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Abstract

Punjab is the second largest producer of wheat after Uttar Pradesh in the country but the state’s sharein
contribution to the central pool ismaximum. The study has brought out that the marketed surplus of wheat
was about 84 per cent with the selected farmers and about 96 per cent of the produce was sold during the
post-harvest period. The study has revealed that per holding debt of the selected farmers, on an average,
wasRs1.71 lakh. About 99 per cent of wheat arrival was during the post-harvest period, fromApril to June
in2007-08. Wheat priceinthe months of April and May wasa most equal to the M SPfrom 1997-98 to 2007-
08. During the lean period, there was amixed scenario of the price. All this depended on the forces of the
demand and supply. A vast mgjority (about 76 %) of the selected farmers have not been found in the favour
of staggered public procurement of wheat. The public procurement agencies have their own practical
limitationsto operatein the grain marketsthroughout the year. Such astep will add to the procurement cost
and the burden of food subsidy to be borne by the Union Government will increasefurther. Already itisRs
56002 crorein 2009-10. Keeping in view the scenario at thefarm and market levels, it isnot feasibleto have
staggered public procurement of wheat in Punjab. Theoretically, it looks an attractive proposal but from

practical point of view, itisnot much feasible.

Introduction

The progress made by the farm sector in Punjabis
so well-known and the factors that have made this
possible encompass introduction of high-yielding
varieties (HYVs), particularly of wheat and paddy,
assured price policy, supporting infrastructure for the
supply of different inputs, dissemination of technologica
know-how. It may be stated that about 53 per cent of
wheat production and nearly 76 per cent of rice
production of Punjab had been going to the central pool
for the past four decades (Ghuman et al., 2009). It
may be said that food security of the country isin the
hands of the Punjab farmers. Dueto fast mechanization
of agriculture, particularly with the introduction of
harvesting and threshing of wheat and paddy with
combine harvesters during the 1980s in the state, the
post-harvest period of market arrival of thesetwo crops
has sgueezed, resulting in congestion in the grain
markets. Sometimes, it becomes difficult even for the
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public procurement agencies to lift the farm produce
from the marketsin time. Therefore, to have a smooth
public procurement of wheat and paddy, an alternative
isa‘staggered procurement’ all over theyear by giving
some incentive to the farmers in the form of increase
in the minimum support price (MSP) on monthly basis,
because a farmer has to bear the additional storage
cost, storage losses and interest on the stock held by
him. Theoreticaly, it looksagood idea, but therearea
number of practical problemsrelated with theissue of
staggered public procurement. A mgjority of thefarmers
in Punjab are marginal, small or medium and their
economic condition does not allow them to hold the
grainsfor along period. The average size of operational
holding in the state is just 3.95 ha. The public
procurement agencies have their own operational
problemsdueto paucity of staff and other related i ssues
like increase in procurement cost, food subsidy, etc.
The Union Government provided food subsidy to the
extent of Rs 56002 crore during the year 2009-10.
Keeping in view all these aspects, the present study
has been taken up with the following objectives:



326

e  To study production, consumption and marketed
surplus of wheat with the selected farmers,

e To examine the sale pattern of wheat adopted by
the farmers, and

e To study the feasibility of staggered public
procurement of wheat in Punjab.

Database

The paper has been derived from a study on
‘Staggered Public Procurement of Wheat and Paddy
in Punjab’, conducted by the authors (Sidhu and Singh,
2009). Wheat is the principal crop of Punjab and had
about 35 lakh haof areaunder it during the year 2007-
08. It was about 44 per cent of the total cropped and
84 per cent of the net area sown in 2007-08. Wheat is
cultivatedin all the districts of the state during the rabi
season. Keeping in view the objectives of the study,
multi-stage sampling framework was followed. In the
first stage, threedistricts, namely Ludhiana, Patialaand
Sangrur were randomly selected. Then, two
development blockswere choosen randomly from each
selected district. After that, threevillageswererandomly
selected from each selected block. Lastly, from each
selected village for the study, the data were collected
from the 10 randomly-sel ected farmers on the basi s of
the probability proportional to the total numbers of
farmers in each farm-category. The farmers were
categorized into small, medium and large categorieson
the basis of their size of operational holdings by using
cuberoot frequency method (for details, see Sidhu and
Singh, 2009). The ultimate sample consisted of 180
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farmers (60 from each district). Out of these, 84 were
small, 60 were medium and 36 were large farmers.

