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Though the department gencrates a large volume of.
data relating to the various fields of agriculture sector
in the State, lack of information on the pattern of disposal
of important agricultural produces was felt very much, In
ordor Yo moet this roguirement 'hh;e department conducted two
rounés of a survey on markctable sur'pl'l.l!; of agricultural
commodities in 1983-84 anu 1584=85, The results of the

survey are given in this report,

The report was preparod by Shri,N,Balakrishnan Nair,
Regional Statistical Officer appointed for the survey, under

the guidance of Smt.T,Saraswathy Amma, Joint Director.

Trivandrum, ., N.GEORGE JOHN
3==9~--~1986. Direetor
rectorate of Economics & Statistie
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Report on the-study of 'Marketable Surplus! of important

Introductions

Collaction and reporting of agricultural statistics in the
State is now confined mainly to arca under and production of
crops under the scheme for EARAS, Details of land use, area
under crops, area under irrigation and the gquantum of agricultural
crops produced are colloctcd and reported regularly every yeaT.
But no arrangement wuse ¢ v .l.tole to collect data on warketable
surplus of the agricultural commodities in the State. The Central
and State Agricultural Prices Commissions and other similar bodies
require data on marketable surplus for their use. In the context
of computing income from the agriﬂultural sector on a scientific
manner, the knowledge apout the disposal pattern of the agricul-
tural commodities is of much use, Hence, need for data on
markotable surplus of crops is keenly felt, It was in this contex
that the Department of Economics and Statistics initiated a study
on the marketable surplus of important agricultural commodities
in the State, -,

As per G.0.(MS)No.55/82/Plg. dated, 28-9-1982 of the Planning
and Econohic Affairs Department of the Government of Kerala,
administrative sanction was accorded for the conduct of a study
on the marketable surplua ol imﬁnrtant-agricultural commodities
in the State,

Object of the Surveys
The main objectives of the study were:

i) to estimate the quantum of marketable surplus of all
impnitant agricultural commodities at the cultivators
level; i ;

. 4i) to collect inforwation on the disposal pattern of the
produce at the cultivators level and

iii) to collect data on farm prices (prices received by the

. farmers at the farm site) prevailed during the period ef
the survey.
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ﬂaveraga:
The survey covered 53 Taluks of the State (excopt

Kanjirappally, Peermade, Devicolam, Vythiri and Manantoddy taluks)

The following important agricultural cropys were covered in the
studys:

Paddy Winter
Faddy Summncx

2, Coconut e
3. Tapioca
4k, Arecanut
(- 1 FPepper
6., Banana

1. Paddy iﬂutumni

Jesign of the survey:

Tho survey was coniucied in the Revenue Villages whero land
use survey was conductod during 1983-84, The number of sample
cultivators seleeted for collocting the required details relating
to @acia crop in each taluk was fixed as follows:

1. Paddy 10 (for each season)
2. Coconut 10
3. Tapioca 10
4, Arecanut 5
5. Pepper 5
A 6. Banana 5
T Ginger 5

In ecach sample village, the plots selected for yield esti-
mation surveys during 1982-83 under the EARAS Scheme for each crpj
was taken as the ¥rame and a sub sample of plots formed the key
for the sclection of sample cultivators. The key plot together
with all the other plots (both wet and dry) possessed by the samp!
cultivator within t@e Taivik formed the sample holding.

Field work:
The field work of the survey was started during July
1983 and was conducted along with the survey on 'Cost of Culti-

vation of important agricultural crops in the State'!, The survey
was concducted in two yevars 1983=84 and 1984-B5. Ambng other
things, details regarding area uamder the particular crop under
stucdy held by the sclected sample cultivator, the total productio
obtained from tha£ area and the types of disposal of the total
production were also collected in the survey,
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Tabulation and analysisg

The sample holdings were classified into three size groups
viz, small, medium and large on the basis of the area under the
crop as shown below:

Trog S§izo_»i.cn area of the halding
Paddy ' Small ae Bolow 0.40 Hoctaro
. Medium . 0.4 to 2 Hectare
& Large ] .. 2 Hectares & above
All otherx Small i Below 0.20 Hectare
orove Medium . 0.20 to 0.80 Hectare
Large .o 0.80 Hectare and above

Tio data collected from tho above mentioned three sizo
classcs of ocultivators wore tabulated district-wise and analysed.
The proportion of each typo of disposal to the total productlan
of sach crop, reported to have been received by the three sizo
classos of selected cultivators has been workedout separately for
each ¢istrict, Tho disposal pattern (in percantagas) considering
the three size classes of cultivators together has been workedout
by taking the weighted average of the peréentages of each type of
disposal in respect of the small, medium and large Ssize cultiva-
tors (weights being area under the crop of the respective size

group ).

The quantum of marketable surplus is inclusive of the quantity
sold at farm site or at market and also that reported to have been

stored for future sale,

The purGEntagé af-mﬁrkntahla surplus has been workedout on
the basis of the data collected during the survey. The quantum of
marketavble surplus has been calculated on the basis of the gross
procduction estimates of each crop in each district under the BARAS
Scheme and using the percentage of marketable surplus arrived at,
‘on the basis of the survey, In tnis context, special wention has
to be made that in some cases, the gross quantity sold at farm
qita[marknt was not the suvplus in excess of domestic ¢anaumptiant
it also includes the quantity sold to meet the day to day hxpﬂn—
diture of the cultivator, This aspect may have ' to be bornein mind

while using the data on marketable surplus.

Contdeen s
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Br During the year 1983-84, the survey was planned and
conductad in thﬂ'tﬁﬂl?ﬁ Revenuo districts as thoy gxisted prior
to tho formation of tha Pathanamthitta and LKasaragode dstricts.
Hence, tho names of these twn.distrinta have not been shown in
the different tables given for the yoar 1983-84, The data presen-—
tod in the tables therefore relate to the above 12 districts
as oxisted at the time of the survey ig;'uafara the formation of
the two now districts. -

Tho number of sample cultivators selected in each taluk was
fixod as 10 cach in respeoot of paddy eoconut and tapioca and
5 cach in respect of other crops. Therefore, the total size
of sacple in a aistrict was inadequate and hence the results at the
district level will be subject to much sampling erro¥.
1. Paddy:

Paddy is the most important seasonal cTrop cultivated in
the State in terms of area, covering about 26% of the gross
cropped area, The crop is grown during the three seasons ViZ,
Autumn, Winter and Summer, The data relating to each of the
seasons collected from the sample cultivators were tabulated and
analysed separately. Marketable surplus of paddy for the three

seasons together has also been workedout.

1.1 Paddy = futumn Seasoni
Ganerali

The area cultivated during the Autumn Season, 1983-84 has
beon cstimated at 3.28 lakh hectares which forms 11,5% of the
total cropped area in the State. Production of paddy during this
season has been estimated at 7.92 lakh tonnes (EaRAS Batimaten).
During this scason, the paddy yield per hectare was 2417 kilograms

Altogether 500 ﬁagwlﬂ cultivators wgra‘seleeted in-the State
for cocllecting the required data relating to marketable surplus

-

during tho seasons

iverage size of paddy holdings in the districts and State
during autumn 1983-84 is given in table 1:1:1i The disposal
pattern of the differont crops as percentages to total procduction
is givon in table 1.1+2. Estimated quantum of marketable surplus
in the districts is given in table 1.1.3 and the average farm
price of paddy during Autumn season is given in table 1,1.h4.
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The #aluu of marketable surplus is given as table lalade

Cn analysinE the total production by types of disposal, it is
found that a sizeable portion.of the total produce is used -for
"own consumption®. This accounted for about 47% of the procduction
in tho State, -

ibout 6% of the tutal produce is. utilised as 1secd! and about
11% as 'labour chargus'!, It may Do noted that the quantum of the
erop disburesed as lac.™i - . TgOS does not give the total labour

charges since cash gaywonis are also madce,

it is also to be noted that due to various factors, the
porcentago share of various mocdes of disposal varies widaly

between ciffercont gdistricts.

Marko taolo q_gplus: S -

During Antumn scason 1983 8h, marke?abla aurplua of paddy
anccuntad for about 35.5% of tho praduct15; in the Stata.
Marke tabld surplus of ﬁaﬂd# has fi5t ' bBen’ réported’ ¢ frome Trivandbum”™

=

and’ Kozhikode aistricts.’ ' the toba i roSies 8 N
ey s tlcn - ; ut 47 : = iduc Bl
Thﬂ quantum uf marketable aurplus of paddy fnr the soason

ﬂﬁtimﬂtﬂd on the basis nf the total prnductiun autimatau available
from the BARAS écham-, vas about 2. é? lakh tonnes, tsgeuloagilGRANE.
tdtal production of- 7. §2 1akh tonnes,’ LiHe '1Argedt quiatErty ¥
fidrkotable "‘surplus was rom Falghat" pistfiet witnt 1,27 iaEh tonnes,
Ernakulam, ‘Alleppey -and Cafinanore -districts follow next in the
order - the1qﬁantum.inﬂthaﬁatdiatttutu being M, Eﬂﬁtt#nqea,.Eghﬁu
topnes and 33706 tennes irespectively. is, osal v Sics wicely =

¥ LrﬁaLgrﬁiﬁrﬁndﬁffﬂ&d&?'in Wynad uistrict during the season
was only:nominaly:, _ _ ' .

1.2 Faddy & Hintér &aa;nn d=uiika
SEaRveli® e srscuction inlthe Stats,

'The area under paduy- uuring winter season nf 19834854" ﬁaa‘bder
estimated at ahuui ‘3RS lakh hectares which uncuuntﬂ for 11 3% ﬂf
the total. nrnppad area, Total production o# paddy:in the ﬁtata :
during this period has beon: pstinatod]ah 7:92. lakh tnnpﬁi. The |
average yield per hocfare.of paddy was | z#k1 1 PO T SO e tid

" Data collesteld from 474 ‘sample cultivatora woro aﬂalysnd fon
tho study. ?G*EEG sizo ﬂ—'paﬂdr huldinga in tﬁé aiframuné NG
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districts ahd State islgiven in Table 1.2.1. In table 1.:.5,
proportion of the different types of disposals ta total produ-
cticn is given, Estimated quentum of marketable surglus of paddy
in the differont districts is givon in Table 1,2.3 and tho avorage
farm price of paddy in tho difforcnt districts is given in- '
Table 1.2.4. Tho valuo of markctable surplus is glven in table
1.2.5, : : -

Finiig*a: .
On analysing thc tutal production by types of disposals,
it is so¢n that a majyor share of the procuce (about 4J3p) 4is used
for 'own consumption' in the State, The quantity used as sced

was &cout 7.3%. 4About 10% was spent as labour charges.

-

Markoteaslc Surplus: ' 3
Lis stated oarllor, the guantity of paddy sald at farm siteo

or in the market maY not be the total surplus after homo uso,
Markotable surplus is inclusive of the quantity stored by the
cultivators for future sale, On a closc study of the disposal
pattern of the total produce, it {s seen that marketable'surplus
is 33% of the produce in the Etate. During this season, marke=-
table surplus of paddy has not been reported from Trivandrum,

Malagcuram and suzhikode districts, p

In terms of quantu, .f marketable Surglua of paddy during
Winter (Mundakan) soason, it is seen that surplus is ‘highest in i
Palghat District- (1.08 lakh tonnes) followed by wynad (40106 tonnes
and ZLrnakulam (37744 tonnes), The total marketable surplus in
the State comes to about 2,61 lakh tonnes. .

1.3 Faddy - Summer Scasong
Gonorals:
Luring summcr sSeason, paddy is not cultivated widely in any

district as is done during sutumn or Winter seasons. In Alloppey,
Lrnakulam and Trichur usistricts, summer paddy is cultivated compa=
ratively to a larger extent. .The tutal area cultivated with paddy
during uﬁmmer 1983-84 was only about 87,700 hectares (during Autum
3,28 lakh Hoctares and during Winter 3,25 lakh heetares), The
total production has boen cstimated at 2,54 lakh tonnes, Tho
average yiedd pa; hectarce of ﬁaddy was 2894 Kgse ——

Usually, during summer scason, there is no paddy cultivation

in Iculdkd District, :
! Contdesss
' ‘-
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_ﬁltagﬂthar L34 sampla'cultivétnra were selected for colic-
cting the required particulars, JAverage size of a ygddy holding
in each distrioct is given in Table 1,3,1, Percentage distribution
of the total production by typoes of disposal is shown in Table .
1.3.2, Letails rogarding thc guantum of marke table surplus in the
districts are given in Table 1,3.3. Auverage farm prices of paddy
prevailod dufing summer 1983=84 in the difforent districts are
 givon in Table 1,3.4, The valuc of warke¢table surplus is given
in tabla 1.3.5.

