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Studies on the importance of credit for development of socio-
economic statusof borrowersin district Jaunpur (U.P)
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SUMMARY : This study was conducted in district Jaunpur (U.P.) during (1996-98 to assess the importance of
credit for development of socio-economic status of barrowers. The study was carried out with 150 branches. The
study revealed that the beneficiaries have some better education as compared to non beneficiaries due to credit
facilitieswith better return. Study displayed that the barrowers|oan created better innovation towardsirrigation.
High yielding varieties and land use pattern which increased cropping intensity as well asyield and income of
majority respondents (92%) engaged in agriculture and allide enterprises. Over all 56.7 per cent respondentsfrom
all size groups were found with better socio-economic status though credit facilities provided by lead bank as

compared to non beneficiaries.
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BACKGROUND AND OBJECTIVES

Therura poverty is rampant in eastern and
southern region of the state, which at one time
was considered pace setter for the country
economic and social development.

Credit system of course playsavital rolein
this context. The need for institutional financefor
agricultural development wasfelt long back, when
grant of Takavi and land improvement loan were
the only form of state help. But it was only after
independencethat, greater concernfor improving
the institutional farm credit system was visible.
Theall IndiaRura Credit Committee established,
by the Govt. of Indiain the year 1969, suggested
specific measures for improvement of the weaker
sections of the farming community. One of its
specific recommendati ons was the establishment
of specidized funding agencieslike, SFDA (Small
Farmers Development Agency) and MFAL
(Marginal Farmersand Agricultural Labourers) to
deal withthe problem of small and marginal farmers.
The growing demand for credit led to theinitiation
of lead bank scheme during December 1969 by the
Reserve Bank of India with introduction of high
yielding varieties and multiple cropping system, a

vast change is clearly visible in our agriculture
consequently for higher level of input use
adequate and timely cash credit flow is further
gaining importance.

Union Bank of Indiawas also established as
alead bank for the source of supply of farm credit
to the farmers for different purposes. The
importance of this lead bank on socio-economic
condition of borrowerswere studied intwo blocks
of Jaunpur district.

RESOURCES AND METHODS

The study was laid out at district Jaunpur of
U.P. during 1996-98. Among the total of 21
devel opment block indistrict Jaunpur, 2 block were
selected randomly for the study. They were
Mariahu and Ram Nagar, blocks of Tehsil Mariahu.
A list of all branches of lead bank of the selected
blockswas prepared and one branch of each block,
completed three years of operation was selected
randomly. These selected two branches were
Union bank of India, Mariahu and Ram Nagar.
After preparation of alist of villagersfalling under
each of two selected lead bank branches wise
villages were selected randomly for each blocks.

HIND AGRICULTURAL RESEARCH AND TRAINING INSTITUTE



RAJESH RAI AND ARUN J. RAI

A list of all the beneficiaries for each of the selected village
was prepared. A random sample of 150 farmers was drawn
from the universe categorized as marginal farmers (0-1 ha),
small farmers (I-2 ha) and big fanners (2 ha and above size
group). The number of respondents under each of these three
categories and villages were maintained in probability
proportion. Thetotal sample of 150 respondents comprised of
75 marginal farmers, 65 small farmersand 10 big farmers. The
investigation was conducted by survey method. The primary
data were collected by personally interviewing the
respondents. Necessary evidence were collected with the help
of schedules and questionnaires prepared and pre tested with
asmall sample of respondentsfinally chosen for present study.
The secondary data were obtained from main branch of the
lead bank (Union Bank of India) Jaunpur.

OBSERVATIONS AND ANALYSIS

The study revealed that the distribution of 150 farmers
receiving loan from the lead bank (Union Bank of India)
Jaunpur was according to their age group and out of 150
respondents, 108 farmers belonged to 30-50 years age group,
27 farmerswere above 50 yearsage group, whileonly 15 farmers
belonged to the age group below 30 years. Among size group
marginal farmershaving credit facilitieswere 50 per cent of the
total followed by 43.3 per cent small farmersand 6.7 per cent

Tablel: Distribution of respondents accor ding to age groups

big farmers. Thisindicatesthat the marginal and small farmers
are resource poor dependent on the credit facilities rather than
resource rich big fanners (Tablel).