Theinformation regarding production, consumption
and marketed surplus of wheat was taken from the
selected farmers. The data were collected regarding
the sale pattern of wheat and storagefacilitiesavailable
with the farmers. Information about farm indebtedness
was also obtained from the respondents. The data
pertained to the crop year 2007-08, which wasanormal
year as far as the agricultural sector in Punjab was
concerned. The secondary dataon month-wise arrival
and prices of wheat in the state were taken from the
Punjab Mandi Board. Theinformation published inthe
Satistical Abstract of Punjab, Agriculture Satistics
at a Glance and Economic Survey was culled for the
present study. The compound growth rates (CGRS) of
month-wise prices of wheat were also worked out from
1997-98 to 2008-09. Student’s t-test was used to test
the significance of CGRs.

Results and Discussion

Production and Procurement of Wheat

Next to Uttar Pradesh, Punjab isthe second largest
producer of wheat in the country, but the state's
contribution to the central pool is maximum. The
Punjab’ssharein wheat production of Indiavaried from
about 19 per cent to about 23 per cent during the period
1970-71 to 2007-08 (Table 1). On the other hand, the
state's contribution of wheat to the central pool varied

Table 1. Shareof Punjab in production of wheat and itscontribution to central pool: 1971-71to 2007-08

(million tonnes)

Year Production Contribution to the central pool

India Punjab Share of Punjab, % India Punjab Share of Punjab, %
1970-71 2383 5.15 2161 5.10 294 5765
197576 2884 5.79 2008 6.60 294 4455
1980-81 3631 7.68 2115 6.60 377 5712
1985-86 4705 1099 2336 1054 6.48 6148
199091 5514 1216 206 7.75 554 7148
199596 62.10 1251 2014 8.16 564 69.12
2000-01 69.68 1555 232 2063 1056 5119
2005-06 69.35 14.49 20.89 9.23 6.95 75.30
2006-07 75.80 14.60 19.26 1113 6.78 60.92
2007-08 7840 1572 2005 223 994 2471
Sources. i. Economic Advisor to Government of Punjab, Satistical Abstract (various issues), Economic and Statistical

Organization, Chandigarh.

ii. Government of India, Agricultural Statistics at a Glance (various issues), Department of Economics &

Cooperation, Ministry of Agriculture, New Delhi.
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from about 45 per cent in 1975-76 to about 75 per cent
in 2005-06. Even during the years of low wheat
procurement at the national level, Punjab performed
better in thisregard. It is most likely that Punjab will
remain number one state in near future as well asin
terms of its contribution of wheat to the central pool.

Production, Consumption and Marketed Surplus
of Wheat

Theinformation regarding per holding production,
consumption and marketed surplus of wheat during the
year 2007-08isgivenin Table 2. The marketed surplus
was about 84 per cent. Another study conducted at
PAU has revealed that marketed surplus of wheat in
Punjab was about 86 per cent of the production during
theyear 1999-2000 (Singh, 2002). The selected farmers
kept about 16 per cent of the produce for family
consumption, seed, cattle feed, payment in kind to the
labour and other miscellaneous uses. Since the
production of wheat in absolute terms was high with
the large category farmers, therefore, their marketed
surplus was aso high (90 %) as compared to medium
(84%) and small (69%) farmers. Thisanalysisreveals
that larger the size of wheat production, higher is the
volume of marketed surplus and vice-versa. Since
wheat is a staple food of the Punjabis, the selected
farmers kept about nine per cent of their production

for household consumption. It may be stated that due
to higher productivity of foodgrains in Punjab, the
marketed surplus, particularly of wheat and paddy, is
also high; and therefore, Punjab is known asthe ‘food
bowl!’ of the country and food security of Indiaisinthe
hands of Punjab farmers.

