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TABLE I

AGE PROFILES (PRINCIPAL OCCUPATION)

N, Holders ’ , N, Agr. Workers
0 0

7

11

23

16

5

[
N

(6 at 35)

3
4
7
3
1
0
1
1




TABLE 2: LITERACY

All Persons

Males

Females

Per Cent | Number of
Illiterate | Illiterates

Per Cent
Illiterate

Number of
Illiterate

Per Cent
Illiterate

Number of
Illiterates




TABLE 3

PARTICIPATION IN SECONDARY AGRICULTURAL
LABOR MARKET

Individual Characteristics

Probability of Entering
Secondary Agricultural
Labor Market

Illiterate child*

" Illiterate Holder

Literate Holder

Illiterate Other Employment**
Literate Other Employment**
Illiterate Housewife

Literate Housewife

Child Student

Adult Student

(N = 1124)

(All coefficients significant
at 5% level.)

*Includes underage (K6 years old).




TABLE "4:

DISTRIBUTION OF CULTIVATED AREA" IN THE
TOTAL SAMPLE BY SIZE OF CULTIVATED AREA

e

SIZE. RANGE OF
CULTIVATED AREA

PER CENT OF TOTAL CULTIVATED AREA
IN THE SAMPLE WHICH IS CULTIVATED
BY THE FARMERS IN THE SIZE RANGE

) |
PER CENT OF'
FARMERS "IN
SIZE CLASS

Feddans
Feddans

Feddans

Feddans

10+ Feddans

(2 20 Feddans)

Gini Coefficient:

3.734787
20.94757
13.91935
15.5644

45.83389

(42.0)

25

45

14

10

6

* cultivated area is area owned and managed by the farmer and any
land he rents from others.




TABLE 5 : DISTRIBUTION OF CULTIVATED ARER IN THE
TOTAL SAMPLE BY SIZE OF CULTIVATED AREA
WITHOUT "LARGE FARMER" VILLAGE '

PER CENT OF TOTAL CULTIVATED AREA PER CENT OF
IN THE SAMPLE WHICH IS CULTIVATED TOTAL FARMS
BY THE FARMERS IN THE SIZE RANGE IN CLASS

SIZE RANGE OF
CULTIVATED AREA

0-1 Feddans ' 7.928959 - 28.3

1-3 Feddans 39.17664
3-5 Feddans 24.61916
5-10 Feddans 28.27525

10+ Feddans 0

Gini Coefficient: ,36

*Cultivated area is area owned and managed by the farmer and any
land he rents from others.




TABLE 6: DISTR&BUTION OF OWNED AREA IN TOTAL
SAMPLE, BY SIZE OF OWNED AREA

Per Cent of Total Owned
Size Range of Owned Area Area in the Sample Which

Is Owned by the Farmers in the
Size Range

0-1 Feddans . 8.009872

1-3 Feddans 17.05744
3-5 Feddans 18.2578
5-10 Feddans 6.192506

10+ Feddans 50.48239




TABLE 7: DISTRIBUTION OF OWNED AREA IN TOTAL SAMPLE,
BY SIZE OF OWNED AREA WITHOUT '»"LARGB FARMER"
VILLAGE.

Per Cent of Total Owned

Size Range of Owned Area Area in the Sample Which

Is Owned by the Farmers in the
Size Range

0-1 Feddans ' " 19.10403

1-3 Feddans ’ 34.53159
3-5 Feddans 38.19444
5-10 Feddans ‘ A 8.169935

10+ Feddans . 0




TABLE 8:

!'.

'MEAN PERCENTAGE.OF AREA CROPPED
IN FIVE CROP CLASSIFICATIONS BY
SIZE OF CROPED AREA

Size
Range
of
Cultivated
Area

T
Mean

|

Mean

Percentage§ Percentage

of
Cultivated
Area
in

Cotton

for
Farms in
the Size
Range

of
Cultivated
Area
in
Grains
and
Beans
for
Farms in
the Size
Range

Mean
Percentage
of
Cultivated
.Area
. in
Fruits
Vegetables
Tubers
for
Farms in
the Size
Ranqge*

Mean
Percentage
of
Cultivated
Area
in
Forage

for
Farms in
the Size

Range

Mean
Percentage
of
Cultivated
Area
in
Other
Crops

for
Farms in
the Size
Range

0-1

8.421121
21.29134
11.38893
14.20984

23.01358

44.28847
40.07064
49.30659
53.14237

36.03159

45.09974
38.63802
32.I0688
32.6478

40.95482 .