Data presented in Table 2 indicate that the dominancy of
illiteracy among marginal and small groups of respondents
clubbed together (44%), receiving the credit facilities. Its half
(22.60%) respondents fell under the category read and write
only. Only 3.3 per cent respondents were found graduate
followed by 2 per cent intermediate, 6.7 per cent high school,
5.3 per cent junior high school and 10 per cent respondents,
having primary level of education. It isfound that the literacy
percentage among small and marginal farmers were very low
compared to big farmers. Perhapsit may - be dueto less capital
holding and lower income with only low level of employment
among margina and small farmers compared to the big farmers.

Itinevident from the dataavailablein Table 3 that mgjority
of the beneficiaries (marginal small and big) constituting about
76 per cent belonged to the nuclear family system while rest
other respondents had joint family system. The maximum
respondents (28%) of this category were margina farmers.
Thiswasfollowed by 26 per cent under small and big category
farmers. Similar patternwas observed in the case of joint family
too. It is aso observed that the beneficiaries had some better
education pattern as compared to non beneficiaries. It reflects
that credit played better role to upgrade literacy percentage
among respondents.

No. of farmersin respective age group

Category of farmers n=150 Below 30 years 30-50 years Above 50 years Tota
Marginal 75 (50.0) 8(5.33) 58 (35.70) 9 (6.00) 75 (50.00)
Small 65 (43.3) 5 (4.00) 44 (29.30) 15 (10.00) 65 (43.30)
Big 10 (6.7) 1(0.7) 6 (4.00) 3(2.00) 10 (6.7)
Total 150 (100.00) 15 (10.00) 108 (72.00) 27 (18.00) 150 (100.00)
Table2: Distribution of farmersaccording to their level of education
No. and % age
Category n=150 Illiterate Can read Can regd Primary . H. High Intermediate Graduate Total
only and write School school
Marginal 75 (50.0) 38(25.3) 5(3.3) 20(13.3) 4(2.7) 3(20.0 3(2.0) 1(0.7) 1(0.7) 75 (50.0)
Small 65 (43.3) 28(18.7) 4(2.7) 11(7.3) 10 (6.7) 4(2.7) 6 (4.0) 1(0.7) 1(0.7) 65 (43.3)
Big 10 (6.7) - 3(2.0) 1(0.7) 1(0.7) 1(0.7) 1(0.7) 3(2.0) 10 (6.7)
Total 150 (100.0) 66 (44.0) 9 (6.0) 34 (22.6) 15(10.0) 8(5.3) 10 (6.7) 3(2.0 5(3.3) 150 (100.0)
Table 3: Typeand size of family respondents
:Za?tne]g’o;y a n=150 Less e Tamly More Less ey More Total
than 5 members than 5 members than 5 members than 5 members
Marginal 75 (50.10) 42 (28.00) 11(7.33) 8(5.33) 14 (9.33) 75 (50.0)
Small 65 (43.3) 39(26.0) 15(10.0) 5(3.33) 6 (4.00) 64 (43.3)
Big 10 (6.7) 5(3.3) 2(1.33) 2(1.33) 1(0.7) 10 (6.7)
Total 150 (100.00) 86 (57.3) 28 (18.66) 15 (10.00) 21 (14.00) 150 (100.00)
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Table4: Land use pattern among different categoriesfarmers

gtnigerosty o n=150 Total land in area Irrigated land in (area) Waste I:nagd e uss'igle cropping Double cropping
Marginal 75.0 (50.00) 31.0(16.3) 31.0(16.6) - 31.0(17.5)
Small 65.0 (43.3) 85.0 (44.7) 85.0 (45.5) - 85 (48.0)
Big 10.0(6.7) 74.8 (39.0) 71.0 (38.00) 3.0(1.6) 10.0 (5.3) 6.0 (34.5)
Total 150.0 (100.00) 190.0 (100.00) 187.0 (100.00) 3.0(1.6) 10.0 (5.3) 177.0 (100.00)
Table5: Distribution of farmerson the basis of their occupation

Category of farmers Crop cultivation Animal husbandry Labour Service Other n =150
Marginal 40 (26.7) 10(6.7) 15 (10.0) 2(13) 8 (5.3) 75 (50.0)
Small 30(70.0) 15 (10.0) 10(6.7) 4(2.7) 6 (4.0) 65 (43.3)
Big 8(5.3) - 1(0.7) 1(0.7) 10 (6.7)
Total 78 (100.0) 25 (16.7) 25 (16.7) 7(4.7) 15 (10.0) 150 (100.0)
Table 6 : Relationship between categories of farmersand their socio-economics status