Pattern of Sale of Wheat by Farmers

Theinformation regarding pattern of sale of wheat
by the selected farmers during the year 2007-08 is
shownin Table 3. A perusal of Table 3 revea sthat the
selected farmers sold about 96 per cent of their
marketed surplus in the post-harvest period and the
rest about four per cent in the lean period. In the post-
harvest period, the maximum quantity was sold by small
farmers, followed by large and medium farmers. This
happened on account of minimum support price (M SP)
of wheat and its purchase by public procurement
agencieslike Food Corporation of India, PUNGRAIN,
PUNSUP, MARKFED, Punjab State Warehousing
Corporation and Punjab Agro-Industries Corporation.
Therefore, it wastherational economic decision of the
selected farmers to sell their marketed surplus in the
post-harvest period. Dueto insufficient storagefacilities
and other economic reasons, they were unable to wait
and spread their sale over the lean period. In the lean
period, the wheat was sold generaly to the traders,

Table2. Per holding production, consumption and mar keted sur plusof wheat with theselected far mer sin Punjab: 2007-08

(inquintals)
S.No. Particulars Farm-category
Smdl Medium Large Average
1 Production 49,05 13638 346.28 137.27
2 Family consumption 1152 1145 1389 1197
(2349) (840) (4.01 872
3 Payment in kind to labour 033 103 239 098
(067 (0.76) (069 (071
4 Seed 146 5.62 1014 458
(299 (4.15) (29 (334
5 Cattlefeed 12 145 269 158
(245) (107 078 (115
6 Misc. use 0.75 275 553 237
(153 (203 (160) x73
7(=2to6) Total consumption 1526 23 464 2148
(3111) (16.47) (10.00) (1565)
8(=1-7) Marketed surplus 3379 11308 31164 11579
(68.89) (8353 (90.00) (84.35)

Note: Figures within the parentheses indicate percentages of production
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Table 3. Patter n of saleof wheat by the selected far mer sin Punjab: 2007-08

(inquintals)
Farm category Marketed surplus* Quantity sold in post-harvest period* Quantity sold in lean period*
Smdl 3379 33.00(97.66) 0.79(2.34)
Medium 11308 108.06(95.56) 5.02(4.44)
Large 31164 301.36(96.70) 10.28(3.30)
Average 11579 111.70(96.47) 4.09(3.53)
* Per holding.

Note: Figures within the parentheses indicate percentages of the marketed surplus

chakki owners and landless agricultural and other
labourersinthevillage.

Methods of Sale of Wheat

Information on various methods of sale of wheat
by the sel ected farmers during the year 2007-08 isgiven
inTable4. A perusal of the Table 4 indicated that about
99 per cent of the produce was sold in the regulated
markets and therest in the village itself to the landless
agricultural and non-agricultural labourers, village
shopkeepersand chakki owners. Themediumand large
farmers sold more than 99 per cent of their marketed
surplus in the regulated markets, whereas the figure
was about 98 per cent in the case small farmers. It is
worthwhileto point out herethat Punjab Mandi Board
sets up more than 1600 purchase centres in the state
for the purchase of wheat and paddy in the post-harvest
period. Therefore, the farmers of Punjab do not have
to cover more than 7-8 km distance for the sale of
their produce, viz. wheat and paddy. The sale of wheat
in the regulated markets ensures M SP to the farmers.
Therefore, they have preference for sale of producein
the regulated markets.

Sorage Infrastructure at Farm Level

Information about the storage infrastructures
available with the selected farmers in the year 2007-

08 isgivenin Table 5. A perusal of the Table 5 shows
that about 97 per cent of the selected farmers had metal
bins for the storage of foodgrains, particularly wheat.
It wasfollowed by ‘kothi’ (17%) and gunny bags (8%).
It wasinteresting to note that al the large farmers had
metal bins. A vast mgjority of medium and small farmers
also had metal bins for the storage purpose. A study
conducted at PAU in 1980-81 had brought out that about
28 per cent of the Punjab farmers had metal bins, only
about four per cent had kothi and rest of the farmers
kept their foodgrains in the loose form, in bags, etc.
(Gill etal., 1984). Another study hasreveal ed that about
94 per cent of the farmers had metal bins for storage
of foodgrains in Punjab in 1999-2000 (Singh, 2002).
Across different farm categories, the large farmers
had a better storage infrastructure as compared to the
medium and small farmers. It may be stated that
storage structures were used by the selected farmers
mainly for the storage of wheat for family consumption
and seed purpose. The same storage structures were
used by the selected farmers for storage of kharif
foodgrains. Generally, the kharif grains are harvested
and threshed during the months of September and
October; hence, the same storage structures could be
utilized by the farmers for the storage of rabi as well
as kharif foodgrains.