Findings:
It is scon that out of the different types uf disposal

of tho praduce, own consumption accounted for 39% in the State,

About 7% of the producc is used as seed and 9.3% given for labour

charges, .The disposal _ L Le ity however, did not show any uniform
trend in- the different diutricts.. - : ;-

nthel -'J-l 3 ;g l'.!"|d."4rc'i* XS wWETe splecited YUY O 4 dl=-
Hnrkatﬂhle SUTPIUSE | .riiculars, average 4isc of a paddy holding

in ohd, VAP ?F'-F&d that, marketable; surplug of, paddy; during summer; .,
sepspn. apgcounted fox #3, 56k of the produce in the State.;, The major
congributor, of, marketable surplus during tivis seaspn 48 ALIepHON he
district, whexe the total quantity of maxkprable, Surplus of paddy.y
has boen.estiphted at 61441 tonnes, Fhis, distriet seeeunted, for
tha highes,t Qernanjag? G.F_qua.?_!ﬁﬂ.tgb.}f surplus, ﬁ.'lanuit‘ Ofug:hf& season
Em:}ng tha ;‘l:l.pt;ricta. Out of a total estimated production of 2,54

S e T

la.k.h tﬂnnnﬂ of paddy during summer (Pim.ja) season in the State, the
quattun BF parketable surplus has been estimated at 1.10 jakh _ .

i e T typas
tunnes‘ fuco, uwn- gensfangtion acesunted Eor 39% 4n the otata,
: ugamﬁ.d@rﬂ.m the three. seascns: togethex; the:marketable surplus
u&mﬁcw ingthe. Byate ac . ints. foxr 35458, ofi the totaly preduction:

ofy. 18% 38, lakh tnp.nau. .Tm;La Hnrk.q_ out to mura t.han 5 .53 lakh
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cistricts vis, Trivandrum, guilon and Alleppey are 33, 31 and 28
rospoctivoly, The total procduction cduring 1983-84 has becn osti-
mated at 2602 million nuts,

iltogother 505 samplo cuitivators were selected for the study
in the Qtatal Ihe  tot iuld repurted to have been obtained by
these cultivators was analyscd to study the disposal patteran of
the produce aﬁd to estimate the quantum of marketable surplus
which is inclusive of ooth the quantity marketed as well as that
stored fur future sale, Table 2,1 gives the averag® aiza'of
coconut holdings held by the cultivators in each’ diatrict The
disposal pattern of the produce by types of disposal is shown in
Table 2,2, Estimated guantum of marketable surplus of coconut in
the cifferent districts is givon as Table 2.3 and the average
annual farm prices of cocomut are given in Table 2.4. The value

*

of marketable surplus 4s shown in Table 2.5.

Findings:

*It is seen that about 23.6% of the total production is used
for own consumption by tne cultivators, Coconut given as labour
charges wourks out to 1.7% of the total production, Tunis does not
however represent the rate of labour charges, but shows the labour

charge given in kind to the labcourers in addition to cash payment.

Marketable surplusg: 3
isposal pattern shows that a sizoable" portion of the total
production in the Etatalgnus for sale. Marketable Surplus accoun-—
tod for about 73.5% of the production, It is found that compara-
tively larger portion (more than 80%) of the total production is

available as marketable surplus in the following districts,

District Percentage of marketahle su:plua
Trichur 85,8

Ernakulam 83.9

Kozhikode { 8348 *

Malappuram oy . 82.6

Kot tayam . Y 8040

In assessing the quantum of marketable surplus, besides the
quﬁntitias sold in the market and at the farm site, the quantity
storec for future sale was also taken intc account. The survey
rosults showed' that about 15% was stored for future sale in the
state,

b
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On a close perusal of the® quantum of marketable surplus in the
differont districts, it was founc. that the largest guantum of mare
kotable surplus was in Kozhikode distriet followed by Trichur),
Lrnakuiam and Cannanore in the order. _The total quantity of

marketasle surplus in the abuve districts is shown veluw.

Listrict 2 Marike table surplus
in miilion nuts)
Xozhikode 2 460, 1
Trichur ' : 276.3
Lrnakulam N . - 221.5
Cannanore : 199. 4

cut of a total pruducticn of 2602 million nuts in .the State
during 1983-84 the total quantum of marketaole surplus was cstimated
at 1883 milliom nuts, '

L

Tapiocas
Generals c

Just like paddy and coconut, tapioca is also cultivated

" in mll the distriots of the State, Im Trivandrum and Quilon dis-
tricts, this crop is cultivated to a large extent. About 25% X
of the total cropped area in Trivandrum district and f?.j% of that
in fuilon district are under tfapioca cultivation., In Malabar
region, tepioca is cultivated in an appraciﬁble eitﬂnt_@n.ﬁﬁlﬂppurﬂm
and Cannanore districts accounting for about T-E%.ﬂPd-5-h% respe=—
ctively of the total crooped area of the-districts, Considering

.the State as alﬁhulu, taploca cultivation accounts for about 8%

of thne total eropped area with an extent of 2.33 lakh hectares,

The total production of tapioca (raw) has been estimated at 39 lakh
tonnes (EARAS estimates for 1983-84).

Data rolating to 407 sample cultivators were ccllected for the
study, The average size of tapioca holdings in the districts and
State is Shu;n in Table 3.1. Fercentages of tﬁe ﬂiﬂpﬂﬂ&l of total
production by types of disposal are given ‘in Table 3.2. The
quantum of méfkﬂtabia surplus is given in Table 3.3 and the annual
averagc farm prices of tapioca (raw) is given in TabDle 3.4,  The
value of marketable surplus is givan\in.Tuhla i P 1
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Fincdingss:
"~ On an average J0.8% of the produetion of tapioca is used
for own counsumptioun in . State, It is found that 2.8% of the

pruduutimn is usod as cattle foed in the State,

Marikketable surplus:

Sales of tapioca by tha farmera are genarally maue at farm
site, J[bout 64.6% of the total pruduction in the State was availa-
ble as marketable surplus, In Malappuram, Trichur and Kuzhikode
districts, marketable surylus accounted for more than 80k of the .
production, Out &f a total procduction of more than. 39 lakh tonnes
(cstimated) of raw tapioca in the State, markeotable surplus works-
out tc 25.2 lakh tonnes, 'Trivandrum district with a marketgbla

surplus of 7,85 lakh tonncs, nas the largest quantum of marketable
. surplus, uilon, Kottayam, ille.pey and Cannanore districts follo
next in order each having more than 2 lakh tunnés of raw tapioca

as marketable surglus,

-

L, irccanuts
Genorals

irocenut is an important crop which nantributa a considerab
share of the agriaultural income in the Etata. Arecanut cButal nu
cultivation in the State accounts for mcre than 2, 1% of the tutal
eroppod arca, In Cannanore, Malappuram, Trichur and Ernnkulam
distrintﬂ. the crnp is ETDWn to an appreciable ﬂxtant. Theo tutal
area under the nrap in the State is about 0, 60 lakh hooctares and
‘thﬂ tutal productium hn.a o@en Eﬂtimatad ﬂ.t 83 'IB m:l.llir.‘:n nuts .

For analytical study, 223 sample cultivators were sculected.
The total produce rgported to havaaﬁean~ranaivad by them was taken
into account for analysis of the data and for arriving at nocessar
conclusions, The average sizo-of arecanut holdings in the distrie
and State is given in Table 4,1,  Lisposal pattern of the total
pruductiun [in percentages) by types of disposal is given in
table 4,2, Estimated gquantum of marketable surplus in the distri-
 ots is given in table 4,3 and the annual average farm price of
arecanut is Shown in table 4.4. The value of marketable surplus
is shown in Table 4.5. ' \ e . : ;
Mﬂin 3 : L e i .. : i ; ) : .

The percentage of disposal uf arecanut for own ﬂynsunyti

is only 6.4% of the prudﬂctidn in the State., Only 0;5% is used al
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sgcod, Major portion of the procuce is ¢ither sola or B8T.L- fur
L] L4 i
future sale.

3

Marketasle sur uss: __

jsre than 92% of the procuction was availablc as markctable
surplus in the Stato, It is roported ﬁhat out of the total ﬁrodu-
" otion, 18.5% is wholly storod for futurc salo and the roat was
34 % whe mariket snd @b vhe Papm sitoy It is Sownd that tho
maximum quantity of marketable surplus was from Cannanore district
(2126 million nuts) cluscly followed by HMalappuram, Trichur,
Kozhikocde and Ernakulam districts, The total qumtm:u.uf markee
table sur.lus in the «.o%v FGS found to be 7665 million nuts in
1983=Chia , KA ¢

5. Zeppexs ;
Gonoerals : ; -

Cultivation of pepper is concentrated in Kerala when compared
with other Indian States, Pepper is pradﬂminantly'cultivatad in
Cannanore, Kozhikodeo, Idukki and Hottayam districts. The arca
under pepper cultivation ijs about 1,06 lakh hectares ﬂhinh accoun=
ts for 3,7%-0of the total cropped afaa in the State. The annual
output during 1983-84 nas bocn estimated around 24,500 tonnes of

black pouper.

Lata collected frum 185 sample cultivators wera'analyﬁad.
Tyﬁ'yield obtained by the above cultivators was éunﬂidarad for the
study, Jverage size of pepper haldiﬁgu in the distriets and
State is given in Tabla -S. 1 LUisposal pnttern'uf the total produ=
gtion (in paruﬂnta&u) by types of disposal is given in Table 5.2.
Estimatcd guantum of markotable surﬁlﬁu of pepper in the different
districts is given in Table 5.3 and the annual average farm price
of poppeor is givon in Tablo 5.&. The value of marketable surplus
is shown in Table 5.5. : : :

Finﬁinﬁgl

A clese review of the disposal pattern of the produce shows
that only about 7:2% éf production is used for own consumption.
As far\ as pepper is concerned, an aLpreniabla gquantity is seen
stored by the sultivators for profitable sale at a future date,

&
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Markotable surpluss ¢

It is seon that about 71.5% of the produce was marketed and
21% stored for future sale, Tﬁus the total marketaovle surplus in
tho State worksout to 92.5% of the total produetion. while about
33% of tho total proauce is suld at market, more than 3d% is scen
sold at farm Bite, Can -n ve distriet bad the largest guantum Of
markotable surslus 3. . . wioto and Auring the year under study
about 6000 tonnes of black popper was available as marketﬁb;a
surplus in theo district, Kozhikode, -Wynad, Eottayam, Idulklki,
guilon and Ernakulain distriects follow in the oxrder as ie ovident
frum the table bolows ;

Listrict Marketable surplus :
iin tﬂnneas-
Cannanore 5997.9
Kozhikode '  3142.6
Wynad -4 2910, 4
Kottayam T 2351.8
Tukld . : 2234.0
quilon 2029.5
+ Ernakulam 1034.5%

411 other distric*: uad less than 1000 tonnes each of
markotable surplus of “(black) pepper. The estimated total guantum
of marketable surplus of pepper curing 1983-84 in the State was
found to be more thanm 22700 tonnes uf_biﬁgk pepper.

6. Bananaj
Gonerals ' .

Luring the year under repnrt, about 15,000 hactareﬁ of area
was uncdersbanana cultivation in the State which accounts for about
0.5% of the total oropped area. In Malappuram, Ernekulam and
Trichur districts, banana is cultivated in a cumparativaly 1arger
area, The total production during 1983-84 has been estimated at
about 1.78 lakh tonnes.

The required details on disposal pattern of the produce were
collectod from 167 samplé cultivators in the State. Average size
of banana holdings in *.< «istricts is given in Table 6.1, The
disposal pattern of the total production by types of disposal is
shown in table 6.2 as percentages to total prﬂiﬁﬂtinn. Table 6.3
gives the estimated guantum of marketable surplus in the distriects

- Gantd....
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and table 6.4 shows the annual average farm price of bananp “n the
differcnt digtricts. Table 6,5 givos the value of marikatable
surplus, . : 4
FinLi nEs s

i close study of the Qiﬁyuﬂal pattern of banana Toveals
that about 10% of the total production is usea for vwn cunsumption
in the State, In Falghat, Iculdki, wynad, ailon, alleggpey and
Trichur cdistricts, more than 15% of the production in the district
was uscd for own consumption, ugwuver,-nu unifuorm trend is seen
in the dispossl of this itom in differeont districts.

Marketabloc surylusg
ilmsst 90% of the total procduction in the Etate is reported
as marketable surplus, The largest- quantity of @arkntablc surplus

was available in Malaup:~-- district - 28547 tonnes of banana was

sean sold from this disteict, Ernakulam and Kottayam districts
como next in the order having sold an estimated guantity of abouf
21930 tunnad, 20258 tonnes respectively, Tne guantum of marketable

surplus in the State was about 1,60 lakh tonnes, :

T. Ginger:
General:
Ginger ¢u1tivat1on in the State accounts for about 0.5$.°f
the total cropped area. In Wynad and Kottayam diatriéts, ginger is
grown in a comparatively largor area. —About 1. 65% of the total
eroppod arca in Wynad district and 1.35% of that in Kottayam
district come under ginger cultivation, The uther districts where
this crcp is cultivated on a comparatively larger scale arc
dozhikode and krnakulam, The tufﬁl area under ginger cultivation
in the State during 1983-54 was around 15,000 hectares and the
‘total production was est. sod at about 36,700 tonnes of dry ginger,

iltogother 118 sample cultivators were contacted in the State
and tho detalls on disposal pattern were collected. The average
sizo of gingor holdings in the diatriéta is given in Table 7.1.
Thn_dispaunl pattern of the production by types of disposal ls
shown in table 7.2 as percentages to total pruduntiﬁﬁ. The esti-
mated guantum of marke table surplus in the districts is given in
Table 7.3 and the annual average farm price in the di!triﬁtl.il
.E;?en in Table ?‘#T The value of marketable surplﬁs is given in
Table 7.5. | -
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Findingss _ _ |

" Mext tov sales, the main type of disposal of gingor is
probably ms seed, ubout 14% of thoe total production in the State
is iscd as sewd. 0Out of tuls 5.0% was fur sale ana G.4p was for
own use, Thae gquantity used for uvwn consumption was ne_ligitle
beinz C,4% only in tho State, About 17.7% is scen stored for
futurc salo, : '

Harkctaile surplus:

iuring the yoar 1983-04, uwarketavle surplus of gingor
accountod for 85.4% of tho production in the State. This ccmes to
31342 tonnes of ginger (dry), Tho major contributor of marketable
surplus of ginger is i . district and during 1983-84% it is
estimated that more¢ than 7725 tonnes of giﬁgér [dry} was available
as wmarkctable surplus, wynad, Ernakulam, Cannanore<, wuilon, Idukki
and Hottayam districts follow in the corder as shown pelows

Listriot Marketable surplus
' (in tonnes)
1. Wynad . 5204,0
2, Ernakulam 4392,6
3. Kozhikode - 3578.7 :
4, Cannanore 2787.5
5. ‘uilon ; 2586.9
G. Icdukki 2585,5

Repoat survoy in 1984-85 and conclusions

The year 1962-83 witnessod an unprecedented arought affecting
the production of agricultural crops during 1982-83 and 1983=84,
The survoy was tharnfurh-rukcatad'ﬂuring 1984~85 with a view to
asscss the position of markotable surplus of the selected agricul-
* tural c¢rops during a normal year, On analysing the data collectqd
during the survey on similar lincs as for'éha previcus round, it is
Soen that the disposal pattorn of the different crops in goneral
remaincd more or less the same without much variation, ‘In the case
of paddy and.ﬂgaunut, however, the results of analysis gave a
slightly cifferent picture of marketable surplus and the disposal
pattern in general, The marketable surplus in respect of paddy
during 1984~85 is of a higher crder compared to the previous year.
The bitter oxperience of the heavy drought during 1982-33 might
have forced the cultivators teo retain more for home consumption

Gﬂntd. LR
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. during 1983-84 in respect of paddy and hence the uumparativuly
lower percontage of marketable surplus in that ycar. but, since
tho 1903-84 and 1984-85 crcp condition was fairly goud, tho culti-
vators might have regained cunfidence and released wore as marke—
table surplus during 1984-85.

