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COST OFCULTIVAITON OF GROUNDNUT

* M .R. Gote, ** Dr. M .B. Khodiar,
*** B R. Sadhu **** Serene Shekhar

4 S A eSO N Iy ain sty ooy ar
2 i

VI I '/,! o 5 lu!',M//"-f! 308y 5 /
ABSTRACT

G B AN,
Aresearch study was conducted on 90 farmers of Palanpur and Deesa talukas of Banaskantha distric
of Gujarat Satefor estimatingthecost of groundnut production. Multistagestratified randomsamplin
technique was adopted to select the farmers. The requisite data was collected through personal
interviews with the farmers with the help of pre-tested comprehensive schedules related to Khari
groundnut crop for the year 2005-06. It was calculated that the average cost of cultivation and n
income per hectare of groundnut crop was Rs.22526/- and Rs.3581/-, respectively for the year 2005
2006. Thetotal cost and grossreturn over Cost-A, Cost-B, Cost-C, and Cost-C, of small farmersw.
highest and decreased with increase in the size of holding.

Introduction popularized oilseed crop among the farming
Oilseed crops have been the backbone of agricultgghmunity in Banaskantha district. Palanpur and
economy of India from time to time immemoriaDeesa two talukas of Banaskantha district were
Oilseeds accountfor one-ninth of the total agricultugalrposively selected for in depth studythe next
production in India and rank next to food grainstage, three villages from Palanpur viZegrpura,
Important oilseed crops in India are: Groundnialan and Merwada and three villages from Deesa
Rapeseed and Mustard, Sesamum, LinsedthBef, taluka viz., Kant, Malgadh atvhdaval were selected
Castor Sunflower and NigeGroundnut is the mostrandomly At the last stage, a stratified random
important crop among the oilseed crops grown in @mpling technique was used for the selection of
countryltisimportant notonly fromthe point of viewfarmers. Farmers were classified into different
of its contribution to the national agriculturatategoriesi.e., small, medium and large on the basis
production, but also because of its industrial usepfttheir land holding capacitfFrom each category

is an important oilseed crop of the counBgcause five farmers from each village were randomly selected.
of its utility as food for the common man and as ramus, the final sample consisted of 90 farmers from
material for some industries to manufacture soagis.villages.

hair oils, lubricants, textile, auxiliaries, etc. ThResultsand Discussion:

commercial importance of the groundnut crop The cost of cultivation per hectare of groundnut with
increasing with the establishment of solvedtfferent sizes of farm in the year 2005-2006 is
extraction plants. Thus, increasing the productipresented iffable 1 The average cost of cultivation
and marketable surplus of groundnut is of vitef groundnut was estimated Rs.22526.ha
importance to the national econaifigus, the presentThe details of cost of production as shown in table
study was conducted with the objective of estimatiirglicated that small farmers have the highest cost of
the cost of groundnut production in Banaskantpeoduction (Rs.23030 Hafollowed by large farmers
district of Gujarat state. (Rs.22578 hg) and medium farmers (Rs.22457ha
Methodology In order to evaluate the objective of thie was observed that small farmers have accounted
study a multistage stratified random samplingajor share of bullock labour (17.82 %), rental value
technique was adopted. The area of the study whswn land (17.32 %) and family labour (10.19 %)
Banaskantha district of North Gujarat region of théhich was higher as compared to medium and large
Gujarat State. The Banaskantha district was seledtgthers. While the share of hired human labour (9.65
purposively because the groundnut crop is mesfwas higher for large farmers. The percentage share
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of the cost of family labour decreased and costlbivas further revealed that the percentage share of
hired human labour and total human labour increaaan yard manure was highestin case of small farmers
with the increase in the size of holding. This trelad compared to medium and large farmers because
was due to fact that small farmers mostly dependsmmall farmers were in the position to supply more
their family labours for farm operations, while largguantity of farm yard manure to their fields while, the
farmers have to depend on hired labours foost of chemicalfertilizer was more in medium size of
completing their farm operations intime. The shareadldings. It was also observed that small, medium
the interest of fixed capital, depreciation decreasawt large farmers earned Rs.3427,Rs.3583 and Rs.3603
with the increase in the size of holdings. per hectare respectively over Cost-Thus, it was