Table4. Methodsof wheat saleadopted by the selected far mer sin Punjab: 2007-08

(inquintals)
Farm category Marketed surplus Saleinregulated market Saleto chakki owner Saleinlocal village
Smdl 3379 33.08(97.90) 040(1.18) 0.31(0.92)
Medium 113.08 112.30(99.31) 0.37(0.33) 0.41(0.36)
Large 31164 309.00(99.15) 0.31(0.10) 2.33(0.75)
Average 11579 114.67(99.03) 0.37(0.32) 0.75(0.65)

Note: Figures within the parentheses indicate percentages to the marketed surplus
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Table5. Soragestructuresavailablewith the selected farmer sin Punjab: 2007-08

Farm category Metal bin Kothi Gunny bags Bharola Others* Total

Smdl M 12 4 3 5 A
(%4.05) (14.29) (4.76) (357) (5.95)

Medium 5 7 4 - - 60
(9833 (1167 (6.67)

Large ) n 7 - - K9]
(100.00) (30.56) (19.44)

Total 174 0 15 3 5 180
(96.67) (16.67) (833 (167) (278)

*Othersinclude wooden box, empty oil drum, etc.

Note: Figureswithin the parentheses indicate percentages and the total of percentagesis more than 100 because one farmer

had more than one storage structure.

Debt at the Farm Level

A number of studies conducted at the PAU and
elsewhere have brought out that the majority of farmers
in Punjab are under debt (Shergill,1997; Sidhu et al.,
2000; Singh and Toor, 2005; Rangi et al., 2005; Singh,
et al., 2008). Many farmers had even committed
suicidesmainly dueto economic distress. A recent study
conducted at PAU has revealed that 2890 farmers and
agricultural labourers had committed suicides in the
districts of Bathinda and Sangrur during the past nine
years, 2000 to 2008 (PAU, 2009). Out of these, 1757
were farmers and 1133 were agricultural labourers
(PAU, 2009). The present study has observed that per
holding debt of the selected farmerswas Rs 1.71 lakh
in the year 2007-08 (Table 6). The major source of
loanswas commercial banks, followed by cooperative
banks, commission agents, relatives, friendsand fellow
farmers. The magnitude of the debt was also linked

with the farm-size. Since large farmers have more
capacity to borrow as compared to medium and small
farmers, therefore, the per holding debt of largefarmers
was high as compared to the latter two categories of
farmers. Further, thelarge farmers obtained more credit
from the institutional sources as compared to medium
and small farmers. Across different farm categories,
the share of commission agentsin the credit provided
to the farmers was about 27 per cent each for small
and medium farmers and about 24 per cent for large
farmers.

Thesmall farmersavailed credit largely from their
relatives, friends and fellow farmers. It may be stated
that rate of interest charged by theinstitutional sources
was less as compared with non-institutional sources.
For the credit provided to thefarmers, the commission
agents charged 24 per cent to 30 per cent per annum
interest in most of the cases. Although the commission

Table6. Per holding debt of the selected far mer sin Punjab: 2007-08

(inR9)
Farm category Source of debt
Commercia bank  Co-operativebank*  Commission agent Others** Total

Smdl 10333 22845 14178 4429 51785

(19.95) (44.12) (27.38) (855) (100.00)
Medium 77500 61283 53667 4150 196600

(3942 (3L17) (27.30) (211 (100.00)
Large 166339 137500 98472 4833 407194

(40.86) (33.77) (24.18 (119 (100.00)
Overall average 63933 58589 44200 4416 171138

(37.36) (3423 (2583 (259 (100.00)

* Includes Primary Agricultural Credit Society,** Relatives, friendsand fellow farmers.
Note: Figures within the parentheses indicate percentages to the total debt
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agents charged a high rate of interest, but practically
no paper work wasrequired in getting credit from them
by thefarmers. Basically it wasbased on their personal
and social relations with the commission agents. Due
to this, the farmers had preference to get credit from
the commission agents. It may be pointed out that there
are about 45000 commissions agents in the regulated
markets of Punjab.