Socio-economic status Margina No. ofS:;\‘raerers Big n =150

Upper 35(23.3) 45 (30.0) 5(3.3) 85 (56.7)
Middle 30(20.0) 16 (10.7) 4(2.7) 50 (33.3)

Lower 10(6.7) 4(2.7) 1(0.7) 15(10.0)

Total 75 (50.0) 65 (43.3) 10(6.7) 150 (100.0)

Dataavailablein Table 4 indicate that the all the groups
of farmerswere conscious about irrigation. The marginal and
small farmerstogether 62.1 per cent had irrigated land followed
by big farmers who had 38 per cent irrigated land. Similarly,
the small farmers 48 per cent had double cropping pattern
followed by big farmers (34.5%) and marginal ones (17.5%)
only 5.3 per cent area of big farmersfall under single cropping
pattern. Thus, the scope at credit utilizationin observed among
all categories of house holds. The mgjority at small and
marginal farmers together (65.5%) have double cropping
system due to availing the credit facilities by lead banks.

The data of Table 5 indicates that the main occupation of
the respondents was agriculture. Categories when observed,
percentage of small farmerswas highest (70%). It wasfollowed
by marginal (26.7%) and big farmers (5.3%). The marginal and
small farmers diversified their occupation more than big
farmers. Hardly 0.7 per cent big farmers engaged in services
and 0.7% in other occupations. It is clear that credit utilization
upgrade the occupational skill aswell as standard of life.

Itisevident fromthe resultsavailablein Table 6 that 56.7
per cent of the respondents obtaining credit belonged to upper
level of socio-economic status followed by 33.3 per cent of
thefarmers belonged to middle and only 10 per cent bel onged
to lower socio-economic status. But, socio-economic status
when observed group wise, it was found highest (30 %) of
small farmers in upper status followed by marginal 23.3 per
cent. In case of middle status the higher performance was of
marginal farmers (20 %) followed by small farmers(10.7%) and
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that of big ones (2.7 %) like wise in lower socio-economic
status, the highest percentage (6.7%) was in the case of
marginal farmers followed by small and big farmers which
means size of holding and socio-economic status are in the
inverse proportion, but overall credit facilities enhanced the
socio economic status of the respondents. These results
confirm the findings of Lekshmi et al. (1998) and Deogonkar
(1994).

Conclusion:

The majority of borrowers ranked low on economic
motivation scale followed as medium and high in that order
on over all basis 52.7 per cent respondents belonged to low
level of economic motivation. Category wise analysisreflects
that the big farmers hold to the extent of 50 per cent on high
level economic motivation. While mgjority of marginal and
small respondents scored as low and medium. It seems that
the economic motivation increased with the increasein size of
holding. As regards the recovery pattern about 65 per cent
respondentswere repaying the crop loan timely within 6 month
while 35 per cent respondents recovered the loan with in 6
months to one year time period. The study focused that
majority of small and marginal farmers who had low level
resources but after availing the credit facilities their literacy
percentage, land use pattern, income and employment
opportunities had increased resulted in, increased their socio
economic status.



RAJESH RAI AND ARUN J. RAI

Authors’ affiliations :

J. RAI, Department of Agriculture Economics, C.S.A. University of
Agriculture and Technology, KANPUR (U.P) INDIA

REFERENCES

Anonymous (1996). Review of Indian cooperatives.

Deogonkar, C.K. (1994). Agriculture finance in backward region.
Asian Eco. Rev,, 36 (1) : 35-43.

Dhandyal, S.P. (1981). Farm Management (An Economic Analysis)
Friends Publicatinon, 90 Krishnapuri, Meerut.

Evaluation study series (1994) National Bank of Agriculture and
rural development, 3(1) 3p.

Lekshmi, S. Rumine, B. and Thomas, J. (1998). Characteristics
of defaultersin Agricultural credit use. Indian J. Agric. Economics,
53 (4) : 640-647.

Ojha, P.D. (1989). Indian experiencein providing finance for rural
development. National Bank Meaus, 5 (4) : 184.

Pasricha, J.S. (1993). Book Banking and rural development.

Agric. Update, 7(3&4) Aug. & Nov., 2012 : 330-333
Hind Agricultural Research and Training Institute



