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SOME ATTEMPTS have been made in recent years by social scientists
in our country to analyse the various economic institutionsin the rural
areas in terms of both market and non-market forces.' Amit Bhaduri
(1973) attempted to examine the influence exerted by the relationsof
production on the introduction of improved technology into the agricul-
ture of Birbhum district in West Bengal. The study was based on survey
data from 26 villages in 1970. Bhaduri observed the following features
of Birbhum agriculture: (a) sharecropping (including the system of
Krishani cultivation) as the dominant form of tenancy, (b) the perpetual
indebtedness of the small tenants, (c) convergence of two modes of
exploitation, viz, usury and landownership in the hands of the same
landowner and (d) lack of accessibility of the small tenants to the
market. According to Bhaduri, such a kind of production rclations
operates as a barrier to the introduction of improved technology and has
more in common with classical feudaliam of the master-serf typc than
with industrial capitalism.

P H Prasad (1973, 1974) in his studies on production relations in
three districts of, Bihar (Purnca, Saharsa and Monghyr) supported
the view of Bhaduri regarding the semi-feudal relalions of production
in agriculture. According to the author, all the semi-proletariat
households? (based on data of 11 villages in the districls of Purnea and
Saharsa) were [orced to take consumption loans from the big landowners,
as in most cases they were not able to meet their minimum consumptign
needs from their earnings. The rates of interest on such loans were so
high that they could hardly repay. Thus, as their debts accumulated
over the-ycars they were compelled to sell their small parcels of land
(if any) to their landlords. In-spite of selling their lands, in most cases
they were nol able o discharge completely their debt obligations. Thus,
the landlords could force upon their direct producers in agriculture a
system of unequal exchange, thercby deriving enormous economic
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benelits in such forms as cheap and assured labour and better terms for
lcasing out Jand. This las resulted in the semi-proletariat ol the
agricnltural sector beng gradually deprived of their lands.  I'rom these
observations, Prasad concluded that “usurer’s capital playsa historically
rcactionary role which is not only responsible for low use of means of
production and inimical 1o net investment iu the agricultural sector but
is also responsible for widespread poverty, debt slavery and semi-feudal
bondage.™

Yeu another study carried out on this problem is that of TV N
Kurup (1976). 1lis study was Dbased on a survey of Trivandrum taluk
of rural Kervada.  1lc observed that the non-institutional agencies like
professional moncylenders, {riends and relatives cte in the  villages
dominated the rural credit market, The wage-carning class depended
heavily on non-institutional sources ol credit. Friends and 1clatives
often provided credit to them oun terms and  conditions similar to those
of professivnal moncylenders.  The cost of credit was, however, in-
versely related 1o the cconumic status of the borrowers resulting thereby
in the greater attachment ol wage-carning class (o their respective
employers in comparison 1o the other classes in the agrarian hierarchy.

A fairly large-scale survey in lLastern India® conducted in
1975-76 provided data about different aspects of various types of labour
and tenancy contracts (Bardhan and Rudra). The data showed that
the practice of taking consumpiion loans from the cmployer was quite
c¢common amongst both labourers (daily contracts and annual contracts)
and sharecroppers. Loans (aken by the labourers were, however,
occasionally interest free; sometimes interest was charged by wav of
paying wages lower than market rates.  Tenants taking consumption
loans [romn the landlords was also comon, but loans provided to the
tenants did not usually imply unpaid and obligatory service by the
tenant for the landlord. Morcuver, a significant proportion of landlords
in the three regions provided interest-frec production loan to the tenants
and a strong-association between cosi-sharing and giving of production
loans by the landlords could be observed. They thus concluded that
the landlord-tenant as well as employer-labour relationships do not
necessarily indicate that usury dominales as the mode of exploitation
and that the landlord’s concern lor usurious income from the indebted
tenant does not hamper his incentive 10 encourage productive invesunent.

Khasnabis and Chakravarty (1982) who undertook a survey on
tenurial arrangements in Nadia district of West Bengal did not find any
sirong interlinkage between lenancy contracts and credit contracts.
‘Iey observed that the typical landlords did not enter into usury practices
with their tenants who nevertheless needed both production and con-
sumption loans. 7The credit market was found to be dominated by the
non-landlord loan-givers (e g, traders, professional moneylenders ctc)
and not by the landlords. Thus, the findings of Khasnabis and
Chakravarty seem to be consistent with the findings ol a large-scale
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survey undertaken by Bardhan and Rudra (1978).