In respect of cocunut, the failurc of momsouns ia 1902-03,
pulled down the produc ..o ‘uof 1563-84 and the lumﬁar snowers of
1953-04 boested up the productiun of 1984=85 to normal level if
not slightly h{ghﬂr. This naturally resulted in hishar porcentage
of marketable surplus during 1504-85 compared to the previous. year,
incther feature to be muntioncd in respect of coconut is that
since tho prieoc of coconut shcdtad up during 1983-84 owing to low
procduction and high demand thore was a tendency among cultivators
to scll the maximum at the highest price by restricting home coh-
sumption, Hence, eventhough there is appreciable difference in
producticn between the two years 1983~84 and 1984-85, the differ-
ence in marketable surylus is not in proportion %o the increase in

production,

In respect of othar erops under study, more or less consise—
tent cstimates of marke tasle surplus are nhtrined.for the State

as a HﬂDlB though there -: variation between diatricta.

The comparative yictura of the marketavle surplus of the
different crops for the State as a whole during the two years
1983-0% and 1984-85 is given in the table below: - The ratioc of
total marketable aurflua tu total production during the two years
1983-04 and 1984-85 given in Col. (5)-of the table may reasonably
be taken as -the marketable aurplhu of tne selectea comwodities |
for the State. In respect of paddy, baaidaa'givingjthd marketaule

- surplus separately for the threc seasons viz, Autumn, winter and
Summer the marketable surplus for the three seasons together has
alsc boon worked out. The porcentages of marketable surpluses
for the ycars 1983-84 and 1984-85 have alsc been given in the
table. '
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Marketablé suryln-

i ar m

Hame of ecrop

e e
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L-felected agricultural crops

10,

Jaddy = Autumn Season
n = Winter Ll
n = Wummer "

- 2exldy (three seascns

taken togethoer)
Coeconut
Taji.ioca
Arecanut
Ffepper
Banana
Ginger

e e i it i b e -

e ——

Marxetavle surpylus (in porcenta

5 QLA I A o AR
1963-64 198455 1303=65
R i 4 i
35.5 ko.s 38,1
33.0 36,2 34,6
35.8 37.9 36,8
34,5 38.3 36.4
73.5 79.8 75.3
64.6 57.5 61,2
92.1 98,1 95.3
92,5 97+5 92,7
90.4 91,9 91,2
85.4 87.9 36.6

The comparative picture of the marketable surplus of -
different crops in the different districts during the two yoars
1983-0% and- 1984-85 is' given in Taule48 attached,

Tables containing results of analysis of the survey
ropeated in 1984-85 are also attached after table 8,
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Year 1583-84
Table 1.1.1 Average_sizo of Paddy holdings in_the districts and
EEEEE_EEEinE_ﬁut“m“-§EE“°E
Si;h..." i e 3 ez 10 TN Al
No, strict Average size of
: holding (in Hectares)
1 - 1 3
[ Irivandrum ' 0.26
2. wuilon . 0.29
F Alleppey 0.68
L, Kottayam 0,92
Da Idukici ’ A 0,61
6. Lrnakulam . 0.52
s Trichur 0.37
8. .Pﬂ.lghﬂﬁ 1.04
9. lalappuram 0.53
S w Xozhikode 0.27
Tl Wynad . -
12, Cannanore ' 0.38
m&h“wwState : 6'5&“.,. 1 (A
Year. 1983-84 . Crop - Paddy ~ Autumn Season
Zable 1.1.3 ' Bstimated guantum of Autumn Paddy marketablo surplus
gi' District Total Markotable Surplus
e ] Production (in tonnes)
(in tonnes) >
1 T e R S SR b ;
1. Trivandrum 30785 ' : -
2. cuilon 57187 686 .
3, Alleppey 77985 39460
4. dottayam 43765 21357
5. Idukki i 9686 155
6. Ernakulam 77618 k1836
Ta Trichur g 81285 14143
8 Falghat 267224 127198
9. Malappuram . . 58297 2973
10, Kozhikode 13604 -
1 1 L] H}"'ﬂﬂd - 4 ad
12, Cannanore . ; T4T37 33706

13. ' TOTAL, 792173 281514
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Yoar 1983-84 y autumn - raddy

Tabls 1.1.2 Disposal pattern (in percontage) _of _the total

gruduct&gg;gg_fgpaa of dinﬂﬂE&

- e e e

i ————— e e e— e =

~-pe of disposal (in percentage

51- i . --—-...--...--.-.-.-.----_-—--.- -----------------

Mo District © Own ‘sced Labour Marke- Others TOTAL
Consum= 'Char- table
ption gos Sur-
. . plus
1 2 3 R 6 7 8 e
1. = Trivandrum 79.4 85,1 15.5 - - 100 .,
2, suilon 82.1 75 7.5 1.2 1.7 100
3 Llleppey 29.6 i P, 16.5 50,@ e 100
4, * Kottayam 32.1 4,5 11;7 48,8 AL R 100
5, Idukki 67.8 5,8 12,5 1.6 1253 100
6. . Lrnakulam 38,7 4,8 2,0 53.9 0.6 100
7.  Trichur 5743 PIPTRRE | S i % A " 100
8. #alghat 34.5- 6,6 ' 9.9 47.6 : P | 100
IR R R T T SN T 0.9 . 100
10. Kozhikode rhi L AR AT i - 0.4 - 100
11, Jynad i & 24 i o] -
12, Cannanore 0,0 * Be 10.6 45,1 0,2 100
' STATE 56.5 Seg 0.8 13548 1.0 100







Year 1983-84

2l -

Crop - Paddy = autumn Scason

Table Ho, 1,1.4  Avorage Farm Price of Paddy during autuan Season
S1. :
No. Listrict Unit gricn
(quintal) {in Bs+)
- i PN D ra s W e Wl 3 s
1. Trivandrum wTL -
25 uilon " 220
3 alleppey " 193
4. aottayam n 207
5. Idukiki " 207
6. Lrnakulam L 207
s Trichur " 179
8. Palghat H . 173
9. ‘Malappuram " 209
10, Kozhikode i SRR LK g
1% Wynad : L -
12. Ca =] " b1 IR
S ¥ gasiiad il bty TN LS, DO ARON
. . SRS B i, oetal s s TR .
Yoar 1983-84 ats
Table 1,1,5  ‘Value of Marketable Surplus of Paddy during
hutumn Scason
3 L1610 Marketable Surplus 193
Sll Di!-tll"iﬂﬂ; ——— ———— T — A e RS s s -E ------- -—-——-.--#-- ------
No. fuantity g Value _
B, 4 : (in tonnes) . (#se in lakhs) ™ '
A S S T L PR 3 3 = IE Y L R e S LS L T AL RS L : - e
1. 2 y 3 " L
g - gy s— - nm RS, e s | 2 -
1_- h‘ivﬂndm - - “ -
- P suilon 686 ; 15
3. A4lleppey 39460 o ROy = AT A
4, Xottayam 21357 e i S SRS
5 Idukki £ ik e b p R et 3] TR bt e
6., Zrnakulam 41836 866
T Trichur 14143 253
8, Falghat 127198 2277
9.'| lalappuram 2973 62
10, EKozhikode - -
1. - Wynad B E i 5 b e L L s o Pecidy !
12, Cannanore - o AT e e AR R T e
STATE 251514 o  _ mhoo s
g i ST A LS

- i St o i
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‘éﬂéf&ga size of

Table 1.2.1

S —— — - - -

- Flll‘-

State during winiar season

- ——

¥

holding in the districts aud

i — -

Sl,

Average®size of holding

NO. iistrics ( in Hectares
1 . 2 ' 3

i Trivandrum O.28

2 quilon’ 0. 40

34 Llleppey 0.37

by Hottayam 0. T4

54 Idukki 0.49

6,  ZSrnakulam 0.63

Te Trichur 0.39

8. Palghat 0.96

9. lialappuram 0.52

10, Zozhikode = 052 !
11, Wynad 0.92

12, Cannanore 0.32

13. STATE

Year 1983-84
Table 1.2.3

S —— e B

0.51

Crop ; Paddy'— Winter Sapﬂnn

Estimated gquantum of winter paddy marketable surplus

i ——— i — T ———— =

= -

ﬂi' District Total Marketable
b o Produc tion surplus
: (in tonnes) (in tohmes)
&
1 2 3 b
1% Trivandrum i 24146 -
2 Quilon 50816 2388
3. illeppey Lhs78 + 18232
by Kottayam 42058 . 19136
54 Idulcki 10974 3325
6. Ernakulam 73005 377hS
Te Trichur 108741 27185
8. Palghat 244717 108165
9. Malappuram 69718 l A :
10, Kozhikode 16688 -
11, Wynad 73187 Lo 106
12, Cannanore . 33794 5002 '
13.° TOTAL 792422 261283







et ) el 23- . g .
Year 1983-84 . Winter - Paddy
Table 1.2.2 Disposal patiern, (in_percentage) of the Total
grnggatiun _by_types of disposal

ik i .-+-_-.-.|.----—l - —— E — e e r

s1 Type of dispcsals (in.peraentage}
o % Di E‘t--ric‘_b R e i o s AN S oL o i ST A s e g SA S S

Own 2ad Lahcur Marketa- Others TOTAL
Consum- charges ble
ption Surplus

= T  ——— — — Ay s

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

e e e e el S A i e Bl R 5 — = i i - e —
- &

| Y Trivandium 79.1 5.8 1543 T - - o 00
2. GQuilon 72,6 10.6.z35. 97 §.9. - Bk 100
5.0 Mlleppey . SR T 11.4 gbugter — B 400

gibleghttagam Qi;gaﬂ@l_L_3?5£E_13P5£9r325t15 5~££-Eﬂ£L55~:E 18

proguction by iyp af disposgl

--u-t..-..rm-__--,..._-.n a ..-—-_..._—_'_-.....-.--

6, Pk . “BOJ 2.7 7.5 30,3 . 8.8 100

; Type of disposals (in yeraontage )
6. Braskulam  -40.7 R T it b4 el <, AR S T

I

b T s | i a1 l.D'TLLr‘ tji {mtﬂ"" { rlLFrﬁ T
7. Trichur Bhadom-. 1.1 chBefog % 0,1 DD
. plIon ' JJTPLUB
8., Palghat ---re3Tel - Tod 11.6 44.2 e
| < 2 4 ) 5 ' T 3

9. Malappuram ... 72.7 14.4 13; 5 ST ¢ s 100
o, KorEtusEE 8.2 o5 190
fr. Wi 18:6  '5:8-23- %7 s‘a-" Lol e

[ chhneridre N R ToT G e e |
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Year ]285-81
Table 1.2.4 . Average Farm Price of Paddy during Winter Season
81, , : : x
No District : . Unit ' Price
: : Quintal , (in #s. )
g Trivandrum iy 5 ) . 260
e Guilon ¥ ‘ 207
3, illeppey " 193
4. Kottayam " 179
5., Tdukki . " 193
6. Ernakulam " 193
T Prichur Ay 179
8. Palghat " 135
9. Malappuram " -
10. Kozhikode . -
Vs Wynad “ 248
12. Cannanore I s 1 PRS2
Soron - ; ST
fear 1 -8 : _ e
1:2.5 ' fﬁl&g-gz_@aﬂﬂéﬂﬁ_ﬂm;@éﬁi_Eﬁi.iéz_éﬂzm -,
_ Winter Season . Y
- ..T. L I. i \'h-— J|1 I E‘ } 3
81 LaTupel - mrkélbﬁhlﬁ Bu.rplu.ﬂ r ._.?
- N Digtrick = ———-e- s —————————— A
' “'”I  Quantity . " Value g%
(in tonnes)  « (s« in lakhs)
il C— - .-..'i.- A A s etk ‘..'_ ——
; ‘Triwfaﬁirﬁin " Gty e ; - &
2 « Quilon- 2388 1 49 ia
3, AMleppey . 18232 o . 352 .,
' Kottayam - 19136 - - 343
5 ITdukki 3325 64
64 Ernakulam -~ — - 37744 729
B Trichur ‘27185 : 487
8. Palghat B B L e 5 - & el :
g. Malappuram - - Sl
1 D." F .Kﬂﬁhikcﬂ-e & = = i |
i Wynad 40106 3 995 &
1z, Cannanor@ .ine - wari02Lic cusalisdcl =808 during
e el pelang T 5015 ::

ik

ik g e

bl .
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 Year 1983-8 o4
Table 1.3.1 .

e

.'L_-:.

State during s

— e S

v -

ummer season

———

%ﬁ' Distriet Average Bize of holding
s - %in Hectares)
: T e R R S B
= 1 el 3 >
, 11 Trivandrum 0.25
2. Quilon 0.62
3. . Alleppey 0.86
4. Kot tayam- 1.06
5, Tduklki -
6. Ernakulam 0.24
Ta Trichur 0439
8. Palghat 0.36
9. Malappuram 0.44 u
10. Kozhikode G2
121 Cannanore e Q.16
State § 0.43 _
Year 1983-84 .
-Table 1.3.2 Disposal.pattern(in percentage) of the fotal produ-

-, ction of Paddy

S e e i e

- -Summer S

o — " =

disposal |

Sle  Distriothic | cmmwmsm EIEE_EE_QEEEEEE%-£EE-EE?EEEEE%EE-_____ﬁ-;-.