2.190676

0

0

*Per cent fruit vegetables, tubers and per cent other
crops had only one nonzeroc observation each.




TABLE 9

CROPPING INTENSITY BY FARM SIZE

Farm Size

Cultivated Area .

Cropped Area

Intensity Index*

0-1 Feddans

1-3

- 220

Total

11.17 Feddans
62.65

41.63

46.55

(10.08)
127.00

299.08

39.60 Feddans

115.64

76.30

70.72

©211.00

513.26

*Cropped Area/Cultivated Area

**Qne farm only




TABLEle:

MACHINE, ANIMAL, AND LABOR

HOURS PER FEDDAN, BY FARM

SIZE GROUP

Machine Hours
per Feddan

Animal Hours
per Feddan

Human Hours
per Feddan

Total Area
in Feddans

0-1 Feddans
1-3 Feddans

3-5 Feddans

5-10 Feddans

10+ Feddans

155.2015
89.63447
124.8595
77.29753

99.9037

225.8762
127.7989
134.3742
77.35983

29.06332

1420.784
1034.142
811.3277
640.1046

641.1203

10.67

62.65

41:.63

46 .55

137.08




TABLE 1l1: MECHANIZATION, BY OPERATION

Per cent of Farms in Size Class
Which Have Some* Mechanization

Operation

0

Tl Feddans

1-3 Feddans

3-5 Feddans

5-10 Feddans

10+ Feddans

Ploughing
Planting
Irrigation
Fertilizing
Harvesting
Threshing

Transport

L

94.

12

100

24

90

40

100

29

100

100

100

40

60

* "Some" means non-zero machine

hours reported




TABLE 12: LIVESTOCK OWNERSHIP, BY
FARM-SIZE CLASS

{ ) Sum Mean
-1959.0000 7.7126
Female Cow 74 .0000 1.6818
0 through 1 Feddans . 25.0000 ©1.3889
1 - 3 Feddans : 30.6000 2.0000
3 - 5 Feddans 15.0000 .1.8750
5 - 10 Feddans 1.0000 1.0000
10 - 20 Feddans 2.0000 2.0000
20+ Feddans 1.0000 1.0000

Male Cow 18.0000 3.0000
0 through 1 Feddans 10.0000 3.3333
1 - 3 Feddans "6.0000 - 6.0000
3 - 5 Feddans 1.0000 : 1.0000
20+ Feddans 1.0000 1.0000

Female Buffalo 62.0000 1.3778
0 through 1 Feddans 22.0000 1.2941
1 - 3 Feddans 18.0000 1.2000
3 - 5 Feddans 17.0000 1.7000
5 - 10 Feddans 4.0000 2,0000
20+ Feddans 1.0000 1.0000

Male Buffalo 1.0000 1.0000
20+ Feddans 1.0000 1.0000

Cow Calves 28.0000 2.8000
0 - 1 Feddans . 14.0000 2.0000
1l - 3 Feddans 3.0000 3.0000
3 - 5 Feddans - 10.0000 10.0000
- 10 - 20 Feddans ) i 1.0000 1.0000

Buffalo Calves ' 5.0000 1.6667
0 through 1 Feddans 2.0000 2.0000
3 - 5 Feddans . 2.0000 . 2.0000
5 - 10 Feddans ' 1.0000 1.0000

Sheep , 15.0000 1.6667
0 through 1 Feddan 5.0000 1.6667
] - 3 Feddans 3.0000 1.5000

3 - 5 Feddans : 7.0000 1.7500




Table 12 (con't)

Goats

0 through 1 Feddans
1-3 Feddans

3-5 Feddans

5-10 Feddans

Camels
1 - 3 Feddans

Donkevs

0 through-1 Feddans
1l - 3 Feddans

3 - 5 Feddans

5 - 10 Feddans

10 - 20 Feddans

20+ Feddans

Poultfy

0 through 1 Feddans
1 - 3 Feddans

3 - 5 Feddan.

