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d-sixties has totally changed the landscape of Indian agriculture. |t has
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The introduction of HYV seed-fertiliser-water technology durmg;;"l‘: also increased the cropping intensity arl:d hcllpe;i tlo c;limged!he leOppmg

/i i roductivity of various crops an ) icultural technology has also helped to reduce the rural

;::t:r:l%rg;:l’lfif,ejaizz &ri‘ij:lft:'g;]u:n;o%& While h)cncﬁling the farmers dlrcclly. the new rﬁ;xxcr it is often argued that the benefits of thig e
; - i | labourers on a sustainable basis. ‘ , b f studies have I

poverty and increase the wage rates for agricultural labc Is this true? A large number of stu analysed the

ious reeions and states in the country. . . . et
technology have not spread uniformly across various regions and states " But not many studics have analysed the regional dimension of it using
impact of new agricultural technology on various parameters over the years. But nc
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; . ic refi i ia. This book under review has made a mammgy
more disaggregated district level data, especially after the introduction of economic 'rd’(;‘;'::ls, I,lll] lt;:i' book is completely new in terms of analyss an:
attempt lobt?ll this gap utilising district level data covering all the mﬂ.i‘Tr states of l"dll‘:‘ (‘IS' g;lhall‘a with well known scholars like Y.K. Alagh and
B aation, It Euihea-way.gn exterded Vefsign. of thrce coelshMUCLES €4 T etensthe period of analysis till 2005-08, wherein the period from

s . the book extends ) b
D.S.Tyagi covering period from 1962-65 to 1990-93. This version o d - , t i essentially aims to anal
ori ithi ctivity of agricultural workers, associd : out
attern and growth of agricultural output, growth in productivity o ) |
Fhe use of mbodem inputgs and the dcgrlcc of regional disparities in the levels and grm‘vth‘ ofagrlcultlxral o:t%ut at t(hea:;a:;cc,lzsgl;)orlraﬁi‘!/r;dsg:S;r;ct le‘vel‘
The book has five chapters besides a very large part of appendices which have district-wise data on different p periods

namely 1962-65, 1970-73, 1980-83, 1990-93 and 2005-08.

The present book is an extended version of the earlier works and therefore the first chapter prov1'd¢.:s a brlleg .acco}:mF on th e!a;_h:; thrccfbooks
highlighting the methodology followed for the classification of districts based on the vall.le of pr0<'iuc‘tlv1ty including the lmpofan indings of those
studies. What ways this book is different from the three earlier works in terms of defining the districts ba_sed on the' value of productivity and the
methodology followed for estimating the value of output are clearly highlighted in this chapter. While this chaptc",r' is expecte'd lq be usefgl to all
those readers who have not got the opportunity to read the earlier works, it also informs the reader§ abo.ut the additional contribution of this book.
One of the main objectives of the book is to study the changing pattern of Indian agriculture especially in terms of cropped area, cropping pattern,
use of various inputs and value of output at the state level during 1962-65 to 1970-73, 1970-73 to 1980-83', 1980‘-83 to 1990-9.3 and 1990-93. to
2005-08 . Therefore, the second chapter has made an attempt to analyse the spatial pattern of changes in Indian agrlculture. Theilmponar.n finding
that emerges out from this analysis is that the post-reform period from 1990-93 to 2005-08 is characterized by a serious rf:trogressmr} b.otl.1 in respect
of levels and growth rates of yields and output in most states and regions. The authors attribute this to decline in public investment in irrigation and
water management and in scientific research. While the reasons highlighted for retrogression in growth of yields and output are partly true, a huge
increase in cost of cultivation that resulted in reduction of profitability during the period of economic reforms could be one of the main reasons for

cultivation is very low or negative? It is well known that the Indian states are geographically large consisting of several non-homogeneous agro-
economic sub-regions with wide variations in inputs use and output growth. Therefore, it is always better to study the regional patterns and levels
of growth in agricultural output by taking district as a unit of analysis. Keeping this in view, the third chapter of the book delves with the district-
wise analysis on the use of inputs, yield levels, etc. Multiple regression analysis has also been carried out to find out the determinants of agricultural
production utilising region-wise data of various districts. The analysis clearly reveals that inter-regional disparities continue to be very prevalent in
various parameters considered for the study. It shows that all the districts belonging to the states of Kerala and Punjab were in the high productivity
range of above Rs. 10,600/ha. It is also found that none of the districts that come under Punjab, Kerala, Haryana, West Bengal and Tamil Nadu
belonged to the low-productivity category during 2005-08. But, on the other hand, about two fifths to three fourths of the districts belonging to
Maharashtra, Madhya Pradesh, Rajasthan and Bihar are found to have been caught in a low-equilibrium trap. Both the tabular and regression
analysis presented in this chapter seem to suggest that these inter-districts disparities are largely due to differences in the intensity of use of modern
inputs such as fertilizer, tractors as well as in the availability of infrastructure like irrigation, road and markets, While the inferences drawn from
- the district level analysis seem to be plausible, some of the variables included in the regression analysis seem to be closely correlated.

The chapter on spatial pattern of growth of agricultural output compares the district-level rowth rate i i -refi iod
( 1990-93‘to.2005—08) with the pre-reform period (1980-83 to 1990-93). In addition to this, a%tempt hats Zl;i)g::::;eg]:::?f tt}}:fs iﬁ:p;:ﬁ:)mﬂzzg’zc
the association betwc_cn growth rates of output and the intensity in the use of modern farm inputs. The spatial distribution of districts based on their
growth rates over various periods presented in the various maps highlights the tremendous i
period 1980-83 to 1990-93 and then a slowdown during 1990-93 1o 2005-08. As per the anal
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are no clear-cut answers available in this book for this low level of output in about one thir

disaggregated study beyond district level needs to be carried o i

ut to find out the main reasons for this lo
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for improving thelr output levels. Besides Improving the overal| agricultural productivit i e el il a6 culhia merte

agriculture. The fifth chapter provides a detailed account on the

: \ S ) The analysis in thi i
I " . ¥sis presented in this chapter show that the growth rate in
agricultural workers productivity during the post-reform period has decelerated. This i not something unex‘;ectcd bef:ause whfn the overall

output growth decel , ; .. )
: agrlpcultgural oulpuf giﬁi’n a:ul:::i:: Z[; r::éflfecr:rh;;l: " pr?ducfumy of agriculiural workers would naturally go down because it is the ratio of total
e g bk . Ing clue from the regression analysj i ;
cultivation through . h ; nalysis, the authors believe t the area under
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h > ! uctivity can be improved. CJ s
rates of agricultural . . p - Llearly the results pr growth
period (1580-83 :;’ 1(:)‘28?9!3}];?}12:855[6?‘1 qnot_able deceleratlpn during post reform period (1990-93 tz 53;?-%1)";sttz:qozl:ezh:‘ﬁht?:; ;)}]ree-:eform
: cceleration is not only noticed ar the all-India leve] pyy also observed at the state am;) district levels

Qverall, the book reads well and covers the entire gamut of

o the researchers and teachers who 2 agrculture that 100 with districy level disaggregated data. This book will be useful

re working in the area of production side of agricultural €conomics
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