£ o Own Seed Labour Marketa-

‘ Consum- charges ble -~ VanRTa Totall

; ption gurplus
1ﬁ, 2 3 4 5 6 T & 8
4301 - ByieniAran o e 6Rabic +10451 2T & e 100.0
2e Quilon T9.0 10.0 11.0 - - 100.0
3'-;_ i ﬂlEppE}? 38 t-1 9 .4 10 -2"- £ 42 4 g ﬁa} ’ 1Dﬂoﬂ
4- KD‘b‘bE.HE.m 3{:}-0’ ﬁ-ﬁ' Eqa 59-6 - - 100-0
TR § 31 o S A - - - -~ -
6 Ernakulam 49.4 7.8 2.4 40.0 0.4 100.0
Ts Teichur 60.9 3.9 16.2 19.0 - 100.0
8y - Palghat . 40.0 i 15.2 38 .2 4.1 100,0
9,  Malappuram  54.2 2.7 10.5 20.6 12.0 100.0
10.. Kozhikode. . 80.0..: 42,6 1. 7.0 e S 100.0
1 1 L] Wﬁfﬂﬂd 45_4‘.4- T-E " — = 45-8 —— £ 10’0.0
12- Gannanﬂm _58"-2 'E'IT 7 -Ej 2301 g 1 UG.G

L smaTE 46.8 7.4 9.3  35.8 1.0 100.0
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Year 1983-84
Table No. 1.3.3  Estimated quantum of marketable surplus of
Sunmer Paddy
o District Total Marketable
i Production Surplus
(in tonnes) (in tonnes)
L 2 3 4
; Trivandrum 566 4
2, Quilon B404 -
3 Alleppey 99742 41891
4. Kottayam 20763 12375
5. Idukki 440 -
6. Ernakulan 30586 12234
o Trichur 46079 8755
8. Palghat « 4597 1756
9. Malappuram 13980 2880
10. Kozhikode 2969 -
it Wynad 20808 9530
12. Cannanore 5001 1420
Total 253935 90841

Year 1983-84

. T s e . gy T Ty o i e T, o e . . N T R

A LN — W—

Sl.
No District Unit Price
£ (in B )

1 2 o 4
Trivandrum Quintal 276
2, Quilon " 207
3. Alleppey " 207
4. Kottayam " 207
9. Idukki " 207
) . Ernakulam L 207
Te Trichur % 193
8. Palghat " 193
9e Malappuran - 193
10. Kozhikode n : )

| & R —Wynad " Srem—. 20
12. Cannanore " 193
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Table_1.3.5___ Value of marketable surplus of paddy Suring
i Summer_season
s e e ey i s ¥ e A e ——— At ——
fr?; District . ______ Marketable surplus ______ -
§ Quantity Value
{ (in tonnes) . (Mj in lakhs) <
i g ' 3 4 -
1 © Trivendram- - o
2a Quilon 3 e
-, Alleppey 45 867
& Kot tayam 23575 256
6. Ernalkulam 12234 253
T Trichur 8755 _ 169
8. Palghat 1756 34
9. Malappuram 2880 .56
10. Kozhikode ¥ %
., Wynad 9530 219
; i Cannanore 1420 27
STATE 90841 " 1881
L L1
Year 1983-84 :
Table 2.1 sverage size of coconut holding in the district
. and_state
S1. District Average size of
No. hOlﬂing
1 2 3 a
I Trivanﬂfﬁm 0.36 '
o, Quilon 0.32
B Alleppey 0.40
4. Kottayam 0.73
5. "~ Idukki - 0.29
6. Ernakulam 0.43
; Trichur 0.36
B. Palghat 0.41
9. Malappuram 0.56
10. Eozhikode 0.40
Tt s Wynad ' 0.85
124 Cannanore I 0.45
STATE 0.44

- - -
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1913.03

N --u—---..——.—ﬁ--l'

- - : WL 3
Year 1983-8 T D
Table 2.2 Disposel pattern (in percentage) of the.total Production
of _coconut by type of disposal '
L. pigtrict  —mme- Type of disposal (in percsatoge) . . .-
§ Own Seed labour Marke- Othess TOTAL
Consum- chargea table | :
e T e ption Surplus A
17 2 3 VSREE RS e g B
t l- Tl‘iv&nﬂl Dm 54'6 : -~ o #5-4 *- 1 DD-D
2, “GQuilon 41.8 0.6 1.7 54.0 1+9 100.0
3‘- MIHPPGY 1&!7 e 412 ?T11 - 1%-0
4, [Kottayam <  16.9 - 2.1 80.0 1.0 100.0
5. I&ukki 3411 1.2 - 64-"? . 10010
6. , Brnakulam 16,1 - - 83.9 - 100.0
7« Trichur 14 .2 s 2aS 85.8 0.1 100.0
8. Palghat 31.9 7 R, 51.2 15.3: 100.0
9. ° Malappuram 13.6 - 3.4 82.6 0.4 100.0
1'1 L Hﬁm&ﬁ 82 IE e 5-.1 12-3 s 1DD-G
12.. - Cannanore 204 300 - Bt v 72.5 12 4.4, 10040 1
TR N e X Spiiabt i, NG - = Wmasink % KSR
" Year 1983-84 y Ls e \
Table 2.3 Eetimabed quantum of marketable surplus of coconut
- Ei. SR : 6 Eatai Inlﬁ.rketa,?biﬂl.t_-
No. - R BRTICE: g Production’ Surplus | 0.
, (iniMillioncnuts) (in Million.nuta
1. ‘q. | _E"' L ¢ i 3 - | i 4 TL.I:
s Privandrum - 290 Gl (30 - Wi
2. Quilon 270 TONRG -, S
5B Aleppey R e 1 Al *
AE 2 e Kottayam . {5351 = 42
5% Tdukki . - {0 b 26
6. Brnakulam 264 222
ot ~Prichur 320 276
8, Palghat : 63 T
= ' Malappuram 162 - ' 134 .
- 40, Kozhikode 549 460
Sl S Wynad 2 Qe .
$2r Cannanore s @D 99
.__.;_";D,TQI- 2602 -
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Year 1983 ~8 %
Table 2.5 Average farm price of coconul
rﬁﬁ;T“. g fmmm” : < st
N Digtriet Unit ' Price
O j 4
(100 Nos) (in ®.)
s e T e A o R e e TR
1. Trivandrum 4 1D0.Hes. 242
3. alleppey ) 265
4. Kottayam " 275
o L Tdukled " 297
6. Ernakulam " 283
Te Trichur n 272
8. Palghat n 267
9. Malappuram n 262
10. Kozhikode " 237
11. Wynad » 309
125 Canpanore " 269
Year 1983-8 :
Table 2.5 Value of marketable Surplus of Coconut
- District --.".--_-__T@EEEEEE}E-%EEEE;_“T __________
Cuantity Value
: (in Hillian_nuﬁa] Rz, in lakhs)
e e 3
1 Trivandrum - 1397 3187
2. Jduilon 145 .8 ‘ 3951
D% Alleppey 16355 o 4333
4, Kottayam 122.4 3366
5. Idulkli 25.9 769
6. . Ernakulam 22145 - v 6269
i Trichur 276,35 7515
Be* Palghat e 862
9, ~  Malappuram 133.8 3506
10.. Kozhikode 460.1 10905 ,
1.  Wynad 0.3 9
12 Cannanore - 199.&_ 5364

PRI 1913 -+ 50036
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Year 1083-84 -

e |
Eﬁ :_,.

Averag

Table 2 E.EEEE_EE*EEEEEE&.EELEEEE_EE_EEE_EEEEEEEE;.
and State
S1. : e :
No. District Average size of holding
i g . '2_ L 3
{ Trivandrum 0.21
2. Quilon 0.135
3 alleppey 0.13
4. Kottayam 0.15
54 Tdukki 0.16
6. Ernakulam - 0.06
- 48 Trichur 0.15
8. Palghat 0.10
9. Malappuram 0.10
10. Kozhikode .23 i
34 Wynad - : 0.08
: f il Cannanore 0.15 -
STATE 0.14
Year 1983-84
Table 3.2 Eéezzéal.eatﬁeze_Lin_nezeEatagﬂﬂl_ei_ihe-ietal
Ezeéufﬁieu_ez;EanaEea_éx_EzEEE_ai_EE%EEEEL
| s1. RS B L N A Type_of disposal (in percentege) ___ ...
2 Own - Cattle Marke table Others Total
Consum- feed Surplus
X ption -

1 5 : o = — e e
$a Trivandrum 171 2.9 79.0 0.4 100,0
P AR Quilon 42 .1 9.5 43.0 5.4 100.0
%4 slleppey 39.8 1.6 58.5 041 100.,0
4., Kot tayam 42.3 = 56.3 1.4 100.0
Se Tdukki 39.4 = £0.6 % 100.0
6 Ernakulam 21.8 - T8.2 - -100.0
T Trichur 14.9 - 85.0 0.1 100.0
8. Palghat 44 .8 3.2 43.5 8.5 100,0
g. Malap puram 13.5 - 86.9 0.5 100.0
10 Kozhikode 14.9 0.1 84 .4 0.6 100.0
11, Wynad __35.8 s 64 .2 e e R0
12, Cannanore - 2638 - T2.8 0.4 __100.0

a o s e






Year 1983-84

Table 3 . 3

-1-31_--

Estimated _gquantum of marketable Surp

lus of tapioca

ST TR o Total " Marketable
No. YinsYa0s Production Surplus
(in Tonnes) (in Tonnes)
1 2. N e 3 4
% Trivanﬂrum 993896 785178
25 Quilon 776957 333920
D Alleppey 363411 212595
4, Kottayan 482708 271765
_ 5, Idukki 167760 101663
" Brnakulam 252323 197317
¢ Trichur 103650 88103
8. Palghat 183159 79674
1 Malappuram 214622 184575
10. . Kozhikode anlee 39929 33701
01 Wynad 49125 31538
124 - Camnanore - 276@29 200949
—dgble 3 o) ~——— -Eptinabed—suiniun—slfassistobli-Supelas-aftantoce
: TDT&L 3903159 2539975 e
——raa < Y WL o ": frraw Morrh et o rE '
Mo, Districs Praductii Surplus
(in Tonnes) it Tonnsa)
- .Ieax. -IEE:_EH . S— R——— .I‘.',.‘. - -
Table 3.4 Average Farm Ericas of_mapinca e
1'% Triyandran 305846 ”“\',3
ey o Ion TTRSRT _j ¥ Sl
§¥- /11Digtrict 56 B it 2 Erfﬁe
A ot bayar [Quiﬂtal} Htinum )
SR RS :_?_ .. 29778 :
13 “Tri vandrum 5 ﬂ | Pqt g;
2 Quilnﬁ u, E
34 Alleppey .
15, iashia cuisve TR “i76
L “Taukki 8 g
64+ - “Ernakulém O _
T . Trichur ' i aunnbum-o& a~—1-+5~—--:.- .+ e
'Bq. = P&lgh&.‘h > Anfa "!!__. %
9. Malappuram s = "“‘ff‘f“:j;*ﬂi
© Kozhikode T » 108"
11, Wynad o on urplugt—
12. Cannanore o (in HT
i — ek e e
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Year 1983-84

sl.

No. District

- 32=

Value of marketable surplus of Tapioca

—— S T i S o

g — it

¥ MO
o .. Warketable surplu8_____ . - —-

tity
in tonnes )

Value
{rs. in 1akhs )

i S i 3 7 "
1. Trivandrum 785178 5025
- 5 Quilon 33%3920 1970
o aAlleppey 212595 1382
4. Kottayam 271765 2066
Be Idukki 101663 813
6. Ernakulam 197317 1381
2 Trichur 88103 775
B Palghat 79674 550
9. Malappuram 184575 1495
10, Kozhikode 33701 364
: 3 4= Wynad 315358.. 256
12.. .. Cannanore 200949 1748
e AT 23 a8 e A SR B o
T STATE s 520978 7825
f; i 1;{.rt'!ii_-“::l,ﬁ_ VPRI p= T =i
’.,._1‘!I .. ) {r % | )
Year 1983-84 v g
Table 4.1, ng&z&ss.a&aﬁ_ez;ézesaaui_helﬂi&s&-&e__ggﬁgiatzistg
2 o - ana, State 970
IR % 5, YY) 212595... , 1382 s
.Bl 0BTy . sk 2166
e ..y District "~ Average size of holdings
F 5 . - : 1_‘ e 23 _..,'....., o) 4 e S L i :‘; - :
Y rionue ot 15103 3 175
T e o 16574 i o i, T TR
1. Trivandrum {BA5T5 0.09% 495
2 : Q’lli_lon e defal 0.04 =,
3e. ; 4lleppey 1 5EB 0,03 254
gﬁ' . Kottayam 00045 015740
5, = Idukki 0.06
6. Brnakulam > - g of- e e
iR ., Trichur " TTTRERRATE > 0,085
B_-. Pﬂlgh&t TN SR -__:__.*_ 'uv 1'__':}“1‘- #
P g Tappurem 027
10. Kozhikode ' \ 0.20
5 5 Wynad 7 0.04 " A
12, . .. . Cannanore R 0.12 1=
L 'i___'_‘,,___-- E-T‘ﬂg_k“_ i B TRt ey = A Al g 'D‘.."d:‘[t.:_’___.r Lo g
“-“**—-“‘-Fi*“"*"* - - . ;: 3
_JJ:H_ - Liin T gl 25 * i ._" 1‘ £ :.3 { b
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Table 4.2 Disposal pattern (in percentage) of fthe tobal

production of srecanut by types of disposal

e e . o
. - — g T o o - —— — g R —————

b | g

1
|

5, Diptrict R [ et disposal (in percemtage) ___ ___
67531 Labour Marke-  Others TOTAL
Consum- Seed charge table -
g SR Ak ) ption : surplus :

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
1, Trivandrum 16.4 - - 83.6 - 100
2. Quilon 4.7 6.2 - 88.5 0.6 100
3. alleppey Tl - - 92.3 - 100
4, [Kottayam 6.1 - - 93.9 - 100
5, Idukki - %3 - 98.7 & 100
6., Ernakulam Pty - - 100.0 - 100
7. Trichur 9.9 2.0 - 88.1 = 100
8. Palghat 18.3 = - 78.8 2.9 100
9, "~ Malappuram 2.0 - = 98,0 - 100-
1D- KﬂZhikGde 19-9 = Vi Tﬁqg 3-2 Tﬂﬂ
11, Wynad 0.2 - - 99.8 - 100
12. Cannanore 0.4 - - 98.4 tud 100

STLTE 6.4 0.6 @i 4 32.1 0.9 100
Year 1983-84
Table 4.3 -EEEEEEEEE_SEEEEEE_EE_E%EEEEEElE-EEEElEﬁ-EE-&E?E%EEE
Sl. Total Production Marketable
No. District (in Million nuts) Surplus

(in million
nuits )
1 2 3 4
S— S .

