteiug : 

iAnb^megt I s t a l l s ~ 

IV. Be-turn© • imtells 

V. Frof it&bllity ana i ts ciisti-itoutiisi eaon£ QCQ1CX& 

1) ISotul profit » 
2) Profit * ^ Fwnfi *** P1^*1^*®* Mi^ooh'Aicw 

2) c-rodueer. 



xli 

&XZ&Ti@DBQ a m D i f f i c u l t i e s o f CHltlVat©* 8 

1. ulAch variety is cocipaiiitivoly n®i@ e^penaive ? 
2. »blefc variety Is eoegcumtttreily ooze psfci'ltuttte 1 
3. why $©** psef#*v©d thin vavtoty ? 
^. - hich variety will you piefor Jfcr new plantation ? 
5- "O >fcu us# suf I iciest fert i l ises* ? If o>t vijy ? 
6. wbteb 4i«©î © oeeute soft ftectutjstly on t&c variety 

grovn % you fi 
7. Can jou corsfcsBl this tiieocse t II* not t&y '• 
8. t*o jou psefer gincHag of tbe fmlts t if not why ? 
9# >..fcat aio the difficult lee anti esperl^nee xe^xtllag 

jaatlssti&e, packliaSj panmlng, training* &p?riylng, 
avaHabUity of l&soiir and oi-bors ? 

10. i.bat use d:«* ia^&» of transportation ? 
11. i-xperte&crn i s iroxbotlns tbzeu£i differ© nv; ugbncLBtt, 

» • « » • 



AI>S»1JIDJQUII 
per Itoctage Q&$% of kstaelishEieiifc ©f Osape Vim 3ards on ti* l a w s 

of tli© He cabers of Procurers' AsaoeS&tioiSi 
. _, naiSb^^pH5t/tE5F^G55F js to the 

11 Total |iw:«ja Safcour 
tele days 3177.39 ^«55 5357.12 8.02 
mmsM teir® 903.1a 3.12 2317.92 ^*aa 

3175. *• 1273T 
a) l ao i ly hucien labour 

Male days 95.15 *.0O 380.60 0.57 
icfitiSfi Oafu 35,39 2.39 103.72 0.16 

TJ&.32 0.73 
b) iilreu tone labour 

l*A& daj© 1032.2** *+.60 <#976.5a 7 > 5 
1'cix.le aivjfs 367.19 i .13 aZ&.ilO »*.Q6 

2 . Bullock labour 17.5 21.12 3&9.60 0.55 
pa i r dF3© 

3 . Konuro caitloads 1**3*15 31.25 ****73.25 6.70 
**. Fer t i l i se rs - B kQ 887.23 - 5620.79 3.**2 

~ p tsg 59X.l*3 
- X. kg 1*89.13 

5. g©©«. rooted grafts **300 1.06 h9?2,7® 6*95 
6. Irr igate** ( t u n s ) **1,3 30.36 1253.67 1.38 
7 . lead n^ca ie 3.30 0.012 
8. Plant protection **3.2 130.92 %55.73 8M 

Bo .of eprcylngs 
9 . DepieelttuJon * * 16&3.06 £.53 

10. Crop supports inclutiu. - » 23377.33 35.76 
JJlg IQlSCc31afl0OUB 

11. Interest on t/orktas • * 33^.7*^ 5.79 
cap i t a l "§$m7W * W M T 

Cost / 
12. i%©ntal vulo© of owu*4 Xnaa 5310.V? ^ £ ° 
13 . Xnterot on ftj»u cap i ta l J3S&4Z- - J M & -

m>. iBBJOy la toar elMt«g»» ^Cfr.32 0.73 
Cost C 667$*, > 100.00 

Apportions e&tabli^biactit cost per ^©ar 6676.^j 



AFPLHDZJUXn 
per lioctare Cost of ttatattllfifttoitiit of GfBgft Vim lanl on tbc Ft 

of tH© Hon-Benittfs of tTouuc&rs' Association 

1^* It© ma unltb Cost/Onit Cost $ t o the 
**0. CRs." ) (AUI,) t o t a l cos t 
1* f o t a l huoan labour 