Tade 1: Details of oost of attivetion of groubdap per hedare in Baneskantha distric ditHiate for the year 20062006
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clear from the table that large size of holdings gobnclusion:
more profit than small and medium size of holdingBhe average cost of groundnut cultivation was
Table 2 shows diérent costs of cultivation with theirRs.22526 hafor the district and returns over Cost-
netincome over different costs. It was indicated tigtCost-B, Cost-Cand Cost-Cwas decreased with
the Cost-A, was higher for large farmers (Rs.1477 Linerease in the size of holdingsnong the individual
1) than rest of the farmer groups. Genetrdllymers items, bullock labour value was highest followed by
always count operational cost and get profit fromntal value of own land, value of seed, hired lapour
Cost-A. It was observed that higher net return gamily labour miscellaneous cost, farm yard manure
hectare was earned by large farmers (Rs.36@8 hatc. The family labour cost decreased and cost of
Netincome over Cost-A was highest for small farménised labour increased with increase in size of holding
(Rs.12128 hd), followed by medium farmersbecause smallfarmers used more of family labours for
(Rs.11451 hd) and large farmers (Rs.11410"dt their farm operations, whereas, large farmers had to
was also concluded that small, medium and ladgpend on hired labour for completing their farm
farmers earned anincome of Rs.342% R&.3583 ha operations in time. The cost of family labour was
tand Rs.3603 heover Cost-G, respectivelyThe net highest for small farmers and decreased withincrease
income over total cost i.e., Cos}-lDcreased with insize of holdings.The cost of groundnut production
increase in the size of farms. forthe year 2005-2006 showed thatthe average income
over total cost was Rs.3581"h&he net income of
large farmer was the highest being Rs.3608 ha
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1% Perumal (2000) revealed that irrigated groundnut cultivation was more profitable than rainfed cultivation. Eventhough
the net price received by groundnut growers in regulated markets was very high as compared to other modes of sales. Majority
of the respondents sold their produce only at the village level because of risk aversion. 1% Hancock et al. (2001) from
their study they revealed that forming a new generation groundnut co-operative might be an economically viable solution
to groundnut producé& marketing problemsThe projected discounted benefit : cost ratios ranged from 1.9 to 1.4 over

a ten years period. 1% Singh (2002) examined the growth and variability in area, production and productivity of major
oilseed crops (groundnut, rapeseed, mustard and sesame) in Gujarat. He concluded that area was the main factor for the
total growth of production of oilseed crops yield and interactidecef are secondar{® Roy and Shiyani (2003) studied

on technical and socio-economic constraints to rainfed groundnut production in India were identified from their study they
concluded that researchable issues were also explored based ion the prioritization of the production constraints. 1%
Ramakrishna et al. (2004) they conducted that during the rainy seasons of 2002 and 2003 in drought — Prone districts
of Andhra Pradesh, India, to demonstrate the beneficiattsfof improved groundnut production technologies from their

study they concluded that improved production technologies have higher yields at all the locations. The pod yield was 1.22
t/ha in 2002 and 1.64 t/ha in 2003. 1% Singh and Chandra (2004) examined the average cost of cultivation of groundnut
at all India level in 1997-98. It was computed at Rs.1094 per quintal. They also concluded a negative growth rate of 3 per
cent per annum in groundnut area during 1990-91 to 1997-98 indicates that farmers have shifted to othier crals.

the crop more remunerative, it was suggested that yields have to be increased further at a reduced cost.

76 » =¥ varfafRPEa=2 vos sSaesae2TsT

Table :