5 - 10 Feddans

10 - 20 Feddans

20+ Feddans

25,0000
9.0000
g.0000
3.0000
5.0000

1.0000
1.0000

83.0000
37.0000
22.0000
19.0000
2.,0000
1.0000
2.0000

1647.0000
823.0000
499.0000
238.0000

50.0000
7.0000
30.0000

1.7857
1.8000
1.6200
1.5000
1.59000

1.0000
1.0000

1.4068
1.3214

1.2941
1.7273
2.0000
1.0000
2.0000

26.5645
29.3929
23.7619
26.4444
25.0000

7.0000
30.0000




TABLE 13

ANIMALS PER CULTIVATED FEDDAN

Farm
Size
Class
(Feddans)

Female
Cow

Male
Cattle

|

]
‘

Female

; Butffalo

~y—

Buffalo
Calf

Chickens

0-1

1-3

2.24

.48

.36

.02
.20

.01

.90

.10

©1.97

.29

.41

.09

.18

73.7
7.96
5.72
1.07

.70

<24

*Only one fafm




TABLE

YEARLY LIVESTOCK LABOR,

14

BY SEX AND AGE GROUP

Sex and Age Group

Sum

Mean Days of
Livestock Labor

Household Head T
wife t

Male >16 years¥
Female >167

Male Pupils D167

Female Pupils >1671
Male Children <167
Female Children<Cl67%

Male Pupils <167
Female Pupils <16+
. Adult Male 316 *
Male Children<16 >
Adult Male >16 %%
Male child <16**

Total

21765.0000
34016.0000
20676.0000
19648.0000
526.0000
145.0000
1937.0000
5803.0000
352.0000
540.0000
2953.0000
1155.0000
2657.0000
676.0000

113109.0000

109.3719
200.0941
156.6364
251.8974
105.2000
145.0000
161.4167
241.7917-
70.4000
270.0000
147.6500
288.7500
221.4167
169.0000

168.8

+Members of Holders family
*Agricultural Workers

* % ''permanent' agricultural workers (i.e.,

"hired hands')



TABLE 15:

CROP, LIVESTOCK LABOR FOR FARM FAMILY,
BY FARM SIZE CLASS

Crop
Hours

Livestock
Hours

Per Cent
Crop

Per Cent
Livestock

All Farms

0-1 Feddan
1-3 Feddan
3-5 Feddan
5-10 Feddén

10+ Feddan

231,406
15,160
64,784
33,776

29,797

87,885

148,647
31,794

51,273

24,393

23,593

17,594

380,053
46,954
116,062
58,169
53,390

105,479




TABLE 16

SEASONAL DISTRIBUTION OF LIVESTOCK LABOR} BY FARM SIZE

SEASONAL DISTRIBUTION OF LIVESTOCK LABOR
BY FARM SIZE

Farm Size Class ' . Labor Hours per Feddan
per Year

3,261
925
586

507
128




TABLE 17

Total Labor Hours in Sample = 237576.9
Total Number of Reported Instances = 22396

Total Household Labor Hours = 96271.66

Household Labor as a Percentage of Total Labor = 40.52231

Total Hired Labor Hours = 138397.6
Hired Labor as a Percentage of Total Labor 58.25379

Total Other Labor Hours = 2907.7
Other Labor.as a Percentage of Total Labor 1.223898

Total Male Labor Hours = 159276.1

Male Labor as a Percentage of Total Labor - 67.04189
Total Female Labor Hours = 78300.87

Female Labor as a Percentage of Total Labor = 32.95811

Total Adult Labor Hours = 144898.3"

Adult Labor as a Percentage of Total Labor 60.99004

Total Child Labor Hours = 92678.68
- child Labor as a Percentage of Total Labor 39.00996