Keeping in view this grave problem, the
Government of India in its Budget of 2008-09 had
announced a scheme of agricultural debt waiving and
debt relief for the farmers of the country. The Union
Government announced debt relief and debt waiver
worth about Rs 71000 crorein the budget for the year
2008-09. Out of this amount, the farm loans of 4.21
lakh farmers amounting to about Rs 1200 crore were
waived-off in Punjab which was 1.69 per cent of the

Agricultural Economics Research Review  Vol.23  July-December 2010

total debt relief given by the Union Government. This
scheme covered debt waiver and debt relief to the
farmersfor loanstaken from the scheduled commercial
banks, regional rural banks and cooperative credit
institutionsincluding urban cooperative banks.

Market Arrival of Wheat in Punjab

The information regarding month-wise pattern of
arrival of wheat in Punjab from 1997-98 to 2007-08 is
recorded in Table 7. A perusal of the Table 7 indicated
that market arrival of wheat was about 67 lakh tonnes
in 1997-98, which increased to about 95 lakh tonnesin
2000-01 and further to about 103 |akh tonnesin 2004-
05, but it declined to about 98 lakh tonnesin 2005-06,
about 85 lakh tonnes in 2006-07 and further to about
80 lakh tonnesin 2007-08. The month-wise pattern of
the total market arrival revealed that 21 per cent of the

Table7. Month-wisepattern of market arrival of wheat in Punjab: 1997-98 to 2007-08*

(inlakh tonnes)

Month 199798 199899 1999-00 200001 2001-02 2002-03 200304 2004-05 200506 200607 2007-08
April 1380 3011 5559 46.28 4117 6764 6893 Auz7 8362 7360 5958
(2058) (4244) (7101) (4897) (3622) (69520 (7653) (9165 (862 (8662 (7432
May 4699 3946 21.9% 4593 7007 2816 2058 795 1340 10.73 1839
(7007) (5562) (2806) (4860) (6164 (2894 (285 (7.713) (1372 (12630 (299
June 459 082 033 123 112 023 031 0.26 028 031 154
(6.84) (116 (049 (130 (09 (0.24) (039 (025 (029 (0.36) (192
July 048 0.10 007 028 024 0.17 006 003 0.05 o1 009
072 (014 (0.09) (0.30) 021 (018 (0.07) (003 (0.05) (013 (011)
August 0.18 0.10 005 047 104 102 004 0.07 0.06 007 004
27 (014 (0.06) (050) 092 (105 (009 0.07) (0.06) (0.09) (0.06)
September 025 006 003 013 002 001 003 0.06 003 005 005
037 (0.09) (009 (014 002 (0.01) (003 (0.06) (003 (0.06) (0.06)
October 003 003 001 0.02 - - 003 0.02 004 002 003
(012 (009 (0.01) 002 (003 002 009 (002 (009
November 013 006 003 004 - - 002 0.06 004 002 005
(019 (0.09) (009 (009 (002 (0.06) 009 (002 (0.06)
December 024 005 003 0.05 - 003 002 003 003 002 009
(0.36) (0.07) (009 (0.05) (003 (002 (003 (003 (002 (011)
January 0.16 005 002 003 - 002 002 003 004 001 006
(0249 (0.07) (003 (003 (002 (002 (003 009 (002 (0.07)
February 0.08 006 002 0.02 - - 002 003 004 - -0.07
(012 (0.09) (003 002 (002 (003 009 (0.09)
March 0.08 005 008 003 - 001 002 004 004 003 018
(012 (0.07) (010 (003 (0.01) (002 009 009 (009 022
Total 67.06 7095 7827 HU51 11366 9729 008 1028 9767 84.97 8017
(100.00) (10000) (100.00) (10000) (10000) (200.00) (10000) (10000) (100.00) (100.00) (100.00)
*Marketing year.