We ourselves undertook a survey on tenurial arrangement in
Naxalbari, Kharibari and Phansidew:t regions of West Bengal (Chatto-
padhyay and Ghosh, 1983). We, however, found a strong interlinkage
between tenancy contracts and credit contracts. We also observed that
the existence of an interlinkage belween tenancy and credit contracts
could be explained muore ciliciently by the lack of entrepreneurial and
innovative role of the landlords.

Most of the studies cited ahuve have viewed Lhe interlinkage
approach narrowly, i e, in terms solely of tenancy and credit contracts.
Their analyses in this context rest on the view that sharecropping is a
device for extracting a surplus from the peasaniry on the basis of two
modes of exploitation--exploitation based on the landowner’s traditional
property in lund as wellas that based on usury. The essential featuresol the
interlinkage approach however are associated with the appropriation of
surplus not only in the form ol ground rent and usury, Lut also in the
form of unpaid labour services of the labourers by the landlords through
providing loans. This aspect of labour relations has recceived little
importance in the studies described above. Except for Bardhan and Rudra
(1978), the empirical relevance of the interlinkage approach has not
been examined in a comprchensive manner, i e, in terms of studying
the problem through the terms and conditions of contracts in tenancy,
wage-labour and credit transactions. The purpose of the present
paper is 1o examine the interlinkage approach in terms of a comprehen-
sive (ramework of land, labour and credit relations.

While judging thc empirical relevance of such an approach, one
should notc that the said approach purports to consider the imperfec-
tions in the relevant factor markets which might get reinforced by
backward production conditions as well as by the political events and
social situations of conflict in the countryside.* The movement belt-
specific survey which also characterises the backward production condi-
tions can therefore be advantageously utilised for judging the cmpirical
soundness of the interlinkage approach.

Data and Selection Criterion

Qur present paper on land, labour and credit relations is based
on a sociv-economic survey in a frontier region of Siliguri Sub-division
(covering Phansidewa, Kharibari and Naxalbari police stations). This
region was characterised by large-scale peasant mobilisation and revolt
which occurred a decade and a halfl ago.

In an carlicr phase of our survey as we have mentioned in our
previous paper (Chattopadhay and Ghosh 1983) the area under investiga-
tion was classificd inlo two broad sirata according to the rvelative presence
or ahsence of the peasant movement in 1967. We found that some
villages under these three police stations were influenced greatly by the
peasant mobilisation and some villages were rclatively or absolutely free
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from it. In [act, out of 32 moujas (revenue units) consisting of 90 jotes
(villages) under these three police stations (selected on the basis of a PPS
sample),? only six villages could be identified as ‘movement villages’,
By taking an equal number of matched ‘non-movement’ villages (rom
our original sample, some comparisons have been made on some aspects
of agrarian relations beiween these two types of villages (Chatopadyay
and Ghosh 1983). Tor this purpose, we collected daia from | holds
of landowners, labourérs and tenants.

Since sucha methodology of data collection was considered not suffi-
cient for an adequate comprehension of the various rural structures and
their relationships in termsof caste, class, ethnicity, ideology ete, as well
astheir influence on peasant mobilisation, itwas felt necessary 10 conduct
a more intensive survey ol the movement villages which were also
characterised by substantial concentration ol all types of agrarian cate-
gorics. Thus, following this consideration, three moujas (onc from
cach police station) consisting in all cight jotes were further selecied
from our original sample of movcment and non-movement moujas.
Although only two were from the movement fioujas, in effect, the third
non-movement nouja also subsequently came under the influence of the
movement. Hence we have treated it here, to be realistic, as equivalent
to a movement mouja. All the households belonging to the agrarian as
well as non-agrarian categorics in these villages (jotes) were completely
enumerated. Most of the questions in this investigation relate to social,
economic and political networks over and above the terms and conditions
of land, labour and credit contracts prevailing in the village/jote.

Our present paper is based on the data of agricultural houscholds
only. A comprechensive study taking all the houscholds (both agricul-
tural and non-agricultural) of these eight villages in the three moujas is
under way. This paper has covered data which are only related to the
terms and conditions of labvur contracts, tenurial contracts and credit
arrangements reported both by the landlord and by the labourer/terant.