TABLE 18

Farm Size Ranges,
in Feddans Cultivated

Distribution of Labor Inputs
Percentages of Total Labor

-éousehold Labor

Hired Labor

Other Labor

0-1 Feddans
1-3 Feddans
Feddans
Feddans

Feddans

62.55034

48.25681

49.43672

41.40504

26.79531

N

35.18717
51.07447
48.16028
58.5686

71.75506

2.262493
0.6687129
2.403002
0.02635753

1.449625




TABLE 19

HIRED LABOR HOURS PER FEDDAN,
BY FARM SIZE CLASS

Farm Size Class = Hired Labor Hours per
(Feddans) Feddan per Year

0-1 . 500
1-3 . 527
3-5 391
5-10 : 371
10+ ‘ 460




TABLE 20

DISTRIBUTION OF CROP LABOR INPUT,*
BY OPERATION: PER CENT FAMILY VS HIRED

.

Operation

Ll t
Operatipn as | -~ Per Cent | Per Cent
Per Cent of | Family T Hired
Total Labor Time ! Labor | Laber
: i

Plowing
Scrape, Ridge

Scraping

Planting

Irrigation

Fertilizer Application i

Hoeing §
Harvesting

Thréshing

Separatiog

Maize Separating
Manual ?est Control
Transportation

"Other"

Marketing

*Hours, Unweighted




TABLE 21

DISTRIBUTiON OF CROP LABOR TIME,
BY OPERATION: PER CENT ADULT VS CHILD

OPERATION

Plowing
Scrape, Ridge

Scraping

Planting

Irrigation

Fertilizer Application
Hoeing

Harvesting

Threshing

Separating

Maize Separating
Manual Pest Contzrol
Transport

"Other"

Marketing




TABLE 22

DISTRIBUTION OF ADULT, CHILD CROP
LABOR TIME

(
Per Cent of Per Cent of

Operation
P Adult Time Child Time

Plowing

Scrape Ridge
Scraping

Planting

Irrigation
Fertilizer Application
Hoeing

Harvesting
Threshing '
Separating

Maize Séparating
Manual Pest Control
Transp. ’

"Other"

Marketing




TABLE 23

DISTRIBUTION OF MALE, FEMALE ADULT

CROP LABOR TIME

OPERATION

Per Cent of
Male Time

Per Cent of
Female Time

Plowing

Scrape, Ridge
Scraping

Planting

Irrigation
Fertilizer Application
Hoeing

Harvesting

Threshing

Separating

Maize Separating
Manual Pest Control
Transport

"Other"

Marketing

2
2
1l
6

26

9
12
15

=

L




TABLE 24

DISTRIBUTION OF ADULT CROP LABOR TIME
BY OPERATION: PER CENT MALE, FEMALE

Male Time Female Time
as % Total as % Total

OPERATION

Plowing E 97.6 2.4
Scrape, Ridge L 96.7 i 3.4
Scraping | 92.8 i 7.2
Planting I 59.0 i 41.0
Irrigation - N f 91.4 : 8.6

Fertilizer Application . 75.6 ; 24 .4

Hoeing _ : 98.2 . - 1.8

Harvesting 52.6 o 47.4
Threshing 83.1 . ©16.9
éeparating 85.1 ; 14.9
Maize Sep 26.4 - 74.6
Manual Pest Control 73.9 f ‘ 26.1
Transport 98.3 i 1.7
"Other" ' 73.7

Marketing , —_




TABLE 25

.DISTRIBUTION OF LABOR TIME
Hired Labor Family Labor
Per Cent | Per Cent Per Cent Per Cent |Per Cent 'per cent

M-time F-time Chi-time M-time F-time Chi-time
: . H . i

OPERATION

Plowing 4.7 | ; 2.8

i
H
i
i

Scrape,Ridge [ 1.1 i 1 1.8

Scraping 1.0 { ; i 1.3
Planting - 6.2 é j ' E 6.0
Irrigation 11.7 ; ' ; 37.3

Fertl}lzgr 7.1 . : ; 11.0
Applica. i :

Hoeing ‘ 5 : | 3-3
Harvesting : ' ; 10.6
Threshing : ‘ . 2.1
Separating : 3 2.1
Maize Sep. C e ; . o -8