Mai© ciajfc ma*k? W.68 ttO0t«t3 5*t3 
S e n d * days 1 ^ . 6 2 3.12 j*^m~ 6.76 

12*69 63^9.56 
6.76 

12*69 
a) X easily Ism&n labour 

Male dn JD 1221. .62 **.10 £10.87 0*75 
I e o a l t dnys 230.12 2.30 GM*»|3 0.9**-

1.69 
©) Bixe<2 hasan labour 

dale o&3» 7*^.25 V#76 35?3.56 5.18 
female days ia?5.5o 3.19 

11.00* 
a . Bullock 2atto«r p a i r toss 

10.78 21,73 *#• 0^.02 0.60 
3 , Wanir©© c a r t lotrito 12^.73 31.25 k2^ .3& 5.91 
*K I ' e r t U l a e r s U kg 882,35 #» £800.00 8.59 

i kg ^ 9 . 1 7 
K kg bm*$& 

5* &««& 2R@©tefi giRfts ^203,00 1.12 W03#¥f 7 .01 
6 . Xsrlgettlon ( t u n a ) ^ 2 . 3 31*«9 1333.2$ 1.93 
7 . MM sewitm ** .. 8*30 0*012 
8. P l an t pa»«©cti©« **2.3 137.19 £d03»M)> 8.**7 

llo.ot sprayings 
9 . Depreciation ta­ *» 15Gk«50 2*31 

10* crop support a in- rn «* 2N9U.W6 36.3^ 
eluding DisceHaseoue 

1 1 . I n t e r e s t on working m ** 39^3.23 5.n 
c a p i t a l 

Cost A 
12* Bent&l V©1M@ of 

87.93 c a p i t a l 
Cost A 

12* Bent&l V©1M@ of *# ww 5<*ao.*f9 a*h% 
owned lanft 

13. muieot on ti&a 
c a p i t a l 

<* •* 1JO*.$0 1.90 13. muieot on ti&a 
c a p i t a l *'*1*"^ ''fej^p^tf^^*^*^ 

Cost B 
I k . I-easily l a t o u r efcargns U 5 5 . 2 0 1.69 

Cost 0 6 3 5 H 6 . 3 0 100.00 
Appor t ion a e s t E f c l i s t a n t 68^*-. 63 
cost per year 



Per Hectare Qm% of Cultivation of Bamm C»op o» the i aws of 
lumber Cultivators 

Xtftnff Units Cost/Unit coot >* to the 
t o t a l coat 

1 . fota l toomn labour 

Cost/Unit coot 

Male <iays 280.12 **.89 1369*79 9.6b 

a) 

I^tnnle <2ays 

Really tarsan labour 

73.19 3*36 
1629.33 

1.33 
H.T*7 

r-ala 4ays 135.27 htk$ 601.95 T * . C * 

b) 

leraale days 

13 ire u lasaan labour 

25.06 3 . 3 32.b0 
68b #35 

0.53 

lialB Oajs l¥*,35 5*20 f ^ V ( i J . 5.32 
SeeiaiB (Says 53.13 3.56 lJa .92 

"95.3703 
1.33 
6.6§ 

2* Bullock labour pat? gay* 36.13 18 6 5 1 . ^ b f58 

3. «»eea rissooes (Mo») w*o*m Vioo W l ' t O w 3.11 
•§•„ tenure car t loads 39 M 27.6J 1033,62 7.7b 
5. l e r t l l i a e r e K kg 

F kg 
K kg 

600.28 
300,2b 
**00.G6 

3932.00 27.67 

v « So#of irr igations 33*39 26. l b 035.73 6#22 
7 . land revenue & tarns » **• X30.50 0.91 
3 . Depreciation #» • 96-3.00 6.80 
9 . Interest on 

working capi ta l 
Cost A 

** 633.16 
9 # 3 . 3 3 

b#b*j> 

1 0 . aental value of ovnea lana . *» J*X0»a5 #K0O 

JLX* Interest on f issd capi ta l • 

Cost B 

** ^33.20 3.05 
95.13 

1 2 • fc&nily labour charge© - • 6&,35 b#82 
U©$t C lJi-aC6.13 100.00 



AHP&1B>X&.V 

per Hectare Cost of Cultivation of Banana Crop on tbe l a r ss of 
N6&»>fert*r Cultivators 

I tests Unit® Gott^onlt Cost 
(lis.) <Bs.) 