We have presented our results of analysis on land, labour and
credit contracts in the following seclions. The results presented cover
231 owner, 69 tenant and 102 labour houscholds in the eight villages of
the region under study.

The Landowners

Various classes of landowners (in terms of size-class of ownership
holding and operational holding) discussed in this section pertain to
the major crop produced in this area, viz, cultivation of early Kharif
paddy (Aus) or jute on highlands and Kharif paddy (Aman) on low-
lands. Incidence of double or multiple cropping on the lands is almost
insignificant. Productivity per acre of paddy crop ranges between 12
and 21 miaunds.

Table I gives the size distribution .of land owned by the house-
holds of the villages under study.
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TABLE |

DISTSIBUTION OF LANDOWNING HOUSEHOLDS ny Size CLAss OF
OWNERSHIP HOLDING (1IN ACRE)

Class of landowners No of Cultivated area unider Average cultivated
by size group of households possession (in acre) area per houschold
ownership holding (in acre)

{in acre)

1 2 3 4
Uplo 2.50 135 175.47 1.30
(58.44) (27.11)

2.51 - 5.00 69 258.03 3.74
129.87, 139.87,

5.01 - 7.50 15 88.81 5.92
(3.49) (13.72)

7.51 & above 12 124.92- 1041
(5.20) 119.30)

All classes 231 647.23 2.80
(100.00) (100.00)

NoTe:- Figures in brackets indicate percentage distribution.

We observe that the households reporting land ownership mostly
belong to the marginal and small peasant categories.  Out of 231 land-
owning households, only 27 houscholds (i e, 11.69 per cent of total
households) belong to the middle and big peasant categories. These 27
houscholds possess 33.02 per cent of total cultivated area with an
average of 7.91 acres per household.

We fturther obscrve from ‘Table II 1hatout of 231 landowning
houscholds only 39 hiouscholds enter into the land lease market in terms
of cither leasing in or leasing out of land. Of these 59 households, 13

‘TABLE 1!

DescRIPTION oF LanvownNinG Housenoiuvs in TeErms OF THEIR
ASSOCIATION WITIl LAND LEAst MARKET

Class of land- No. of houscholds No. of households not entering into
owners by size enlering into the the tcnaniy market but
group of owner- tenancy muarket identificd as
ship holding through Ouwner-cum- Total
(in acre) Letting-  Leasing- Pure Owener-cum- othe
out land  in land otwners labourers activities

) (2) (3) h (3) 6) (7)
Upto 2,50 0 37 23 55 20 135
251 - 5.00 7 6 14 11 3 71
5.01 - 7.50 2 2 6 1 2 13
7.51 &above + 1 7 0 0 12

16 80 67 25 231

w

All classes
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houscholds fully or partly let out their lands (i ¢, have tenants) and the
rest of the households partly lease in land from others (i ¢, owner-cum-
tenant cultivators). Ameng the reinaining 172 landowning  households,
80 househnlds are purely owner cultivators (i e, not entering any other
market) and the remaining 92 houscholds enter either the labour market
through hiring out their Ilabour or do service or petly business in the
non-agricultural sector.  ‘This indicates that tenancy is nnt now the
predominant leature of the agrarvian structure in this regon.

An interesting finding thar comes out from Table 11 is that it is
the small landowners who lease out land to o larger extent compared to
the total land leting out cases, contrary Lo the popular behel that the
incidence of letting out land by the small farmers is negligible.  The
backward nature of agriculture and the meagre resource base of the
majority ol small landowning houscholds have sometimes forced them
into "‘distress lease” and made than join the swelling ranks ol agri-
cultural labuurers.  The tenants auached with such type ol landowining
houschulds nawurally do not represent debt-slavery and semi-feudal
bundage.