1. Trivandrum 370 309
s Quilon 342 303
Je alleppey A 2%2 ' 214
4. Kottayam 281 264
D Idukki 184 182
6 e Branakulam 797 797
i Trichur 1122 989
8, Palghat 278 219
9. Malappuram 1246 1221
10. Kozhikode 1141 877
14 Wynad . 162 162
12, Cannanore . 2163 2128

e

TOTuL 8318 7665







Year 1983-84

Table 4.4 iverage Parm Prices of Arccanut

Si. S asteiek ‘ ;

No. b2 - Unit Price

_ B Nos. Adn P, ) :

= . ‘ i : - i

{: Trivandrum 100 Nos. 3

9% Quilon " 13.34

3 Alleppey " : 12.19

4, Kottayam " 11.67

5 . Tdukki " 12.19

6. Ernakulam " 12.62

i L Trichur " ) 07

8. Palghat " 10,70

9. Malappuram " 14.32

Y Kozhikode i B8.64

11. Wynad o bt L 6.38

12 Cannanore s 11.10

Year 1983-8

Table 4.5 Value of marketable surplus of Arecanut

%ﬁ‘ : Distriect s _Marketable SUTRIRG .l e e

2 Quantity Value
(in million nuts) (r:,- in lakhs)

e e % i) 5 > 7

T Trivandrum 309 . 421

e Quilon 303 404

T ileppey 214 261

4. Kottayam 264 308

5. Tdukki 182 222

6. Ernakulam 797 1006

T Trichur 989 1688

8. Palghat 219 234

1 . Malappuram L 1221 1749

10. Kozhikode 877 Ve 758

tls Wynad 162 10%

12. Cannanore 2128 2362‘

: IS SESS I —_—

STATE 7665 9516







Table 3.1 average size of Pepper holding inm the districts
- and State

i . . RS B e ; .

?I:.;L;' District Lverage size of

; 5 holdings

o — ——r . . | S —_— = T

: R 3 e

2% Quilon 0.03

3. 4l leppey 0.04

4, Kottayam 0.35

5. Tdukki . 0.28 s

Ge Ernakulam 0.09

7. Trichur 0.05

8. Palghat 0.05

g. Malappuram 0.07

10. Eozhikode 0.03

1. Wynad 1.95

12. Cannanore 0.08

STATE - 015
Year 1983-84
Table 5.2 Disposal pattern (in percentage) of the tolal
, Production of Pepper by Types of disposal :

T : 5 - we of @isposal (in rcentage )

o District WP Type_of disposal (in_ porgentaRe]
o Own Marketable, Others Total
Consum- - Surplus

ption %

- S SN 5 SR L s g z
s Trivendrum 6.0 94-0 - 1000
2. Quilon 5«3 93.7 1.0 100.0
5e illeppey - 100.0 - lgg.g
4# Kﬂttﬂ:}rﬂm 1 fE 98 -'4 - N e
5 Tdukki - 100.0 - - 100.0
6. Ernakulam 31.1 66.3 246 100.0
’?t TriCh'ur 149 9811. - 128-3
9. Malappuram. 8.6 91.4 - o
10. Kozhikode 20.5 79.5 o 100-0
!1 " Wynﬂa {}IE 99‘4 - 100-0,.
12, Cannanore 2.9 97.1 - s

‘_I 0"3 1 GD'G

BATR ., T2 92.5
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Year 1983-8 _
Table_2:2 Estimated gquantun of marketable surplus of PEPE2Z
Bt District s '
No. i A Total production Marketable
(in tonnes) Surplus
o (in tonnes)
1 L 3 4
3 Trivandrum 620 r583
2y Guilon 2166 2030
3. alleppey 808 808
&a Kottayam 2390 2352
5 Tdukkl 2234 2234
6. Brnakulam 1560 1034
7. Trichur 823 807
8. Palghat’ 174 170
Je Malappuram 716 654
104 Kozhikode 3953 3143
11. Wynad wRoh e SGln 2910
120 Cannanore 6171 5998
) Total ST A 22723
Year 1983-84 E
Tgble. 5.4 iverage farm price. Of PORRAE oo
! District Uit ‘Price
E p'l i '-: T J ( 1n1_'j.. )
3t b __I :
1. 2 -3 e 4
1 Trivapdrum QTL: 1527
2. quilon | " 1518
3 alleppey i 1660
4, Kottayam " 1720
B Idulklcl 3G = Wpe 1783
5o Ernakulam e 1675
Te Trichur 3 1813
8. Palghat a8 05 Soof cHpdnn
9. Malappuram M 1693 °
10, .. KEozhikode e :"ﬂ = o EaRr i ¢ B05G
110 Wynad 1790
13. Gannanore - | 1750
et e _ e
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Value of

——— e e

e e ——— o —

Year 1985-84

Table 5.3

Sl District
B 1o 2

e Trivandrum

24 _Quilnn

3 Alleppey

4. Kottayam

e Tdukki

6. Ernakuiam

Te * Trichur

8. faighat

9. Malappuram

10 Kozhikode

1 Wynad

52. Ganéanore

—_—— e =

marketahle 3ugplus of Pegper

— v

Marketable Surplus

: — —
e s i . i e e o  f  m -

22723

(5. Eomnna) (. in lakhs
o < SRR
3 4
583 89 :
2030 " 308
808 134
2352 405
2234 398
1034 - 173
g7 147
- 170 29
654 111
3143 542
2910 : 521
5998 1050
3907







voas josnles ¥'H
?.E'E}E-s 1 Average size of Banana holdings in the distri cts
and_State
El‘ ; Diatﬂ t LESgET : KL e ra <
0. e iverage size of holdings
1 2 5
3 Trivan B SR 3
2, Quilon g:gg
2 Allerpey 0.06
4. Kottayam 0.10
5 . " Id.\lkki D : 04
E - Emm n = 1 D
tly SELEN 0,03
o Malappuran 0.12
10, Kozhikode 0.06
11 Wynad 0.05
STATE 0.07
A bl B N St SR e =
1
Year 1987584 |
Table 6.2 Disposal pattern (in Percentage) of the tobal |
Ezeéusiiere-2{-?&1—&%&%&1_2:22_92‘_.&&529%_1.
e District nype of disposal(in Percentage)
i Own Hﬂ-rk Et a'blE T UT}I!I.II i
Consumption Surplus |
A vt Al , et ; : i
1 2 3 4 5 |
1. Trivandrum ; 5.0 g95.0 100
2. Quilon 17.1 82.9 100
Je Alleppey 15.6 B84.4 100
4., Kottayem 4.6 95.4 100
5 Tdukki 18.6 81.4 100
6. Ernakulam 6ol 93.9 100
T Trichur 15.5 84.5 100
8. Palghat 29.5 70.5 100
9. Malappuram 1.0 99.0 100
10- KOZhikDﬂE 2-3 9747 1Dﬂ
%5 Wynad 17.2 82.8 100
12, Cannanore O A 90.5 100
TOTAL 9.6 90.4 100
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Year 19835-8
Teble 6.3 - Bstimated quantum of marketable surplus of Benana
Isq:é__ Distriots Total Production Marketable Surplus
S - i . & R B
i3 Trivandrum 99Tt ' 9472
2. Quilon 16202 13432 B
= slleppey 13311 11235
4. Kot tayam - 21235 20258
5 Tdukki 1869 o i
6 Ernakulam 23354 21930
7 Trichur 15657 13230
B Palghat 11137 7851
9. Malappuram - 28835 28547
10. ,Kozhikode 13734 135418
11. Wynad - 6827 5657
12. Cannanore 15785 14285
Total - 177917 160832 °
L e i e i "1
Year 1983-84 '
Table 6.4 Average Farm Price of Banana
- 'H-—.
S1. Price
No. District Hﬂnit n 0)
1 2 3 Sk ¢
1. Trivandrum 100 Nos. Thed
W 68.61
2. Quilon . . 7. 60
34 alleppey ' A
4. Kottayam 1 ;?8.75
5- Idukki “n 58.2?
6+ Brnalulam W :-5' 16
Te Trichur " - ‘;2'35
8. * Palghat : el
?. Malappuram — %1 o1
0. Kozhikode ” :‘-6‘91
il s Wynad . 'T' &
2. Cannanore : i
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-40-
Year 1983-84
Table 6.3 Value of marketable Surplus of Bamana
s District Marketable Surplus -
Quantity” Value
(in tonnes) (p:. in lakhs)
_1_“_ : _;_._ : :
1e Trivandrum 9472 440
2 Quilon 13432 599
S ~ Alleppey 11235 494
4e "L " Rottayam 20258 810
Gesmstaz  Tdukkl -=352%- 58
B 0 Ernakulam 27930 _ 831
7.. . Trichur 13230 474
8. Palghat gREY NI S L e
9. Malappuram 28547 ‘066
o o Kozhikode 13418 453
11, . Wynad ——5653 | e
12, Cannanore 14285 443
e akc - 160832 6007
K o % $ T T e
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Table 7.1 Mwrage sizo c? vinger holdings in the digtricls
: and State
1 I%r];"‘ District - Average size of holdings
e 5 p At : _
1 Trivandrum , 0.02
2. Quilon 0.04
Je illeppey 3 0.04
4. Kottayam 0.10
6. Ernakulam 0.08
T Trichur 0.02
B Palghat 0.10
9. Mzlappuram 0.07
10. Kozhikode 0.04
11. Wynad 0.19
fﬂ?*""f}aimmmra i 0.08
------ e L LA A " 5 of Grozer hoidings g oA e
STATE 8 ehatie 0.09
i e} R ek, e o - - o a4 e r— . - -
st R atriol £ 2Bl s Sk ing =
I@ar 1953_8:4 o g e
ot A Disposal pattern (in percentage) of the total
\t o277 Proguetion of Ginger by type 'of disposal
i R D e i St bt ki iy
: G LAy am ' i 54 e = -
bs.  Distrdct . Type of disposal (fn percentage) ___._____
B JyTy il Lam Own Seed Markatﬂb‘-}:e Others Total
[« Lricnur Consum- Surplws
Lghnt ption 0.10 X
e b1 pals SR eT] G 7
- T Ly ---..?.:....«.__.......______.._.._ ...“-..?_.-.......-.......,.___._q: ,_._..__,,___._._.,,_.,._,____E.J;]__ .:L....._.... -
i, Trivandrum 0.4 23,7 7549 7 - 100
R ) 0.6 115 87+9"" - 100
Fa alleppey - - 1.9 8.8 o 2 ik bl g, iy S
4. Kottayam 0.7 9.0 90.3 » 100
D Idukki - 28.3 i R - % 100
6. Ernakulam - 17.9 B81.3 Che R © e TS B 1 .
j.'D‘i..l—- KUZhikﬂd.B P 1 15 1 7 .0 51 -5‘ - Iy 1 m
1._1_1'- wm& Tit A - o i 1 . 10‘0!@1 e - { 10‘0
) LR b oo e . o i
Total 0.4 7 4%, SO - |3 AR B 100
- - e
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Year 1983-84
Table 7.3 Estimated guantum of marketable Surplus of Ginger
3{.'* °  District Total Production Marketable Surplus
* (in tonnes) (in tonnes)
1 AR | s 4 =
14 Trivandrum 562 427
2. Quilon ' 2945 2587
Be Alleppey - 986 880
4. Kottayan 8555 7725
5 Idukki . 3606 2586
6. Ernakulam 5403 4393
Te Trichur 102 70
8. Palghat ' 626 431
9. Malappuram 794 6T4
10. Kozhikoda 4391 3579 - -
= E™ Wynad 5204 5204
2 Cannanore 3533 2787
Total 36705 - 31343
Year 1983-84
Table 7.4 Average farm price of Ginger
f‘ll' District Thit Price
Q4 (Quintal) (in B.)
e e he . e R 7 :
CEL R P O R AR A T .# = e B, - i -
1. Trivandrum : : QTL -
2 Quilon " 1770.00
5 Alleppey 4 i
4. Kottayam : s 2861,46
5 Idukki . " 2842.08
T Ernakalam i 2999.38
i Trichur ¢ =
5 ot enat ; 2673.75
9 Malappuram L 2628.21
10, Kozhikode 1 2686.11
1le Wynad S 2665.10
18- Cannanore . » 2735.11
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Table 7.5 Value o* Marl:'able Surplus of Ginger

S1. ; Marketable Surplus

Wi District it e i o i e e e 554w i e 2 e
] Quantity Value
_ - (in tonnes) (7. in lakhs)

: : = 3"__*Tm_ :

: 1s Trivandrum : 427 e

2 Guilon 2587 458 ;

3. #lleppey 880 .

‘4 Kottayam 7725 ‘ 2211

5. Iduklei - : 2586 735

6 : Ernﬂmlam 4393 ! 1318 -

T '.Erici:mr 70 : A

8. Palghat 431 TeEaziia 115

9. Melappuram 674 T

10. Kozhikode 3579 961

1., Wynad 5204 -1y 1387

1R Cannanore 2787 T62

Stabe 31343 8124
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Year: 1984-85 s 44

Table: 1.1.1 Average gize of Pa&dy holdings in the dlstrlcta

and state during Antumn Season.