^ to the 
t o t a l cost 

1. XotaX huaan latoii*»lfe» 
Is 

298.1^ ^•.90 1̂ *60. as 9*96 

days 

a) Easily hurvan labour 

72.23 3*31 1.63 

tials days 138.27 ^ • ^ 615*39 if.19 
Female days afc.i6 3.29 79 > 9 

&efi»,88 
0 . ^ 

- IT . 73 
o) Hireu huoan labour 

Male days 159.87 5.20 331*3a 5.67 
Fenale oxiyai 1*3.07 3*61 173*76 

100$.08 0.85 
2. Bullock labour 

pair days 33.13 18.05 688.25 ^•69 
3 . b&®£ rl&aa*c (Ho.) WfO.OO 100A *T*THT-»( \JK$ 3.03 
*•. lianure cart loads M.23 27/w 1137*95 7*76 
5. ierfctllsers U kg 600.13 • *i-l©%.00 28.37 

? &g 3 0 . 5 3 
K. kg 

6. No.oi i r r%s t io i» 
^00.00 

33*13 
2@##4 

J 38^*78 6,#* 
7. Land revenue & t&asas C M • 130*50 O.89 
8. Depreciation *» - 399*12 6*13 
9. Interest QU working 

capi ta l 
Cost A 

«* •*» 703.39 
iTOT.07 

^.79 

10. cental value of owned land • ** 3**10.25 23**?*" 
1 1 . Interest ©m f ia^d capi ta l • - 510.19 3.^8 

U&st B 13977.ST 95*27 
l a . l a z i l y labour charges 

Cost C 
M* WW 69^.33 

1 ^ 2 . 3 9 
***73 

100.00 



AWEKDZJUVI 
per Hectare Cost of CiHtlvstlon of Snap© Vine Tfe.rd on t t e l a i a s 

of the Baaber Cultivator© 

Itrat Units r rice/Unit Cost : t 0 the 
(Ite.) ( to , ) to ta l cost I'mfium" "«»•" •»*»» 

1 . Xotal huiaan labour 
*fe2* days Sfc3.77 **.68 39^8,83 3.38 
*«©al© das® ia57«2a 3.12 3922.52 8,82 

7371.35 17.70 
&) l a s i l y SiusaA 2&bott»»2'fe-l62»3$ ^#18 678.62 1.53 

l e 
Feisal© aays 202.79 2.30 567.®. 

b) Hired nucfen labour 
Male Oays 68X.**2 **.30 3270.21 7.35 
I-esaal© 0&^, 10^^3 303 33 .̂71 7.£* 

2. Bullocls lr,tour 6o®v92 » .89 
p u i r d a ^ 7.73 21.78 169.¥* 0,38 

3. foam*© cart loads 150.22 31.25 kfajk^jl 10.56 
^ ier.ui2&ru . N kg 20x2*30 - 52^6.57 n«afc 

P &g 520,10 
K kg ¥t9»33 

5. lio*of irrigations H-l.^3 30.26 1253.67 2.32 
6. No. of apsexyinffs ^3.8 131.20 57MSJ#2 12.92 
7 . iaad revem*© - • 0.30 0*01 
8. Depreciation - ~ 1688.06 3.80 
9. Apportioned - * 6673>J 15.01 

eotabli^hcent cost 
10. liisceia&fleoue » - 902.66 2.03 
H , Interest on uorklng * - 22b3«9d 5.05 

capital *•»•*•-"•—"-••""''- •**•——• 
Cast A 35276.96 

1 2 . i tentel VIJJOB ©f ouft?6 X&aaS - - £310**t>9 
13. Interest on f Ijftd capital - * &39»<BL 

Cost is 5 | ^ ^ W 
l*f. itmUs Xeteur charge - - 12^6>3 

Costa W*?2.89 



per Heotate Cost of Cultivation 0f Gmp& Fine Sard on tat lams 
of the KoJVbeBfoer Cultivators 

i t em Units Co@t/«nit 
(fte.) 