With respect 1o the involvement ol households in the labour
market, the households have been divided into three broad categories in
terms of hiring-in and hiring-out labour, as may be seen from Table I11.
There are 63 households (i ¢, 27.27 per cent of wtal houscholds)
reported to be depending cxclusively on family labour-based cultivation
and not being hired out, which neither exploit outside labour nor are
exploited by others. Thus, these households do not cnter the labour
market, not becausc they are indifferent to such employment but
because limited opporwunitics have restricted it. However, our data
show that the majority of houscholds(72.73 per ceat of total households)
enter  the labour market either as purly cmployer (38 cases), or
purly cmployee (Y0 cases) or both as employer and employce (seven

TABLE III

DESCRIPTION OF LANDOWNING HoustiioLps IN Turms or THEIR
ASSOCIATION WITH LABOUR MAakKLi

Class of land- No. af houscholds entering into the Total
ouners by size labour mw ket through No hiring including
group of owner- Hiring in  Hiring out  Both hiring in and not
shify holding but no but o in and hirving out available
{in acre) hiring out hiring in hiring out

m @) 3 4 (3) (©)
Upto 2 (2 77 3 32 135
2.51 28 13 3 25 69
5,01 - 7.50 t 0 1 2 3
7.0 &above 7 [}] [}] + 12

All classes 58 90 7 63 231
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cases). Interestingly, the purely employer group mainly belongs to
the categories of marginal and small peasants. These households were
also reported as doing non-agricultural activities and their family size
was so small that their cultivation was done mainly by the hired
labourers.

From the above findings, it is clear that the labourers may not
necessarily be employed by the relatively bigger landowning houscholds
of this region. This is, once again, contrary to the findings of conven-
tional analysis.

Now, let us see how the people of different caste/communities
have entered into the landowning structure of this region. Presented
in Table IV are the results of our analysis.

TABLE 1V

DiSTRIBUTION OF HOUSEHOLDS ACCORDING TO CASTE/COMMUNITY
AND LANDOWING CLass

Class of land- Caste|/community affiliation of households
owners by size Scheduled Scheduled Not
group of owner- Caste.(Raj-  Tribe (Oraon, Nepali Others aviala- Total
ship holding  bansi,Biswa- Munda ¢etc) ble
{in acre) karmakar etc)
) (2) (3) (4) (3) (6) (7)
Upto 2.50 94 30 2 7 2 135
(69.63) (22.22) (1.48)  (5.19) (1.48) (100.00)
2.51 - 5.00 43 18 o 7 1 69
(62.32) (20.09) (10.15)  (1.44) (100.00)
5.01 - 7.50 9 2 1 2 1 15
(60.00) (13.33) (6.67) (13.33) (6.67) (100.00)
7.51 & above 9 1 0 2 0 12
(75.00) (8.33) (16.67) (100.00)
All classes 155 51 3 18 4 231
(67.10) (22.08) (1.30)  (1.79) (1.73) (100.00

Nove:. Figures in brackets indicate percentage of total houscholds against each class
of landowners.

Table 1V shows that the majority of landowing households of all
classes belong to the Scheduled Castc community (mainly Rajbansi).
Thus, cultivable land markets of this region are largely dominated by
the people of ceriain Scheduled Castes, which is not typical of other
places in West Bengal where landowners, particularly larger ones, belong
to the high castes and sinaller ones by and large belong to the lowest
rungs of the social hierarchy (Chattopadhyay, 1982). Thus, the perva-
siveness of a community in the land market is a unique feature of this
vegion and the interrelationship of land, labour and credit relations in
this region should be comprehiended in this perspective also. We may
now turn to examine the houscholds belonging to the tenant category
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and see how the terms and conditions of tenancy contract are affeted,
if at all, by .credit contracts.

The Tenants

We could trace 46 landed tcnants, given in Table II, in the
eight villages under study. Apart from the landed tenants, we could
identify a number of landless tenants (23 houscholds) from these cight
villages. Thus we could trace a total of 69 tenant houscholds who were
associated with 54 landowning liouseholds. Out of these 54 landowning
houscholds, 13 were located in the sampled villages and the rest out-
side the sampled villages. Since in some cases onc landlord employed
more than one lenant and similarly one tenant served more than one
landlord, we can enumerate 81 cases from which lessor-lessce relation-
ship can be examined.

We observe that the majority of tenants (63 out of 69) are either
landless or marginal peasants and they have poor assct base in terms of
ownership of landholding. This means that they have poor bargaining
power vis-a-vis Lheir landlords who have, in a majority ol the cases,
superior asset base in terms of their ownership holding. In the abscnce
of superior bargaining power of the majority of tenants, it can be
conjectured that the terms and conditions of contract will be in favour
of the landlords. Our data presented in Table V corroborute this
conjecture.