Manual Pest
Control

Transport

"Other_ll

Per cent of
Total Time
for Each
Category




TABLE 26

TOTAL WORK DAYS OF ADULT HIRED LABOR, BY MONTH

Male Days - , Female Days
(N = 58) : (N = 8)

400 30
523 25
652 57
745 39
960 . 74

1048 ' 99
548 - 26

~ 255 ; 11
461 72

1166
832
281




TABLE 27

EMPLOYMENT OF HIRED AGRICULTURAL WORKERS,
AGR-RELATED WORKERS AND NON-AGR.-REL. WORKERS:
DAYS PER PERSON PER MONTH (MEANS)

Agr. ’ Agr. Labor Agr-Rel. Noh-Agr. Rel.
Workers Workers* Availability’ Workers Workers
(Ad.males) (Ad.males) Agr .Workers (All) (AlLl)
(Aall)

11.76 13.62
9.0 13.41 13.4
11.24 15.16 14.1
12.8 15.2 . - 13.8
16.55 18.82 17.3
18.07 20.55 20.25
9.45 12.45 19.5
4.4 - 12.14 18.2
7.95 13.56 17.42
20.1 22.42 15.1
14.34 16.31 14.13
12 4.84 10.81 13.63

1
2
3
4
5
6
7 .
8
9

R
H O

*Days/N, for those working at least one day




TABLE 28

LABOR AVAILABILITY: ALL WORKERS

Occupation

Holder 17642 .0000 238.4054
Ag Worker 80581 .0000 190.4988
Ag Related 18975.0000 223.2353
Non Ag : 19367.0000 "236.1829
Service 9964.0000 . 284.6857

Other 1132.0000 161.7143
All Workérs 147661.0000 209.1516




TABLE 29

UNEMPLOYMENT OF HIRED AGRICULTURAL
WORKERS BY MONTH

.
2

3
4
5
6
7
8
9

I e =
N O

= 1 - days worked/days available

= 1 - days worked/25 days




WAGE AND EMPLOYHENT PROFILE

.

KEAN DAILY WAGE FOR HONTH, FOR TYPE/EMPLOYMENT CATEGORY

NUMBER OF WORKERS FOR TYPE CATEGORY
TOTAL NUMBER OF DAYS WORKED IN BY CATEGORY

TOTAL INCOME IN P.T. FOR MONTH BY CATEGORY

EMPLOYMENT CATEGORIES ARE»

20+ HORE THAN 20 DAYS IN HONTH,

20< LESS THAN 20 DAYS IN HONTHy

0 UNEHPLOYED IN HONTH.

WORKER TYPE M16+ 1S A MALE GREATER THAN 16 YEARS,
WORKER TYPE F16< 1S A FEMALE LESS THAN 16 YEARS.

TYPE .
JEMPLOYHENT
CATEGORY

WEAD 20+ 100.3086 127.3622 126.3591 122.9852 141,9256 112.2536 132.1839 112.034 117.0612 112.3497
6 5 11 11 18 22 4 5 14
210 ' 87 17

33206

HEAD 20< 101.5436 107.2889 99.60417 122.663 128.5837 142.5363 119.3621 105.6306 102.0854 112.6721 12C.524
21 22 25 25 19 18 29 12 21 17 22
225 . 290 111

346195

e S NS A S e A R b




TYPE
JEHPLOYHENT
CATEGORY

MIFE 20+

WIFE 20<

86.84211
3

19
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MEAN DAILY WAGE FOR MONTH, FOR TYPE/EMPLOYMENT CATEGORY

NUMBER OF WORKERS FOR TYPE CATEGORY
TOTAL NUMBER OF DAYS WORKED IN BY CATEGORY

TOTAL INCOME IN PeTe FOR MONTH BY CATEGORY

EMPLOYHENT CATEGORIES AREy

20+ MORE THAN 20 DAYS IN MONTH,
20<¢ LESS THAN 20 DAYS IN MONTH»
0 UNEHPLOYED IN HONTH.

WORKER TYPE H16+ IS5 A MALE GREATER THAN 16 YEARS
WORKER TYPE F16¢ 1S A FEMALE LESS THAN 16 YEARS.