Co$t 
(Xm») 

£ t o the 
t o t a l cost 

1, Total fattoan liibcur 
JJal® days 9^7.31 k*BQ ^^3»Q9 9.93 
Female days 

a) l a s t l y human labour 

1129. j?* 3.30 3727*^3 

l i^o.lT 
7.97 
7*90 

i-ble days 136.**© **»3G aol.52 1.73 
f©sale days 

b) Hlreu human labour 

^•3.00 2.92 7^**39 
1SSS791 

1.55 

to 20 days 790*91 ^•91 ^JtvJLti JO 'ti+mtm 

fesmlfi days ssiM $M 3003,10 

2 . Bullock labour 
pai r days 8,01 21.38 175*25 0.37 

3 . Maauie cast loads W*?7 32.75 %$&M 12.11 
b, i e r t l l i g e r s » S kg 1020.00 •» 6&A-.77 12.93 

P kg 513.12 
K kg *»52.a 

5# Bo*of i r r igat ions ^2.3 31.29 1323*ao 2.83 
6. l)o«of api**yin#» **2.3 l*t5«03. 6 1 ^ . 3 2 •J}»«JMR 

7. land revenue *» m 8.30 0*02 
a. Depreciation -* m 15£&.5© 3.39 
9. Apportioned 

esiablisfctaeiit cost 
urn - 6a^**&3 1^.67 

10* idacclIariBous m mm 931.20 2.10 
11 . Interest on working 

capi ta l 
*»» 

M 

$#•8^.20 5.33 

C©stA 

*»» 

M 

IBSJjCTSr scs 
12, Bental valus* of o%»aM land - - 5810.**9 12>3 
13. Interest on £U»d capi ta l -

Cost B 
-

*f52X0.0X 
, &%t. 
96.73 

l*f. I'tuaily labour ©barges <MK - 1525.91 3.27 

Cost C U-6735.92 loo.oo 



Heae of the -student : shr l Vitthai Baban Arete 
Degree for which e K,sc»(Agri*) 
thesis is submit ted 
k~seiplli» t Agricultural IsoonoBlee 
Ua&e of the ^esenswi) * Dr. Jaganmtibvao E, Pitvar 
Guide i-rofe&aor of Agril. iconoBiee 
Titl© of tJ* f basis : i«oi© of ttou Producer® * Associations 

in the Marketing of Bananas and 
arapes in liafaarashtra State. 

ibe Xnr6titlgLtlo& wa» uariext&fesn with the objective of studying 
ffiarifitlag channels, sari®ting costs and prfeu ^preod ia the Mistotlng 
of Banana© and grapes through producers* atifociufeioas vi»*R-.vi» tradi-
tionc*! traders. i"h© study WQM hysed on the 4k--Ui oL&uiii&a fro© the 
samples of **0 aesljer and ^0 noa-DCBber pxtuucfcxc of 2un&na8 and Grapes 
selected fros Jalgaon and ^angli Districts respectively, !U» £tudy 
indicated that resource use um cost structures of the respective 
fruit crops w©rc* of the sees:- order on tbc fcjs^ of seeker and non~ 
saeaber producer®. rfee Goober and non-eiefiibcr proCueen of the both 
the frulte sent their produce to different u&rls&tc* tatead of 
concentrating on a single laarket. The per ouiinfe»l cost of esartetlng 
of lemnas rangrd between *£. 2^.9? and h^. £6»9*» for ©eabei* and 
between ia:. 25,69 and £3.1*0 for nozwauerc, ;.uile per box (*+ kgO 
cost of Barret inn of Grapes ranged mtmtm 1%#94 ana A s ^ ^ a n a 
between &^ 7 5 and —13.29 i o r &^&ber and no»*§wiaber grape pro­
ducers t respectiv#ly ii. different s&rfeftt*. on tto» vboXe, the 
aire re g© cost of marketing m& relatively hither ior the nos-members 
of producers* associations* ~t ¥as revealed i'vm the price spread 
analysis that the DOBteie of proves re* association* of both the 
fruits derived relatively higter eteres of wholesale price. 

*be study, therefor*, conducted that ¥3x» producers* assooia-
tlom play an ispoxtant role in the ©artetin^ of respective frui ts , 
thereby enabling the mmtmr producers to reoeivf' yex**tlvely higher 
profits fre© fruit production activit ies # Lu^ed on fct i ladings of 
the studyt i t is recovueaded that sia&lar tyye of associations ®ay 
be established to cover a l l taw, fruit product; &» 

12.12_ 
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