TABLE V
ASSOCIATION BETWEEN CROP-SHARE AND COSI-SHARE
Crop-share Cost borne by the Cost by Unth Total
{ Lessee: Lessor) tenant only owner & lenant
(1) (2) (3) (1)
50:50 + 41 45
75:25 81 0 31l
Nute elear 5 1) 5
Total 40 41 81

Table V shows that a large number ol cases (45 out of 81) are
assuciated with the 50:50 crop-sharing arrangement with the existence
of tenant’s cost-share. We have indicated elsewhcre that this kind of
sharecropping arrangement is usually highly exploitative.® The 75:25
crop sharc with costs borne fully by the tenant is considered as the
post-reform form of tenancy and indicates a relative freedom of the
tenant in production relations. Interestingly, our dala indicate that
a relatively liigher proportion of landed tenants is associated with
the 75:25 tenancy type, whereas a relatively higher proportion of
landless tenants who have poor Dbargaining powcer also, seems to be
associated with the exploiiative form ol tenancy (Tablé VI1). Thus,
these two different patterns of tenurial arrangements with respgcl 10
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two different classes of tcnants suggest that dominance of landlords
over the tenants in general, over the landless tenants in particular, isa
phenomenon of this region.

TABLE Vi
InCIDENCE OF CROP AND COST SHARES AMONG THE TwO 1 vYPEs OF TENANTS

Tenants receiving 3V Tenants receiving Total nunber aof
Types of per cent of ¢rop and 13 per cent of crop cases incinding
tenants bearing full or some and bearing full cost other types
costs of cullivation of cultivation
(1) 2) (3 H
Landless 18 7 27
(66.66) {25.92) (100.00)
Landcd 27 24 54
(50.00) (41.44) (100,001

Note: Figures in brackets indicate percentage of total number ol cases against cach
type of Lenant.

Let us now try to consider Lthe two patterns of association between
landlords and tenants, described above, in terms ot their caste/eoinmu-
nity alliliation.

Table VII shows thatin the majority ol cases lessor-lessee
relations of two tenurial types are circumscribed within the siine
community. In other places in \West Bengal, it has been obscrved
that the lessor-lessee relations are different not unly from econotnic

TABLE V1L
RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN TENANT AND LANDLORD 1n TrRAIS OF
CASTE/COMMUNITY AND TENURIAL CONIRACTS

No. of tenanis serving the

Types of contracts landlords off Total including
Same Different vl
community conmunity
Q) (2) 3) (4)
Tenant recciving 507 ol crop-
sharc by bearing [ull or some 25 19 45
cost of cultivation (55.55) (42.22) {100.00)
Tenant receiving 73% of crop-
share Ly bearing full cost of 17 12 31
cultivation (54.84) {38.71) (100.00)
Not clear cascs 4 1 5
(80.00) (20.00) (100.00)
All types 46 32 81
(56.78) (39.50) (100.00)

No1e: Figures in brackels indicate percentage of total number of cases against cach
tenancy Lype.
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point of view but also in terms of social hierarchy. The terai rcgion
of North Bengal is, however, an exception to this.

Coming now to the data on incidence of credit with respect to
the types ol tenurial contracts described above, it is secen f[rom Table
VIII that the majority of tenants belonging to the 50:30 form of lenancy
type (24 out ol 45, i ¢, 53 per cent) reccive loans from their landlords.
The incidence of credit in the cascs of teaants belonging to the 75:25
form of tecnancy type is exccedingly small (four outof 31, ie, 13 per
cent). Thus, our data indicate that the 50:30 crop-sharing arrangenent
not only assures a better share of the produce lor the landowners but
also provides them with an opportunity to ¢nter into the credit market
for higher profit.