Note: Figures within the parentheses indicate percentages to the total .

Source: Punjab Mandi Board, Chandigarh.
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wheat arrived during the month of April in the year
1997-98. It increased to about 42 per cent in 1998-99,
to about 71 per cent in 1999-2000, to about 77 per cent
in 2003-04 and further to about 87 per cent in 2006-07,
but declined to about 74 per centin 2007-08. Themajor
reason for heavy arrival of wheat during April may be
attributed to the climatic change and large-scal e use of
combine harvestersfor harvesting and threshing of the
crop. It may be stated that just 2.36 per cent of whest
area was harvested and threshed with combines in
Punjab in 1980-81 (Gill et al., 1984). But, due to fast
mechanization of agriculture in the state, this figure
increased to about 76 per cent in 1999-2000 (Singh
and Sidhu, 2003). On account of the climatic change
during the previous decade or so, the temperature went
up in the month of March which resulted in the early
maturing of the crop. Therefore, there was no choice
with the farmers except going for harvesting and
threshing of the crop. During the 1970s, 1980s and
early-1990s, the whest harvesting used to start around
middle of April every year. In Punjab, the Baisakhi
festival (celebrated mostly on 13" of April) is known
as the beginning of harvesting of wheat.
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On account of the above factors, the arrival of
wheat inthe month of May declined to only about eight
per cent in 2004-05 as compared to about 70 per cent
in 1997-98, about 56 per cent in 1998-99, about 28 per
cent in 1999-2000, about 49 per cent in 2000-01 and
about 62 per cent in 2001-02. During the years 2005-
06, 2006-07 and 2007-08, about 14 per cent,13 per cent
and 23 per cent of the wheat was arrived during May.
Punjab used to witness significant wheat arrival even
inthe month of June, but this scenario had also changed
during the past one decade or so. In the year 1997-98,
about seven per cent of the total wheat arrival wasin
June, it declined to just 0.24 per cent in 2002-03, but
marginally increased in the subsequent years. The
market arrival of wheat in the remaining ten months of
the year had been negligible during the period 1998-99
to 2007-08.

Month-wise Price of Wheat in Punjab

The month-wise data on the price of wheat in
Punjab from 1997-98 to 2007-08 are given in Table 8.
A perusal of the Table 8 revealed that price of wheat

Table8. M onth-wiseprice of wheat in Punjab: 1997-98 to 2007-08

(Rs/g)

Year April  May June July August September October November December January February  March
1997-98 475 475 475 476 485 486 482 485 570 615 580 520
(0.21) (211 (2.32) (1.47) (2.11) (20.00) (29.47)  (22.11) (9.47)

1998-99 510 510 540 590 580 585 600 600 600 610 625 625
(5.88) (15.69) (13.73) (14.71) (17.65)  (17.65) (17.65) (19.61) (2255) (22.55)

1999-2000 550 550 565 590 610 647 650 630 635 645 630 620
(273) (7.27) (1091) (17.64) (18.18) (1455 (15.45) (17.27)  (1455) (12.73)

2000-01 580 580 580 580 580 580 540 560 550 560 558 575
(-6.90) (-3.45) (-5.17) (-3.45) (-3.79) (-0.86)

2001-02 610 610 610 610 595 570 600 600 590 600 608 608
(-2.46)  (-6.56) (-1.64) (-1.64) (-3.28) (-1.64) (-0.33) (-0.33)

2002-03 620 620 620 610 610 600 595 600 620 610 655 660
(-1.61) (-1.61) (-3.23) (-4.03) (-3.23) (-1.61) (5.65) (6.45)

2003-04 630 630 650 650 650 700 700 730 740 735 735 710
(317 (317) (317) (11.11) (11.11) (15.87) (17.46) (16.67) (16.67)  (12.70)

2004-05 630 630 660 675 710 705 720 740 745 750 745 740
(476) (7.14) (12.70) (11.90) (14.29) (17.46) (18.25) (19.05)  (18.25)  (17.46)

2005-06 640 640 690 700 695 698 760 780 780 850 850 900
(7.81) (9.38) (8.59) (9.06) (18.75)  (21.88) (21.88) (32.81) (32.81) (40.63)