5L, ° i ' % * Average sglize of huliings
No. R AR (in hecthing)
1 Trivaydrum 0% 28

Zs Quilon 0. 34

3s Pathanamthitta 0-.51

4o Alleppey ' - Je

5 Kottayam G.S;’:‘ -4
Ei Iﬂukki 0. 51

Ts Ernakulam 0.49

8, Trichur 0.40

b PR Pa\lgllat Dr 86
10, ~ Mailappuram 0.4%5
1is Kozhiicode " L : 0.20
i 2a Wynaﬂ . ; -
13s - Carnanore . 0:40 |

STATE 0.50

Year: 1984-85

Table: 1.1.2 Disposal pattern (in percentage) of the total
" . production of Paddy - Autumn Season by types
of dlapoadl.

Sle Uew - Mrag qf  fsposal- (in percentapo
Vos Digstrict Owe . Iebour Martetable
- eciEnm-- Seed charges surtlins Cthsrsa Tr::‘!:a..n.
—_—tlion
1 2 S T S e b T 8
1+ |, Trivanjrum RS 5,0 . 5.8 20,7 s, 5
2  Quilnn 65 .2 9.5 3.9 8,0 3,4 (0
3* .Pathanamthitta 59,9 ° 4.4 1220 278 0:7 .- 100
4 Alleppey 23,2 Sl A5 98,8, 405 100
5 Kattayam 31,6 4:0 14,1 49,2 131 100
] Tdukkl o S 12,9 5:6 9.3 100
7 Ernakulam - 36,5 6.6 2.1 -7, B0 IR 11 SR
8 Trichur 57«5 8,5 16,3 177 - =00
9 Palghat 23,2 78,5 16,7 v 504 1,2 00
10 Malappuram 651 2 P 10.6 126 - 100
11  Kozhikode 67+ . 12.2 9,3 9.5 126 100
12 Wj’nad . - - - - - -
13  Camanore 4459 48 4. 459 ~ 100
STATE 58.4 Tt - 13,3 40.5 1,0 400

Kr/5~11

L]

g



‘_J' e ' oy
D ek
5 i

1
e

o

"o b -j-.“_ .'.'-._”
LN ST :




:45;:
Yeoar: 1984-85

Table: 1.1.3 Eptimoted gquentunm of morketsdle surpluc of
- hutum Poddy

et et

s1 ¢ Tatnl Markeinble
Hgi Dioyrict raductisn purplus
. in feomnes) (in conmes) -
1 A R R R R TR My saker oy
. T [, - e S S e S i i i e . . s R B o L S e ™
Te Trivendrurm 37245 7710
2. Guilnn 42151 %372
Je  Pol hfnfnhhitt 20711 5758
« Alleppey 93892 52392
5« Kotipyom 38084 18757
. Idukki 10825 606
T. Ernckulom . 94785 51629
8. Drichur 64249 : 11478
3« Pelghat 208335 : 150%61
10. Molfppuron 62734 6650
11. Kozhikade 9364 890
i2. VWynoad 600 -
13« Connenore 63078 : 28953
Total 835658 338536

— gy e e . e

[ N ——————————— S

Yoor: 1984-85

Toble: 1.1.4 Averpoge form price sf Paddy during
huturm Seacon

Ble : Price
% Digtyict - Uit had
B (i &_hq_l________
1o Trivondrum Quinial 258
¢« Quilon u 218
7« Pothpnomihitig " 5%
%e - Slloppey : 203
2+ Kotioyom " 514
5 . Iﬂ"lﬂfki " 215
T. Ernpkulen n 510
8. Trichur " 193
8, Polghoc " 188
10. Meloppurem " 209
11. Kozhikode i 2905
12. Wynod n &
13. Ceimcuore " 047

Dl b L e ———————U S ——— - - ———— T, T e S m—— S ——— - — .
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Tenr: 1984-85

Poble: 1.1.5 Velue of morketoble surplug of phddy during
Aaurm ceoson

Yeoxr: 1984-85

- ———

Tobles 1241

e e v —

STATE

81, Markeuoble surplue 3
: Digtrict O e T N e B o A T
e, Quantity Vislve
in tennesg (Be,dou Bakie)
T B AR A i ""'i'"'"F""“”l**‘""'“ < A
"1 Srivandrun i i i He T
2. Guilmm ; B3Te &
3. « Pathouemihitie 5758 128
4, Alle Ppey 52592 10564
5. EKottoyom | 18737 &0
Be —ol00ks a6 15
M- Eruokulor 51620 f 08
8. Trichur . 11478 222
"9, Pelghot 1503%861 2827
10. Maloppursn 6650 139
11: Kozhiksde 290 20
1.21 Wﬂlﬁﬂ - e
13+ Cmmonore 28953 TS
STATE 338536 6884

»

hverﬂge gize of poddy holdinge in the digbrieti:
and Sipde during Winter geaonn

-

—— ——

032
0.47

151. Dhabyian ﬂveraga cize of holdinge
Ho. (in hectaren)
B e T e
b ol s i s e e A SR T s
1= Trivendrun 0.30 S
2« Hullen 0.39 d
3. Potlipnamthiisia 0.21
4. MNlleppoy 0.55
5. Kottovonm 0.55
"By TAukki 0.49
T. Ermnkulpon 0.3%8
8. Iriechur G.41 :
9.." Polghat 0,94
10. Moloppurern 0.48
11+ Kozhikade 0.26
12 Wynod 0.99 -
5. Cmumponore

. S S i, i i

L3
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Yeor: 1984-85

Table: 1.2.2 Disposal patierh (in percentnm) of #he toinl
prodlciion of poddy - Wiliter Bencon by iypes

nf diopoonl ‘

T e o el (T e

gl' Diptrips 5 R S -—Lab‘:;:x:--}";;l Mol _ 7 |
Aleitl .coneurmps Seed cherges tovls  Ofhers Tete1

e D __siom o T YR S e
% i 2 T e 6 it i

--—-.---n-----n—-..-.-.-..._- e e - ._._,..-.._..-.,_..__-.-.,_.-.._.__....-.-..._ SR e
» Erivandrur %9.9 o P 17.0 39,2 0.2 100
2+ Quilan 69.2 6.9 14 .2 TeT 2.0 100
3« Pothonrrihitin T2 8.1 8.1 12:56 = 100
4+ AMleppey 38.6 4.6 10.3 45.49 0.6 100
7+ Kotioyom 40,0 4.7 12.4 42.0 0.9 100
6. Inkki 38.2 3.6 8.3 41 .1 8.8 100
Te Ernakulomn 29.6 616 5.0 | N~ 1C0
B« Trichur 46.8" 8.5 . : 16.4- 28.5 - 100
Je Poiphnt ¢ P 8.5 19.0 46 .8 2.0 100
10, E'_ﬁ;r,ﬁl]_pm‘ﬂm TD:? 9.1 1?-9 A | 3!2 106
11+ Kozhikode e - ¢ M 9.9 8.1 - 0.8 100
12+ Wynead ;3 6.0 . - 56,1 - "100
13« Connonnre : €3.4 6.0 10.9 19.7 s 100
STATE 4241 T3 12.9 36,2 1.5 100

Yeor: 1984-85

Totlcs 1.2s3 BEBetinnted guaneur of morketable gurnling of
Winter Pagay ;

s i .

i~ s —— - il - -.-.n--.-q.——'----.-—..—-_o--
81 ] Total Yarke toble
Ha. Diotriect roduction VYol pe
e A e B 1R AU Sophda) . (3w tomwe) ol
i . N » SRR
— e e e - ._--._-.,._-..,__-—-—.—__,.__._,_._._.-._--._.._..-._- Bl R P —
Te drivandrum 31271 : 12258 ;
2 Quilon 472 - 3672
Je  FPoathonomihitie 18610 2%45
4« Ldleppey i 32386 15045
S Eotiryer 41181 17226
6. Idukkl 14505 EQE2-
7  Eymokulen ' 08146 55153
B. Trichuy 112371 - 3208
9« © Poighot - 230630 107935
10.  Maloppursr 77586 3181
3 Rozhiksde 21274 ~
12.  vynad ' ' LERADR 35805

TS Comnnnsre e 6553

da

Total 821702 297046

R L ] T p— ey, i,

-






Yeor: 1984-85

Table:1.2.4 ﬂver::ge form price »f paddy during
: Winter Scpemm

—-—h--'h—--ﬁ--h-—“-——_-- 4

51. \
oo Disirict

i S e e e s o B

1 2

e 5 Trivondrur
‘2_ L{L*l”l

3% Pothonomthista

4. .!'ulle;noy g
5 s TR
6. Iﬂukk*

Th Eymnlculon
8. Trichuy

9. Polghat

G Ioloppuran
%% Koehikado
12, Wymoa

y B2 Commnare

¢ o= 4B

Uit

T N P e e e g 1 - i i g B - 8. s

Qel.

n
n
L]
n
n
n

n
n
n

Qtl "
in

B ¥ g

e

Price (%1 Re.)

i----t——-n-.---l-----------n--p-p——-._—--.- —_ -

o m  m

i

261
202
203
00

Yeor: 1984-85

Toble: 1 .2.5 VYeolue of mrkms'blﬂ sur
-111 chnoll

51.

o Disgtrict

f 11
hh—ﬁ—-*——-h——.'—---_h— S ey . —

1 ¢

Ty ivﬂn{l rum
Guilon
Pothonormthi
A1 le ooy
K’J A yoenm
Ladukki
Ernckular
Trichur
Poaleghak
Moloppuren
Kozhikode
Wynad

Comunniore

NS — OO D30I ang —
L]

ok ek oah

STATE

J
L-

e T
Ir. |_ﬁJ
35N AR

o . ey A B

eriity

b

Snmmop)

|—--|i- R i i S

pluc of poddy during

Fr-'lura-

(I‘.r*..in

i S e e e e et L L T peep—
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i : v, o B '
Year: 1984-85 ] SR e
Teble: 1431 Mveroge pize af Paddy holdinge in the dfcivicie
& 5 end Stele during Surme? qeagon

Sl . T T dvernge e%70. of holdings
d0. Biatriet (in hectores !
-J'.I...-__*:._._.._...;?;.......__._ R R e S | SR WL
‘e Trivendrun 0,17
£e  Quilem C.3T
i. Porhenombhitin . G.25" =
e  Alloppey 0.6
2s  Kobtiayom 1+05
s ' Tgulke 0.17
7+ Ernpkulonm 0.35 .
S Irichor 0uZ23
8 Palehot O.48
18 Moloppuram 0,32
1Ye  Enzlikade ' 0s18
2s  Wymog ; 0.5
12¢  Caymonore C,18
STATE : 0.39

-
o o el P00 e e s s . e, - B S a— R L T ——

Yeor: 10984-a5.
'Table 1.3,2 Dirp.ecl el e (in rexveentore) of “he taipl
i praduciisn 2f paddy - Burmey peoran by tynce
f fdemer

Ve o 1
5 -

M e s g, e ey T o e e ki e e e e g i g o et S R e A
|

Tyve of Gicpasel Tin pevcenteame) o

o7 Dinteses  Own. L hebine Hadan - r—eerns
; R eoneunp- 8ced chaiges tohlie Cthere Totel
I"""-"* e e e e e o s e -uE:j.: EE_.__,,__ b i . h‘[;_;*;jq::‘ufl P S B s DT “ ]
Sl e Gl e SR A SR e RS B e
1o Trivondras 84 .2 Bl < - TOL6 = - LD e
g Gullon €71 3.8 1165 1.9 157 160
Je Pﬂtlm‘mtlﬂttﬂ Pal 6.6 T+3 3«6 Cot 100
3o dlleopey - 26+2 © 1s5  18.5 51,2 0.6 100
g+ Kotioyam 311 3.8 €.4 58,7 - 100
is Idulccd 79.0 8,5 1245 o4 o 100 °
{+ Ermciulan 40,8 6.8 2.9 46, 2.8 100
S+ Trdchur s e M 3.5 17.2 | 165 ¥ 100
%« Polghat BT o 56 46,1 7 38,7 0.9 100
19« ¥nlasruram RE & 4.1 22 2649 0,4 “0A
11. KEozhikade 123 Tul 16 .1 X 1) <09
;2o Wymad END AR - 433 - 100
12+ Connoasre Stoh- - g 8.6 07.7 ) 00
Al h 0 L1k el 12.5 5_7_.9 GQT “00

i o
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Year: 1984-85

Tobloy 1.3,3 Estimnted quontum of merkoteble surplus of
3 s ' Sumer Paddy.

—— - — — I — i 1 —— i —— i —— e S —

81 p ; Totol Morketnoble
i Digtriet ; roduction surplup.
£ a5 . F:Ln tomes) (33 tonmes)
. Vi
. Trivendrum 463 ~
2. r‘}.ui_lﬂll I 3 ) 7
s Pothonenini s i 15352 253
4. Llleprey 87004 44592
S Kotlayom 22062 12950
6 Lgukid 1155 7 : -
T Ermekulor 34560 16140
8. Irdicimy 47104 1772
9. Pelghot 4475 - 1732
10. Molappuren 12977 : 3489
e Kozhiksde 5737 e -
120 Wyund ' 17584 7614
13 Conncanre 5282 1463
Total e PR aT0 96312

Yeors 1984-85

Table: 1.3.4 Averoge foom price of Poddy durding
- Summer Sengon.