TABLE VIl
SOURCES OF CREDIT FOR VARious Typres oF TENURIAL CONTRACTS

Private Institu- Not get- Total
T ypes of contracls (landlord) tional ting loan
[$D)] (2) 3 (4) (3)
"Uenant recciving 509 of crop- 24 )] 21 45
share by bearing full or some (53.33) (16.67) (100 0V)
custs of clutivation
Tenant receiving 759 of crop- 4 ] 27 31
shave by bearing full cost of (12.90) 0 (87.10) (100.00
cullivation
Not clear cases 1 0 4 5
(20.00) 0 (80.00) (100.03
All types 29 0 52 81
(35.80) 0 (64.20)  {100.00)

A class-wise break-up of tenants by the incidence of credit
further reveals from Table IX that the incidence of credit is higher
among the landless tenants than thc categories of landed tenants.
Liandless people are found to participate more tn the credit market
obviously not because they are more creditworthy, but their credit
requirement is higher compared to the landed tcnants for their  very
cconomic subsistence. Landlords very often take advantage of their
cconomic position and they frequently push the tenants into uncqual
relationship of dependence through providing loan. This has been
possible particularly due to the negligible role of institational credit
to the landless population.

Coming now to the data on incidence of credit from landlord
source with repect to consumption and non-consumption loan scparately,
presented in the same table, we find that 25 out of 29 tenants have
taken consumption loan among whom landless tenunts predominate. The
corresponding  figure for non-consumplion loan (i e, loan for expenses
on production mainly) is four of which all are those of landed tenants.
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TABLE IX

TyYPE-WISE BREAK-UP OF CREDIT FROM LANDLORD SOURCE BY
CLAss OF TENANTS

Class of tenants by Consumption Non-consumption Total no nf

size-group of vwner- With Withont With Without lenants
ship holding (in acre) interest interest interest interest

[C}] 2 3 ) (5) 6)
0 1 4 0 0 15
0.0)-2.50 8 2 0 1 1l
2.51-5.00 0 0 [ 2 2
Above 5.00 0 0 0 t 1
All classcs 19 6 1] 4 29

This finding is indicative of the presence of productive investment
through production or non-consumption loan from the landlords by the
landed tenants. However, the relatively higher incidence ol conswmption
loan among a large number of landless tenants indicates that the
majority of landowners are not intcerested in productive investments in
agriculture but to extract profit through usury.

The consumption loans taken by the tenants are in most cases not
interest free. The rate of interest, as reported by the tenants, is
exorbitantly high varying betwecn 50 and 101 per cent per year. The
credit market of thisrégion is thus dominated by the class of landowners
who in most cases possess large ownership holdings. Thus, our data
on tenancy, by and large, support the hypothesis that a land lecase
contract is linked with a credit contract at least in the case ol big
landlords residing in the agriculturally backward arcas. We may now
turn to the analysis of labour contracts prevailing in the villages under
study.

The Labourers

A sizable section of labourers (G3), as may be expected, reported
themselves landless. However, as many as 39 reported holding  small
parcels of land, and hence they may be werimed as landed labourers. Thus,
in all we identified 102 labour households consisting ol both landless
and landed labourers from- our sample villages. It is intercsting to nolc
that we did not cncounter a single case where the labourer was attached
for a period of onc year to a single employer. Thus, the employer-
labour relalions considered in this settion pertain to such type of
Iabourers who worked on a daily contract basis and served simulta-
nenusly more than one employer during the period of one year (known
as casual labourers).

Generally, the terms and conditions of employment of casual
labourers indicate that they are employed for a day or for a sequence of
days and are paid daily wages in both cash and kind for different types
of farm and non-farm work in almost all the seasons of an agricultural
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vear. Since they are offered employment on an ad hoe basis, they are
free to choose any employer lor this purpose. Onc might expect in
such a situation that 4 casual labourer will serve a large number of
employers during an agriculiural year. Our diata, however, do not
corroborate this view as may be scen rom the following analdysis,

We find from our dat, presented in Table N, i the daily
contract labourers of this region can be classificed into three broad tvpes
in terms ol their involvement with the numnber of landlords. There
were 48 honscholds who  reported that they served less than five
employers around the major part of the ycar. They have been termed
as ‘semi-attached’ Jabourers--‘semi’ in the sense that they were not
attached fully to a single employer for the whole year, but were also
presumably nat in a position o go to a large nuber of employers
during the year.  From this point of view, it will be misleading 10 treat
them either as purely casual labourers or as purely attached labourers.
Table X shows that this is the prevalent type of labourers in the sample.