85
1
20

1700

84.58333 71.37931
4 3

24 29

55.16129

2

31

69.54545

4




emmm el G AND EMPLUTARRE FRUFSILE T

MEAN DAILY WAGE FOR MONTH, FOR TYPE/EMPLOYMENT CATEGORY
NUHBER OF WORKERS FOR TYPE CATEGORY
YTOTAL NUMBER OF DAYS WORKED IN BY CATEGORY

JOTAL INCOME IN P.T. FOR MONTH BY CATEGORY

EMPLOYMENT CATEGORIES AREs

20+ MORE THAN 20 DAYS IN HONTH»
20<¢ LESS THAN 20 DAYS IN MONTH
0 UNEMPLOYED IN MONTH.

WORKER TYPE Hl6+ IS A MALE . GREATER THAN 16 YEARS,
WORKER TYPE F16< IS A FEMALE LESS_THAN_lé YEARS.

TYPE
JEMPLOYHENT
CATEGORY

130.5682° & 119.5437 131

M6+ 20+ 122.3529 133.9286 16640101 140,5405 1220226
’ 4 T2 0 ~ 10 5

2 2 4 6

51 42 99 148 ) 44 125

6240 16435 20800 1637%

H1be 20¢ 121.9167 120.2778 117,35 132.1311 131.063  121.2963 126.413  135.5804

10 1 9 ) 9 . 4 3 .10 -

120 T2 . 100 21 46 112

14630

b R

"“&.ﬁ}m j-\ R m 4‘5;"1 R M ¥ ” .ﬁl ‘ﬁ




TYPE
JEMPLOYHENT
CATEGORY

F16+ 20+ 55015152
1

33

Fle+ 20<

./7

L S R

55.789417

1

19
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62.30769
1

26
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HEAN DAILY WAGE FOR MONTHy FOR TYPE/EMRLOGYHENT CATEGORY
NUMBER - OF WORKERS FOR TYPE CATEGORY
TOTAL NUHBER OF DAYS WORKED IN BY CATEGORY

TOTAL INCOME IN P.T. FOR MONTH BY CATEGORY

EMPLOYMENT CATEGORIES ARE,

20+ MORE THAN 20 DAYS IN MONTH,
20<¢ LESS THAN 20 DAYS IN MCNTH»
0 UNEHPLOYED IN MONTH.

WORKER TYPE H16+ IS A MALE GREATER THAN 16 YEARS,
WORKER TYPE F16< IS A FEMALE LESS THAN 16 YEARS.

JuLY

61.42857
1

21

54.,78788 85.51724 64434783
2 2 2

33 29 23

73.84615

2

'

52
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4

;‘d‘ vy o
I ﬂ!l
MEAN nAva* a
- l“' X oTd
NUHBER OF uuaxaa ‘.

TOTAL NUMBER. oRﬂnnvs"
l\ *ﬁ'l

TOTAL INCOHE! 1}?Pg‘ i

i 1

\
EHPLOYHENT CATEGOR 5$ | ;
20+ HORE THAN 20.DAYSH nf

20< LESS THAN 20 :DAYSY y,nonru.;'

0 UNEMPLOYED IN NONT SRS

BT At . .
MORKER TYPE H16+ JSHA ”ALE GREATER THAN 16 YEARS
WORKER TYPE F16< ISh FEHALE LESS THAN 16 YEARS.

TYPE
JEHPLOYHENT
CATEGORY

M16< 20+

H16< 20€ 67.14286

1

14 .
A




~WAGE AND EMPLOYMENT PROFILE

MEAN DAILY WAGE FOR MONTH, FOR TYPE/EMPLOYHENT CATEGORY
NUMBER OF WORKERS FOR TYPE CATEGORY
TOTAL NUMBER OF DAYS WORKED IN BY CATEGORY

TOTAL INCOME IN P.T. FOR MONTH BY CATEGORY

EMPLOYMENT CATEGORIES ARE,
20+ HORE THAN 20 DAYS IN MONTH,
20< LESS THAN 20 DAYS IN HONTH»
0 UNEMPLOYED IN MONTH.