— —

5o . Diotrses it Price (in Re.)
R S S RISl AT
P Trivendrun Qel. -
2 Quilan i 206 -
i Pothonemthitso _ A 21
ﬂ-t J"—llﬂplﬁy " 21
e Kﬂ_“"ﬂ ” 21,1
6. .Iﬂﬁﬁﬁraﬂ ; " 4
Bt Tr‘lﬂhur " EG
ot 1 Polghet g " -19
10. VMeloppuren g 19
15 Kozhikade s -
12.. " Wyued _ 1 170. .
13 Counpiore ¥ 1499

]
!
i e . i s, S e S, W P S e .
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Yoor: 1984-85 -

Toble: 1.3.5 Value of morkeioble surplus of Paddy during
Sunmer» Seocon

larkecable swrplure
Sle  Digtrict ha puMorietnble EVIDINE C L e
No. " 1HC Cu Qutl,ll g ity tnlne “
in tomeg) (Rg.iu Llokhe
SR R NRRRE R R Ol KR
3 Triveandrum - L
2 GQuilon T 0.14
5o Pothononihitin 553 ; 12
4o Alleppey 44592 972
e Eottayen 12050 25
6. Idulcked i ot
v i Emokulon 16140 353
8. * Trichur L 7772 . 160
9. - Palghet ' 17352 A2
10. Molenpuron 3439 69
- G S Kaghixade - -
12. «  hymod T614 129
155 Commrnnwe 1463 £9

STATE 96312 £030.14

e

Yepr: 1984-85

Toble: 2.1 Lversge pize of Coconut holdings in the
disiricis ghd State

T R L O S O e i e e . . e i e, . o i S S s i S [ S -

. L . O oAvorage cize of Deddines
ﬁg;____?iﬁ"ric"___ {in heciareg) i ’
i 2 k = 3 £
1 Iyivendrun 035
2. Quilon 0.27.
S Pothonombhitin 0.37
4o Alloppey 0.37 4
5e Koticyvom 1.02
B. IGoklci s 0.29
T Ernokulan J.18
8. Trichuy 0.37
9 Polphot 0,25
104 Ecliopphiren . 0.55
p i 1% Karhikade " 0.41
124 Wyned 0.83%
13 Comnonare 0,38 .
STATRE 0,40

e A L e T e e, T e N 1 R . S







- 52.5
Yeor: 1984-85

Table: 2.2 Digpoepnl pattern (in percantage]:nf the total
productisn of Coconut by typee of dispscal

. i ———— — = — —— -

1 - — = —— e
__________ _Pype-of dicpooal (in percentege)
Sle Diptriet own Tebour Morke—

. ' concurp- Sced chorges teble  Otherp  Tatnl

: cisn _ 32 R 1 A DA

e R SR o S A, R R, S U L
* 1« Trivendruxm 43,5 0.1 8.0 A'7.8 0.6 100.0
2. Quilon 28.3 0.1 4 .4 €5.6 1.6 100,0.
7. Pothonorthitte 28.7 - 0.8 70.5% 0.2 1007, 0
4. Mileppey 10,7 - Bul 85.5 0.4 100,90
5« Kotioyon 17.9 - 2.0 80,1 - 100.0
6. Iﬂmi. 3?46 - DIE 6’2-2 s ‘m‘a
7. Ernskulen 133 .~ 1.6, - 84.8 0.3 100.0
8. Prichur 10.6 0.2 = W R - 0.3 100.0
0. Polghab 2141 1.8 sl 72.2 348 100.0
10. Moloppuram 1344 0.2 2.9 8%.3 0.2 100.0
11. Kozhikode 6.6 - 0.8 92 .5 0.1 100.0
12. Wynad 86 .4 - 4.6 9.0 - 100,0
13. Conncaore 27.3 e 0.2 265 - 100,0
STATE 20.1 0.3 2.6 76 .6 0.4 100.0

Yonr: 1984-85

Pablef Lotinated quontum of morkeioble surplus of Cocomulb

S - -—

81 Totol s Merketoble
Hﬂl. Digirict praoduction gurrlus
Do _(in millicn mute) (in rillion mute)
R R i IO B T O o et
T Irivondrum ©= 423 233
2. Quilen 275 126
%s Pathonomthitio 124 &7
4. Alleppey 282 241
5. EKattoyonm 192 154
Ba Idukki - 44 27
7.  Ernckulon 363 Z708
8. Trichur 297 254
9. Polghet. 16 55
10. Moleppuren 193 161
g Kazhikade 676 625
12. Wymed 2 a
15.  Conncaeore 441 z20)
Toyeal 3455 2645
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Year: 1084-B%

Teblet 2,4 Averpcge form price of Coconut

[ S — —_

- — e —— A

i:t';: Digtrict Unil . Price (in Re.)
Te . Trifvondrum uE : Y GU_H'(}E . ' 2-'15:29 :
2 Quilen : " 270 94 ;
3e Pathenomthitte : 4 210, 72 2
L AMlgpray o 264 .38
S Kot ioyom 2 274 .96
Ge ldukki =S 296 .74
Te Lynokulon Wiine 25%.20
Te Irichur - 9 272.48
e Polghnt " 267 <25
1C. Moloppuram WAV 262 .45
e Kozhikadae ” 264 .38
12 Wynad " -
1% . Comnienore i 268.78
Yeany 1984~-85 " : z
Teble: 2.5 Vplue of morkeioble purplus of Coconut.
Sl. X il ks e 'Efi-u'ke toblo auriiaﬂ ..___:
6. EBVREDE Guitity -+ Vaius
Rl G s Gt Van inate) | 0 (Rewin dokhe s
e e 2B Satie L e M
1e Trivondrum . B 5645
o Quilon 180 : LS
E. }fnthmmmthi‘; o2 S 87 %’555 2
G 11rppey 241 6772
Sa Kotvoyon ; 154 4274
. Idukdd = 27 am
T Srppkulom 308 . 8723
8. Trichur ' 254 6921
9. Polghat 55 1470
10, Molpppurcm 161 ° , 4225
1. Xozhikade 625 16524
12. Viynod - -
13 Connenore : 320 8aM
STATE ' 2645 70748

=







Yeor: 1!,‘;3*1-55

Tebles 2.1 Averhge

-

——— -—-———-l‘—'h—ﬁ.*-:-_..-

pize of topisce haldinpe in fhe
dirtrictie ond Binte

——

- —— -

-

5 AN dyverpge ocize .:r:i‘ holdinge
a0 e e Secea)
j —_—— -—— 13-------——-— - ———
tea Irivendrunm 0.15
Ze Guilon 0.17
G Pothonembhibtio 0.15
L. Alleppey 0.09
5- . Kﬂttﬂtynﬂ Dl13
A Lauladh ; 0.16
- Exrngkulen 0.05
. T:r.‘icl 1 0. 14
Fe 2nlghat 0.28
10. ¥olappurom N.10
My Enzhiiade D.04
1%.  Comenore i VA &
STATE 0.1%
Yoar: 1984-n5 3
Table: 3.2 Dirpaeol potiern (in percentoge) af the tatel
produciinan ~f lepisce by typee o»f diepasel

Type of dicpserl (in perecenioge)
gi: Blobotet: oLl e I pL Gl SR PREOROTERD) T
Own Cattle Morketeble :

SNEUmIp- feed gurplue Others Intal .

. tlon A ARy G T s 1

1 —— -I--!--In--—l—z -------- i-.-.--......_... o --—-..-.-.—---...é-—-....--.-—--—-—-—-nn--u
e Irdvondrun 42,7 - 55.0 2.3 100,.0
£. Quilon 46.5 - 44 .9 86 103.0
2. Pathonemthitia  39.4 - 60.1 0.5 100.90
Lo -ﬂllﬂi‘-‘l}fﬂf | 26 of e . ?ﬂ-.E 2.8 100.0-
>« Kotlayon 48 .1 - 4744 445 100,
8. Idukki 555 - 46.5 - “‘00.0
T« Ernpkulen 19.9 - 80,1 - *00.0
Be Tl‘iﬂl’l.ll‘ 39-5 - ?0.2 ' - *DO.:‘
?- Pﬂlgl'ﬁ‘.lt 23-3 - TEIE 'D-G ‘-.OD--J
10. Moloppurenm 33.8 - €4.5 : W 100,29
11« Kozhiknde 3545 - 62.4 244 ‘0040
13« Conuonore 2545 - T4 45 N 10740
STATE 39.5 - 575 2.0 “.ﬁ‘J.D

| ——— o = A 3 A
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Toor: 198845
Tebletr 4%  “Estimnted quontum of morketable surpluc of

P sopisco

31 , ) Total - Markotonhie

85 - Digtriet production gurnug

E il TRY (in tomoe) . (in tomes) _
n--:i. R e “-_ i i 3 i ':r' ....I - s
Te Trivondrun 811539 446316

. Wuilon 713897 : 300540

s Pothanomihitin 275048 165304

Le A1leppey 158661 112432

Ge Kottioyom 406902 - 19262

Bis Idukki - 180158 : BRI “

Te Emakulonm 205207 - 164371

. Triehur Y e i 2 * 51789

9.  Dolghnt - 234281 178622

10, Molopruren 273579 176458

145 Toghiknde 20507 18475

124 Wynad 69025 20227

13, Connnnare 262583 195624

Tabtal 3694270 2126633
Yoar: 1984-85 '
Toble 3.4 Avereoge forn price of Tapioco

r'  Distrdot Uni Price (in Re.)
.._: 2 % e ?5 . i i £ e i
ol Lrivandrum . 5 41.78

s Quilon v 16 %4
> e Pothanamthitto " 55466

L Mloppey " 58.18

Se Kotyoyon i T76.51

€.  Xowkk: _ " 52422

s Ermokulen el 47.40

2. Trichur g 69.90

3, Polghat . ‘ 50,64 - .
10. Molappurem : A 65.5% .
114 Kozhikode s 59.17 '
7 Wynnd " 60.38
134 Connomore “ . 195,02
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Teor: 10R4-85 :
Ipblie: 3.5 Volue of merketinble gurplus of tepisco

— -

'l-—"-p-—-h-_._--—-ﬁ-.-n..,-..... --------------- T S A R T GE s e —
" B1. Bt niean Moxkoteble puvplud U
e Tistrict Quentity - J e RS 2 T
/ (10 Lonnen) o,
A R RN o ek
‘e Drivondrum 446346 18€35
2 Quilon ' 320540 1485
L 8 Pathonemthitto 165304 925
&y AMllopney - 112332 | AR
g Kottovanm 192872 - 1476
& Lduickd : v o B3THE 221
. 1a Brnclkulon 164371 179
Se T el 51789 . Z62
1%-. iﬁlgh:xt_ ‘;TEE 2 804
. lappuran ; TE458 e 3
1 Kozhilodo _ 184775 -+ 109
12, Wonead - 2T i 122
v» . Connonore _ 195224 1876
STATE 2125633 11195
. .
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Yaoore 1'5'54-55

Tnhle; 4.1 LAverpge size of Arceomut holdings in the
diccricte ond oiote

— —

- S gy

e T T S Sy S S S T W o ———

81. e liverage pize nf holdinge
N Sl i hecaneaye I T
B R Gl L s e i o NG wat o
1e Trivendrum | - 0.06
2- QUilﬁn D.")'a
Ze Polthensmihitio 0.04
4o 4licprey 0.03
Je Lovinyen 0,14
8, Idukki 0,05
Te Zrnokulon 0.04
5 2richur 0,10
e 2alghnt 0.17
105 Molopiuronm 0.26
1. Yozhikode 0.14
12 ‘Hm,ﬂ G.Ug
D«  Coamenare : 0.24
aThTE 0.11

Iear: 1984-85

Toble: 4.2 Dicpoenl pabbern (in percentage) of-the total
production of Areccomus by types of digpoecl

—— .

————— o —

T s s i

Type of Jispocnl  (in pareenioge )
81, ] bR A

iy b W ey — O ——————— " — T —

ey s Digtries Owaa Tobour Ynrke—
eonturp- Seed chargep toble therae | Tatol
L et R0 tion punplug i
e 3 LA el il e M TS IO, AR SR |
1e IPivendrunm 6.1 - - 93,9 - 100
2. Guilon 6.1 SRR e 92,2 0.4 100
4o A1leppey 6.6 - - 93.4 - 100
S« Kottoyon 13 - 0.4 08.3 - 100
6. laukki - eL - 100.0 - 100
7o Exnokulan - - 0l 99.6 0.3 100
8. Trichur 0.7 - 1.6 97.7 ~' - 100
9. Polghot 2.3 - 2.9 94.3 0.5 102
10. H~loppuran 0.6 - 1.8 97.6 - 109
11, Kozhikede - - 0.2 99,5 0.3 100
12. Viynad £ .4 - = 93.6 - 100
13. Connemore 0.2 - - 99.8 - 100
I rJI:I.TJI-I Grg —_— D-E} 98|1 5-1 1m

- — e . T e T i, e ——
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Yeor: 1984-85
‘Tobleét 4,3 Eetimpbed quontum sof movkeisble curplug of

Areconut
5y - Tobnl . Mevkeishlo
N i Dietrict - roductinn furotan
e in pillion (ia"wl31dem
I LT _nues) S0 AWl B
S e e OB B S AN T e e
T Trivendrun 217 felel ;
S5 Quilon 60 53¢
e A Pochonamthitio 212 2CY
44 Allevpey 157 147
2 Eottoyon 251 247
6,  Idukki , s 223 223
T Emnkulon 1080 . 1085
da Trichury - 1074 1C416
G Polghnt 372 267
10. Malonpuran 1153 1125
ke Kozhikode ' 1128 1122
1 Wynad - 160 178 *
134 - Compiore v 2686 2681
?ﬂtal 9269 9100
___________________________ B N ——— — e s ——— i ———
Year: 1084-85
- Toblet: 4.4 Avernge form price of Avcernut : R
o
ﬁi: Diptriek oy Tt 4 Price

. in : }
e ik S . - . e W . i i S o Lt L L e b T T e — -—-:'-L.:--.F.-:.{_l-:...——-._ L R ————
v

ﬁ-u-—-———.--.-.-.q...;--.___-......____...-.._....___,‘-'_j __________ .-.-_,_._.,n__.-& ..... . ——— ————
e Trivendrun 100 Nogo. 15.63

2a Quilan " 1%.10

Ze Poihomprthitin " 1%.409

45 Alleppey . R 12.06

Be Kotteyonm B 1167

6. Idulki " 12,19

T Ernckulam " i 12.62.