TAULLE X

Tvyres of DaiLY CONTRACT [.AROURERS IN AGRICULTURE RY LANDOWNERSH(P
AND NUMBER OF EMPLOYFRS SERVED

Types of labourers by no of Number of lahonrers
empluyers served Landless Landed Total
) (2) (3 )y
Type I: Less thn » 42 32 74 -
(6.70) (13.24) 100,00}
Type 1§: More than i 21 7 28
(75 00y (25.00) (110.00)
All types 63 39 102
(61.75) (3824 (100,00

Note:  Iigures in brackets indicate percentge ol libaurers against cach type.

As many as 28 labourers generally satisfied the concept of ‘casual
labourers® and thus they have been termed as ‘purely casual labourers’.
Interestingly, the landless labourers of all the types predominate the
labour market as a whole.

TABLFE Xl
FMPLOYER-LABOURER CasTr/COMMUNITY AFPFILIATION
Types of tabonress by no Employer-tabaurer helony to the
of emplayrrs ¥rved Same community Different community Total
(1)) (2 (3) (1)
Type [ : Less than 5 120 41 161
(74.53) (25.47) (100.00)
Type 1T : More than 5 2 0 2%
(16.25) (100.00)
All types 122 ot 193
(63.22) 2. (100.00)

#[uforimation on 30 cases is nul availuble.
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We had mentioned ecarlier that labourers in agriculture in
diffcrent parts of West Bengal gencrally belong to a community which is
dilferent from that of their employers. Thus, distinct caste/community
groups arc morc or less gruded according to their economic position,
For example, high and middle castes generally own a lair amount of
cultivable land, whercas lower castes and tribal people gencrally belong
to the wage-carning and sharecropping occupations. Our North Bengal
experience is, however, dilferent from this. Our data, prescnted in
Table XI, show that the two classes—a class of landowers (or employers)
and the class of labourers (cinployces) —exist 1o a large extent within
the same community in this region.

Let us now cxamine the role of credit in the two types of labour
contracts described above. We observed that only seven labourers out
of 102 fi e, about 7 per cent) entered the credit market as receivers of
consumption loan. It is reported that no labourer received non-
consumption loan (i ¢, loan for expcnses on production, ceremonial
purposes etc) from any source. Out of the seven dcbtors, only four
received loan from their employers (or landowners) among which
the labourers belonging to Type II (i e, purely casual labourers)
predominate. The corresponding figure for non-employer source (eg,
moneylenders, traders etc.) is three of which all are those of Type I
(i e, semi-attached labourers).

We further observed that out of four cases of consumption loan,
only one labourer mentioned employer as the source of credit charging
intcrest. The corresponding figure in the case of non-employer source
is one out of eight. These observations clearly indicate that the indebted-
ness of the labourcr to his employer is uncommon in this region. Non-
employer loan givers are also not interested in entering into the usury
practices, parlicularly with the labourers.

It is, however, quite oficn argued that as the labourers generally
do not have any other surety except their labour power 10 offer against
Joans, they do not get loans even f{rom their employers. But in order
to cnsure a steady supply of labour required by the employers, the
labourers sometimcs are offered wage advances against future commit-
ment of labour. Where the labourer takes advances from his employer,
he works at lower than market wage rate as adjustment towards repay-
ment. The payment of interest thus takes the form of wage cut and in
this way the employer indirectly enters into usury practices with the
labourers. Thus, the employer’s need for a dependable and readily
available source of labour supply and considerations of usurious income
derived from labourers provide the major motivation for such type of
lahour contracts. Our data presented in Table XII do not however
corroborate this view fully.

Table X1I shows that of the 102 labourers, 37 were reported to
have worked at lower than market wage rate. Out of the 37 reduced
wage-receivers, 10 were reported to have secured wage advances from
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TABLE XI1I