2006-07 700 700 740 725 800 880 870 890 915 950 965 950
(5.71)) (357) (1429) (25.71) (24290 (27.14) (30.71) (35.71) (37.86) (35.71)

2007-08 850 851 875 955 925 920 950 940 940 960 975 995
(0.12) (2.94) (12.35) (8.82) (8.24) (112.76)  (10.59) (10.59) (12.94) (14.71)  (17.06)

Note: Figureswithin the parenthesesindicate percentage increase/decrease in price as compared to the pricein the month of
April of the respective years

Source: Punjab Mandi Board, Chandigarh.
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in the months of April and May was almost equal to
the MSP. During the lean period, there was a mixed
scenario of the price. In someyears, the price risewas
substantia, whilein some other years, the priceincrease
was insignificant. All this depended on the forces of
demand and supply. For example, the wheat price
increased at a fast rate during the lean months in the
year 2006-07 due to low wheat production in India
during the crop year 2005-06. The production of whest
crop intheyear 2005-06 was sold in the next marketing
year, i.e. 2006-07. Similarly, thewheat price was quite
high in the lean months of 1998-99 and 2005-06. The
determination of pricein thelean months depended on
the prevailing market forces. In the peak period, there
ispublic procurement of wheat, therefore, the farmers
get the M SP fixed by the Union Government. During
the lean period, the public procurement was not there
and therefore, the market price was less than the M SP
in 2000-01, 2001-02 and 2002-03. It may be stated that
wheat arrival wasa so low in thelean months, therefore,
this did not result in a very big economic loss to the
Punjab farmers. Sometimes, dueto unscientific storage
by the farmers, there is qualitative loss to the produce
which results in low market price. To maintain the
quality of wheat to be sold in the lean months, the
farmers should have scientific storage and give proper
chemical trestment to the wheat for storage.

Month-wise Compound Growth Rates (CGRS)
of Wheat Price

Theinformation about month-wise CGRs of whesat
price in Punjab from 1997-98 to 2007-08 is shown in
Table 9. It was found that the monthly CGR of wheat
price was maximum (3.37 %) in 2006-07, followed by
3.10 per cent in 2005-06. These growth rates were
statistically significant. For the remaining years, the
monthly CGR of whest pricevaried from 0.38 per cent
in 2002-03to0 1.94 per cent in 1997-98. All these CGRs
of monthly wheat price were statistically significant.
On the other hand, the CGRs of monthly wheat price
during the year 2000-01 and 2001-02 were negative
but statistically non-significant. Therefore, aninference
can be drawn that farmers of Punjab did not gain much
by selling their wheat in the lean period from the year
1997-98 to 2007-08, except for 2005-06 and 2006-07.

Viewpoint of Farmers Regarding Staggered
Public Procurement of Wheat in Punjab

The viewpoint of the selected farmers regarding
staggered public procurement of wheat in the state was

Table9. Month-wisecompound growth ratesof wheat price
in Punjab: 1997-98to 2007-08

(Yoage per annum)
Year CGR of whest price

(April to March)
1997-98 1.4+
1998-99 181*
1999-2000 1.39*
2000-2001 -0.39,s
2001-2002 -0.09,s
2002-2003 0.38*
2003-2004 161*
2004-2005 1.69*
2005-2006 3.10*
2006-2007 337
2007-2008 127

Note: * Significant at 1 per cent level of significance.
NS=Non-significant.

also obtained. A vast majority (about 76 %) of them
were not in favour of staggered public procurement of
wheat, and only about 24 per cent of them werein its
favour. The selected farmers who were in favour of
the staggered public procurement al so put the condition
that the M SP of wheat should increase significantly in
the lean period to cover the storage cost, storage 10ss,
interest on the price of stored wheat and sufficient
margin. About 39 per cent of thelarge farmerswerein
favour of staggered public procurement of wheat as
compared to about 23 per cent of medium farmersand
about 18 per cent of small farmers.