8. Iridhuy " 1707

9. Palghnt ; " 10.70
10. loloppuren " 14.32
11, Kozhikode }: B ¢34
12, Wynod ; " 21.88 .
15. Connonore i 1110
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Tanr: 1:2-334-85.

Tablet 4.5 Value of nmorketoble surplus of Arecomb

———

o ——

51; ) Mprketable gurplus G
I AT Quantity ” Vrlue
v fin mtaninete) | (ReaTa deie)
3 o O AR S A R N A WA . (M
: Trivondrun 754 18% .
2y Quilom 529 435
% Pathenrrthittn 209 2g2
Se | Alleppey 147 177
. Entioyon 247 e8s
6. Iauked T 272
T Erngkulen _ 1085 1369
5. 2richur ) 1046 1786
G Pnlghnt 251 76
10, Moloppuren : 1125 : 1611
i Lozhilkode 1122 976
12 Viynod 178 389
13. Crommnore 2681 2976 ‘-
STHTE _ §100 11280







- - -

Yeor: 1984-85

Lable: 5,1 ﬂveraée glze of Pepper holdinge in. the
- iotrictos mid Biobe

i s . s —— - ._,_._______,'______________________.______
?1- £ ok dveroge cize of holdings .
d0. SOl (in hectares -
. 5 el it Tl —— --—-—--u---—3—--- -_-I—.-‘I'l-lr—-—a--r'-“li-r-——-—'-
108 Trivondrum 0404
1 Quilen 0,03 it
S Iothenamthibia 0.05 :
La Mleppey 0.04
Se Losroyam el C.15
Da :Iﬂ'l]kkj. D . 3[} .
Tes Ermakuloan 0.08
8. Triehur 0.07
O Polghot 0.07
0. Hnloppran 0.09
1. Zoehikade 0,05
12. Tymad 0.05
13. Cromumore 0,08
STATE 0.08

Yeor: 1984-35

Teble: 5.2 Dioprcel psttcrn'(iﬁ pereentnge) of the btoial
produciion of Pepper by typee of dicposel

o e o e e i i - S B it .

RS T S Lype of disvoral(dn percentege)
ey T “ Own horketoble
CONEUL D= surplug Othero Total
L AT sdon’ = s e R e s S
R G RA EGERE BTial RIS
1= Irivendrum 53 94,7 - 100
2. Quilon | 547 94 .3 - -100
e  Pothonomthitto 540 97.0 - 100
L. Alleppey - 100,0 - ‘00 .
5« Kottoyan ' 345 96.5 3 00
6. Tduldki - 1000 - 100
T Ermiakulon 0.5 99,5 - 100
8. Trichur 1.6 93,4 s 100
9. Polghnt 5.2 94 .8 i 400
.10.  Maloppuronm 21 97.9 - 100
11. Kozghikode ‘42,2 57.8 i 100
12. Wymed - - “100.0 - 102 :
13. Coanenore 041 99.9 - <00
STATE (% 92.9 - 00
Iy gt e e i —_— 1-1
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Yeor: 1084-E5
Toble: 5,3 Estinoted guontum of morketable surplus of

——————

31.
ﬂﬁ.

Peppor
Totol
ﬂintrlct rrﬁduct4nn

{in tonmee)

Morketngle
weh ey i
(3xnl donpes)

S R R TR R AR SIS NCARRC I T
R Trivondrun 925 3 (b
23 Cuilon _ 1394 1315
Ze Pochonorchitio a70 Q4 1
L. Alecprey 846 845
S Xo* uﬂ}fﬂ 973 99
S Idukl F 1778 (o Iy
e ullp*ulpr AT 544
By ﬁlﬂchir 677 66
8, Tolglint . P63 249
18, H’ﬂlr poarenm : 6ED 646
i Xozlhikade 55D 1359
154 yned - - 18%5 1435
i SIS EC +170 4166
Toval 17350 16129 :
Yeor: 1984-85 /
Toble: 5.4 Avernge form price of Pepper
&%' ‘Digtries © Undt frice
i I ML {.-1'..11 151!] 5
B et ST A R A i s R e
3 Trivendrumn Wuintol Al
2 Wuilon | BaL 04
e Pothanenbthitia ol €99
ba Mleppey 2759
5o ¥ottoran n 2902
6 Idukki " 2876
Te Fmokulom ¥ 29098
B, T chur . 29734
Q, Polghat i 2092
10. Maloppuranm -y 2961
17 « Kozhikode ¥ 2917
e Wymad " 2074
135 Comur anre i 2064
. e e . i, | v, o e . e i e -..-—_--'.--.n.--—r-—h———----—:.-
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- Yoor: 1984-85

Table: 5.5 Volue of morkeipble psurplus of pepper

- 83 =

-

E%: Diptrict
(in tonmece
- TR R S T
) Trivendrum B%E
2 Quilon 1315
B Pothonanthitie 941
e Alleppey . 846
(5 Knt?agam 900
6. Idulkici 1778
Te Ernokulon 544
8. Irichur 666
9. Polghat 249
10. Moloppuram €46
11 " Koghikode 1359
12 Wynoda 1835
13. Comonnre 4166
STATE 16121

Marketable gurplus

. o o T i T S Sy e i B e 1 LS 7 R e S e e

Qurniivy

—— e w——

Volur

(Re, in 1okhe)

e T W e - — iy T .

4

ey T e B o o T e e g
=

026
517
o8
233
26/
511
163
192
P

. 191
396
€46
1235

4685
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Tenr: 1984-85

Tevles 5.1 Average gize of Bonone holdings In the
g diptriete and otpte

- - - —— i — - e S T gy e S
o pige of holdings
%i. Metriok hyersge eige of g
a bl m

(in hectarcs)

-I'F-—'-‘"'--""'—' 2— e s

i o e - -

s i i i S o s e, T O
e I ——————p e ——————— P TRl b B —— -

la Iyiypndrun 0 .05

2 Gailon 0.09

T Inthonspthitin 0,06

&, Alleppey 0.06

Se Kotioyon . 0.08

s Ldukk s, 0.05

35 Ernelculon 0.03

s Trichar 0.03

Y ‘Eill@;] {F£19 Qn 11

19 Malappurgnm .03
e Kozlhiikode 0.04
e Wynad 0.07
12« & ConumnoXe Q.CT
STATE 0.06

Yeor: 1984-85

“ables 6.2 Disposel potiern (in perceninge) of the totel
: production of Bonone by types of dimpsgol

———— —— — i ———— ———— e — e — i —— — -, —————— -
| fype of gispseal (in poroentage). |
81. Diptrich sl i) .
Bo e ' = _ Marketsble T
g purplug Tatal

T T - S ———— b A e —————

Trivendrun 10,2 89.8 160
Quilon

Zs . e MGG 100
S Potbononkhitle 6a G531 100
4y i1leppey 12. 87.4 SR
Se fotioyon o e 05.4 100
e Idukki 294 TO.4 120
T Ernckulen 5 94 .4 100
Be Trd clay 6.

3l

833 100

\_ﬂm_ncm-.]mﬁ Oy D

Fpighot 26. T5.4 100
19. Mo loppuren 4. 896.0 109
- g Kozhikode 195 £8.9 100
12, Wynod 12, 87.2 109 .
134 Cran.cngre < 1

9847 400
91.9 400

e — o ——

STLTE

—— T, T S s S

[#4]
-
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Yeor: 1584-85

- Gde-

Toblet 6.3 Egtimoted quentum nf morketoble gurplus of

Bonono
Sl . i o Total Movketobhle
Ko. District production gurplus
Wie: (in tomes) (in towmes)
1 B~ Sl WL . T e = [T sl R R .
= Mrivendrun 11069 SEAL
2. Quilon 150352 15380
Fe Pothonenmthitto 9736 G054
L Alleppoy 11043 9552
B Kottovan 24980 23831
fa Iduklci 2262 1502
y -Emoiuler 26465 2418%
9. Trichor 17500 16420
Qe Palghct 17446 9135
10, Molojrmarem 26529 27548
ol S Kozhixade 12261 1C¢e00
$3, Wyned 6720 EAGO
13, Connonnre 15522 15222
Tstol 1809564 174127
Yeor: 1984-85
Toble 64 = Averoge farnm price of Banono
El L] b is £ & 3
Digtrict Thit Price
g (0 Reel Lot
2 ek 2 B it 3 IS, PR en o1 -5
1% Trivondrum 100 Nog. 69 .42
2. Quilen " 6551
e Pothonomthitio " HB8. 26
b {1leppey i 64.17
Se Kottoyenm " 114
6. Idukcki " 56 7T
T Emelulon " 52,91
8a Trichur " 58,36
0. Polghot " 18.7
10. Malepparam by 5599
c s I Kozhiknde " . 51,29
124 Wymod o 45,94
1%, Conncusre " 48,35
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Yeor: 1984-85

Table: 6.5 Velue of merketoble surplue of Boneno
I DL
07 Qu&nﬁityf Y Value
: (in %onnee) {Re. 1 lokhe)
e S R Y S
1. Trivendrum 9940 449
2. Yuilon 13980 595
Ja . Pothononthitia G064 343
Allepray 9652 40%
5 s Kottayon T 238% 047 ;
€ Iduklci 1552 59
T Ernckulon 24983 859
8. Trichur 16420 - 628
S Polghat 913%5 289
10, Mo loppuran 23548 ' 826
15 Kozhikode 10900 363
12. Wynod 5860 175
135+ Coampnore 15222 478
STATE 174127 6414

. o, 5 . -, . 0 —— e ——

b
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Yeor: 1984-85

Table: T.1 Averpge size of G_nger holdinge in the
diavricte and riote

- -

e - - . e — [ —

- 1 S e ik
ﬁlf Dintyiat : Average slzo of holdings
Qs A _ {an beotares)

e e s e s e S R e . 5

R RS 5 3
i Trvivondrun - p.02
Quilem : 0.04
0.0

T — --—-—---n-l'l'l--ll-- - =

EI
G Pathecuomthitta _ : 05
£ d1lcppey . ' 0.04
B Lot voyom ] 0.12
6. f € 01 5 015
7 Ermpslalon Q:13
3 1 Pricica 0.07
9. Polghat 0.25
30, Mol opravan 011
171 « Korhisade .02
12, Mmaod 0.72
134 Connionere ' 0.12
BTATE i O

e S R R M M R S o i s S s

ffar: 14084 -85

Tpble: 7.2 Digponel petﬁcrn (in pereentege) of the total
: produccism of Ginger by cypee of digparal

Earil L Bype ﬂh_i1QU“501 f*n I'"Pgn_gfgl________
81. Digtriet Conturp  Seeq . Joriotoble 2
40 - ikt ti%ﬁun? Secd purplus Othews . -Tatel
_'T'"" """'-""“FT—-'"'""- 7 e T T —'E__-""__ "";'- ] '_rl' . S . e Pt S et
T frﬁvauﬂrum 44 3 3.2 - 100
2, Wiiilon 0.3 21«6 8.t - 130 "
Zn'ﬁhhﬂmn]1u 0.8 S e I O - 100
z"" 'ﬁ-*l':PpDF ' W - 5-1 94—59 Lo 10"}
5- Kﬂttﬂ;ﬁm 0.6 5,9 96:1 ‘:'.4 1{}G
" f. Idukki - 2655 3.5 - 100
8. Trichur - 76.9+ B63.1 - 102
10, Halappuron - g 9 | 8.9 - 100
11. Kozhikode 1.2 - - - - 100
12, Wymod - -  100,0 - 100
13 Ciameonore 0.1 o 2246 Ti=3 - 100

o
.
X

STATE : 075- 11.9 8T.Te 100

— - o —— — —— e ]
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Yeor: 198385 AT
Teblet 7.3 Eetimntcd quentun of morkeioble gurplue aof
Ginger

S1. By Tasol Merke toble
No. Dictrict . " productisn surplug
(R s o e sk L EOIME R A Eenhen) -

1

1 Trivendrwy ™ 780 GO

2 Wuileon 2615 204 2

i Pochonomthitio 1228 420 -

& dleppey bh4 Gt

Se Kottirvon €413 59778

Ga Iduzct 3379 2484

1. Ernokulon 7385 6262

3 Irichur 156 a8

3o Poalg bok . a86: 831
Ko I Meleppuram 7~ 1C2 624
i Konhikpde 2455 2038
135 Wynad 10554 10554
15 - Cendinnore - A 2967

Totaol 41245 36179 '
Yeor: 1984-85 :
Toble: 7.4+ MAyersge form price of Cinger g
181_1.1 D"_E"t._fiﬂt Thas Price :

o (8 ' - (in Re,) '
""'—"'-'-_'"'-'P'?'—""I" _______________________________________________
R e R R D RN - 0 s L fer e <l

1s Irivendrum Guintal -

. Quilon " 2350

32 Pochenorthitio " 192{|

4. Allcppey . -/

5. Kottoven Fan 2281

6. Iaukki : ® 2191

e - BErmokulon " 2321

8. Trichur " - 7 “

9. Pelghot s 2259 -

10, Maloppurom " 1508 -

11 Kozhikede A S e g 3

2a Wyund . 2196
i - Conminninyre "







. Yeor::1984~85

—|rﬁa-
Lo f

Toble: T-'jr_ Volue of morketsble surplus of Ginger

T s S . B g e

Herketoble gurolns

e, S e —

§a: © - Diotuict g v LN
[in Somnes) (Rpadin ackhn
ol Lok o P O R IR S NS e
. Trivm.ldrum 610 -
2o Quilen . 2042 480
% Pothononihitio =40l 235
il Lileppoy 621 -
o Kottoyon 57718 1313
B Taulki 2454 ’ 542
TS Ernokulon 6262 1453
8. Tyi chur g -
9. Polghot 881 192
s S I'ﬂmle-.ppurnﬁ 624 107
7 il Eozhiksde 20%8 464
12 Wyned 10554 2318
g i 28 Comnnore 2GAT 656
STATE 36119 1774 i
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