INCIDENCE OF DAILY CONTRACT LABOURERs GETTING WAGE LOWER THAN
MARKET RATR

Number of labourers

Types of labourers by no. Celting wage lower Working at lower than market wage
of emplayers served than market rate rate for repayment af wage advance
(1) (2) (3)
Type I: Less than'5 18 6
Type 1I:  More than 5 9 4
All 1ypes 27 10

the employers against future commitment of labour. Thus, about 10
per cent of total labourers are in a system of unequal exchanges in the
sense that the employers of such labourers enjoy economic benefits in
the form ol both cheap and assured labour. But in the majority of
cases (about 90 per cent), the cmployers are not interested in investing
their capital for usurious income from the indebted labourers, On the
contrary, our data indicate that due to the desperate conditions of
poverly and uncmployment in this region, a significant proportion of
labourers (27 out of 102, i e, about 25 per cent) is bound to do work at
Jower than market wage ratc for their very economic subsistence. In yiew
of the backward nature of agriculture of this region and the greater
availability of family labour in the landowning families who have also
no social prejudice against doing manual work in agriculture, the demand
for hired labour for cultivation is very poor. Therefore, the question
of securing labour supply by providing wage .advances to the labourers
does not apply to any significant extent in this place. Moreover, the
relation betwecn the employer and the daily contract labourer is not
personalised cnough in character. 1t is, therefore, not a safe proposi-
tion for the employers to provide credit to the labourers without any
surely. Since most of the labourers are not able 1o provide surety, they
are deprived of much needed credit.  For these reasons, it can be said
that the labour market in this region is clearly delinked from the non-
institutional credit market.

Interlinking or Selective Linking

It has been argued that the role of credit in linking labour and
tenancy to land and capital leads to-a situation of interlocking of the
threc markets. Thus, the landowner leasing out land to the tenant
furiher reinforces this linkage by providing credit to him. Similarly,
given the circumsiances, he would like to reinforce the rclationship by
which the landowner not only is able to maintain an assurced labour
supply but augments profits through usury: Combined with other cultural
elements of the structure we derive a notion of some kind of a feudal
structure of dominance and related system of production.
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To what extent dues this explain the agrarian structure in the
terai region of North Bengal? I we can argue that the JTandowner com-
bines in him both the roles of the lessor and the creditor, and that
these roles are pervasive cnough to include not only his tenants and
labourers as debtors but also tu include other debtors, then, empirically,
the interlinkage model stands undiluted. However, in the North Bengal
terai we find, from the above analysis, that generally the landowner,
when he happens to extend credit, doces so only to his own  lenants and
refrains from extending any credit cven to his labourcers.  Thus while
he is extending credit o selective individualds linked with him in the
productive process, he is not a usurer. Hence the interlinkage model
falls short of a satisfactory characterisation of the agrarian structure in
the rerai region. We are inclined 1o belicve that it may be more ruitful
to denote this phecnomenon as one involving  “*delinking’” or **selective
linking®’ of credit with land and labour. That the situation here seems
to be different does not look all that odd when we examine the histori-
city of the settlement pattern in a non-regulated area composed of
distinct ethnic communrities, and wherc inter-class transactions are
often circumscribed within the same ethnic community. However, this
aspect of the observations requires detailed treatment.

Thic paper ic based on  the  data collected from the wngotng project, “Conflict,
Structure and Change: Exploration< in the Study of Agrarian Social Sevtems™ . joinily
directed by Professor Partha N Mukherji and Dr Afanabendu Chattopadhyay. We are
thanhful to Professor N ubher ji for his valuable comments and sugeestion.
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Prasad conceptualised the «emi-proletariat houscholds as folluws: **The liouscholds
who cultivate land mrainlv with the ielp of their family labour uand at the same
time supply Fabour to the other culiivating class.  Some of them owa somce eunlri-
vable land; quite n ticant namber lease in land mostly on crogesharing  basis;
sizeable section is landless agricultural labourer.*”

The survey covered about 277 randomly chosen villages in West Bengal, Bihar and
some of the eastern districts of Uttar Pradesh. The numbers allocated to these
three regivus were 110, 101 and 66. respectively.

This point has bcen emphasised by Bharadwaj (1980) when discussing about the
characicristics of the Indian rural situation.

For further details regarding the sample  sclection, sca Chattopadhyay and
Ghosh (1983).

For a detailed discussion of the point, i e, how the 50-30 sharccropping system in
this rcgion crystallised over a period of time into an exploirative 1ype, hut not
always oppressive varicty, sec Chattopadhyay and Ghosh, *‘Tenurial Contracts in
a Pcasant Movement™, op cit, and Chanopadhyay and Clatterjee, **Agrarian
Relation in a North Bengal Agrarian Movement Belt'’, op dt,
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