WORKER TYPE M16+ 1S A MALE GREATER THAN 16 YEARS,
WORKER TYPE F16< IS A FEMALE LESS THAN 16 YEARS.

TYPE #i
JEMPLOYMENT .
CATEGORY , Fe APRIL

F16< 20%

F16< 20¢<

Tl

dew gt

ST R e




TABLE 31

AVERAGE HOURLY WAGES FOR MALE ADULT

HIRED FARM WORKERS, BY OPERATION

Operation ‘ Wage
(p.T./hr.)

Plowing . 25.0
Scrape, Ridge 20.8
Scraping C _ 24 .3
Planting ‘ 21.3
Irrigation 4 18.2
Fertilizer Application 20.4
Hoeing o _ 20.3
Harvesting | . 17.3
Threshing - ' - 26.1‘
Separating 26.1
Maize-Separating 14.6
Manual Pest Control ' _ 10.7
Transport ' . - 23.4
"Other" : ‘ 20.7
Marketing | 28.8




TABLE 32
REGRESSION RESULTS FOR RESERVATION‘WAéES

- . Parameter Standard

Indep.Var.

Estimate

Error

T Ratio

Prob > iT \

Intercept
wife

Male 16
Female 16
M Child

F Child

85.625000
-38.958333
14.375000
-35.625000
-35.625000
-68.625000

5.999092
22.712197
12.113003
22.712197
38.412934
38.412934

14.2730
1.7153
1.1867
1.5685
0.9274
1.7865

0.0001
0.0919
0.2404
+0.1225
0.3578
0.0795

F Ratio
Prob F
R-Square

2.32,
0.0549
0.1742




TABLE 33
REGRESSION RESULTS, HIRED MALE AGRICULTURAL LABOR SUPPLY =~

Equation/ I. Wage in Piasters/day II. Labor Supply
Dep. Var. (Days/Mo..)

Indep.Var. Illit. Dep. Ratio | " 'F Daily Wage PE??T>

28 -70.13%% 1.38
32 -68.70% 3.32%
38 -35.28%% . 1.81
39 -65.85% 4.82%
45 . -60.89% 0.78
42 -64.62% - T2.9

36 -75.74% . ) ' 2.45%%
20 -39.52 0.49
28 | -46.46* .3 1.50

1
2
3
4
s
6

.
8
9

[ -]
o

44 ~61.26% 1.86%*

—
|

42 -35.34*% 3.03*
12 25 -63.00 3.9

*Significant'at 10% level.
**Significant at 12.5% level.




TABLE 34

ELASTICITYa OF AGRICULTURAL LABOR
SUPPLY WITH RESPECT TO THE WAGE RATE

Month Elasticity

January .31
February**
March-
April’
May*
June*
July*
August
September*
October**
November*

December

*Significant at 10% level.
**Significant at 12.5% level.

SElasticity calculated at mean




TABLE 35

REGRESSION RESULTS FOR "NON-AGRICULTURALLY

RELATED WORKERS"
Labor supplied in days per month; for male ad

Independ.Var.

Month N

Dependent Variahle
Daily wage in P.T.

Prob> Itl =

Prob> iF{ ‘ o

b2
LR

l

1
2
-3
4
5
6
7
8
9

=
o

'!

i 23
| 23
g
|

P
NP

23

.035%
.034%*

.045%

.045%
.043%
.046%
.030*
.022%
.034%
.050%
.037*

.026%*

.028
.021
.001
.00l
.003
.0003 .
.007.
.099
o1l
.002
.003
.103

.21
.22
.39
.40
.46

.35
.35
.49
| .50

i

: .53
.55
.44
.25
.32

*significant at 10% level.
**Significant at 12.5% level.




APPENDIX TABLE 1

OCCUPATIONAL COMPOSITION OF
THE SAMPLE POPULATION

Occupation Number

Land Holderx ' 59
Agr. Worker. 99
Agr. Related Worker .49
Non-Agr. Related Worker 46
Service Wo;kér 38
Housewife

Student

Under Age

Recruited for Army
Not in Labor Force

0ld/Handicapped