Feasibility of Saggered Public Procurement

An impression has been created by print and
electronic media that Punjab is aland of big and rich
farmers. On the other hand, the ground reality istotally
different. According to the Agricultural Censusfor the
year 2005-06, thetotal number of operational holdings
in Punjab was 10.03 lakh, of this, about 13 per cent
were marginal, 18 per cent were small, 32 per cent
were semi-medium, 30 per cent were medium and 7
per cent were large farmers. The average size of the
operational holdingin Punjabis3.95 ha. Sincethesize
of the operational holding issmall, therefore, thelevel
of per holding production of wheat, paddy and other
cropsisalso not very high. Consequently, the quantum
of per holding marketed surplus of wheat islow with
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the majority of Punjab farmers. Asalready discussed,
the economic condition of the selected farmers was
not very sound. The storage infrastructure for the
foodgrains at the farm level was inadequate and was
not on scientific lines. The Punjab farmers preferred
to sell avery high proportion of their marketed surplus
of wheat in the post-harvest period. The farmers have
to meet their routine domestic expenditure on food and
non-food items. Besides, they haveto buy variousfarm
inputs for the next crop season also. Therefore, they
cannot afford to storetheir producefor thelean period.
The farmers in India cannot be regarded at par with
the farmers of developed countries like Australia,
Canadaand USA, where the average size of holdings
islarge, about 3232 ha, 273 haand 178 harespectively
(TASRI, 2007). A recent study conducted at PAU has
revealed that 81 per cent of marginal, 62 per cent of
small and 39 per cent of other farm households were
economically unviable on the basis of (C, cost) crop
income (Sekhon et al., 2008). Their number declined
to 64 per cent, 31 per cent and 32 per cent, respectively
when income from dairy farming was added to the
crop income during the year 2005-06 (Sekhon et al.,
2008). Thisanalysisshowsthat the economic condition
of the Punjab farmersis not good and general belief
about their prosperity isonly amyth.

The public procurement agencies have their own
practical limitations to operate in the grain markets
throughout the year. The public procurement agencies
areoperatingin Punjabwith amost half of the sanctioned
strength of the staff. The staggered public procurement
of cereal crops like wheat and paddy will add to the
procurement cost and the burden of food subsidy to be
borne by the Union Government will increase further.
Already, it was Rs 56002 crore in the year 2009-10.
Keeping in view the scenario at the farm and market
levels, it is not feasible to have staggered public
procurement of wheat in Punjab. Theoretically, it looks
agood idea but from practical point of view, it is not
much feasible.

Summary and Conclusions

The state of Punjab isthe second largest producer
of wheat after Uttar Pradesh in the country, but the
state’'s share in contribution to the central pool is
maximum. The study has brought out that the marketed
surplus of wheat isabout 84 per cent with the selected
farmers in Punjab. Since the production of wheat in

absolutetermsishighwithlargefarmers, their marketed
surplusisalso more as compared to that of the medium
and small farmers. The study has revealed that about
96 per cent of the produce is sold in the post-harvest
period and the rest about four per cent is sold during
thelean period. Further, about 99 per cent of the produce
is sold in the regulated markets. The most common
storage structure used by the farmers is metal bin,
followed by kothi, gunny bags and bharola.

The study hasrevealed that per holding debt of the
selected farmerswas Rs 1.71 lakh. About 74 per cent
of the total market arrival of wheat was in the month
of April doneinPunjabin 2007-08. Thearrival in May
was about 23 and in June, just two per cent. Thus,
about 99 per cent of the arrival wasin the post-harvest
period alone. Wheat price in the months of April and
May was almost equal to the MSP from 1997-98 to
2007-08. During the lean period, there was mixed
scenario of the price. All this depended on the forces
of the demand and supply. A vast majority (about 76
%) of the selected farmers were not in the favour
staggered public procurement of wheat. The public
procurement agencies have their own practical
limitations to operate in the grain markets throughout
the year. Such a step will add to the procurement cost
and the burden of food subsidy to be borne by the Union
Government will further increase. Already, it isRs56002
crorein 2009-10. Keeping in view the scenario at the
farm and market levels, it is not feasible to have
staggered public procurement of wheat in Punjab.
Theoreticaly, it looks an attractive proposal but from
practical point of view, itisnot much feasible.
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