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Chapter-V

Analysis and Interpretation

5.1 Introduction:
Financial management is one of the important issues in emerging economy 

like India. In India agriculture has been treated as a life style or livelihood. But it 

is not a business for the farmers hence they do not concentrate on the Financial 

Management. The present study is based on analysis of the data collected from 

selected farmers in selected three villages in Sangli District of Maharashatra. 

Palus is one of the Talukas cultivating sugarcane. From this Taluka, first largest 

three villages in terms of area of cultivation for sugarcane have been selected. 

These villages are Ankalkhop, Bhilavdi and Ghogoan which are situated on the 

basis of Krishna River.

The present study has made an attempt to assess the financial management 

of sugarcane farming. For this analysis and interpretation, data have been 

collected from 122 farmers through structured interview schedule.

Table-5.1

Selection of Sample

Villages Sugarcane farmers Sample Percentage
Ankalkhop 1,970 55 3%
Bhilavdi 640 37 5%
Ghogoan 800 30 5%

The Analysis and Interpretation of the data collected have been made in this 

chapter of the report. It has been divided in four sections. The first section is 

leading to the analysis for the data related to Ankalkhop village, second section 

contributes to the analysis of data related to Bhilawdi village, third section covers 

the analysis and data related to Ghogoan village, the fourth section is dedicated to 

the combined analysis of three villages selected.

5.2 Sugarcane Farming in Ankalkhop:
Ankalkhop village is one of the progressive village in Palus Taluka of

Sangli District. In this village the land of 1777.45 hectors is under cultivation. The

Population Ankalkhop is 10900 as per census 2001. The total number of farmers
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in the village 4580 out of which 1970 are sugarcane farmers. For the present study 

sample has been limited to 55 farmers.

5.2.1 Demographic Profile of Sample in Ankalkhop:
The demographic profile of sample has been analyse on the basis of the

varieties like Age, Education, No of family members Area of land and Crop 

schedule.

Table-5.2
Distribution of Sample Farmers by Age

Age of Farmers Classification No of Respondents Percentage
Age 20-30 2 3.64%

30-40 12 21.82%
40-50 22 40.00%
50-60 19 34.54%

55 100%

Table-5.2 shows that majority (40%) of sugarcane farmers are of having age 

above 40 years. It also shows that there are few (3.64%) sugarcane farmers belong 

to the age from 20-30 years, which reflects that young generation is not interested 

in agricultural in general and sugarcane in particular.

Table-5.3
Distribution of Sample Farmers by Education

Education of 
Farmers

Classification No of Respondents Percentage

Education 0-10std 43 78.18%
10-12std 5 9.09%
Graduate 7 12.73%

55 100%

Majority of the sugarcane farmers (78.18%) are either illiterate having education 

up to 10th standard. On the contrary only 12.73% farmers are graduate, which 

indicates that the educated people are not attracted by this occupation.
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Table-5.4
Distribution of Sample in Terms of Size of Family

Member of
Family

Classification No of Respondents Percentage

Size of Family 3 4 7.27%
4 15 25.27%
5 13 23.19%
7 17 27.91%
9 6 16.36%

55 100%

Table-5.4 shows that majority members in this farmer family up to 7 members. 

And very small size of (7.27%) members has in this family. It also shows that in 

Ankalkhop village 4, 5, and 7 family members are available in maximum level.

Table-5.5
Classification of Sample in Terms of Size of Land

Area of Land Classification
(Acre)

No of Respondents Percentage

Size of Land 1-3 36 65.45%
4-6 13 23.64%
7-9 6 10.91%

55 100%

Table-5.5 shows that majority of farmers (65.45%) have the land 1-3 acre. The 

farmers having area of land 4-6 acre are 23.64%. Very few farmers (10.91%) 

belong to the group of the farmers having area of land from 7-9 acre.

Table-5.6
Classification of Sample in Terms of Crop Schedule

Crop Pattern Classification No of Respondents Percentage
Crop Schedule Seasonal - -

Half yearly 3 5.45%
Annual 52 94.55%

55 100%

Table-5.6 shows that majority of farmers (94.55%) have annual crop schedule and 

remaining have half yearly schedule.
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5.2.2 Analysis of Production Aspects:
The sample of production factor has been analyses on the basis of the 

variables like Sources of irrigation, Method, Sources of raw material, Standers of 

seeds, Production per acre, Type of fertilizers used.

Table-5.7
Distribution of Sample in Terms of Sources of Water

Water Sources Classification No of Respondents Percentage
Sources of 
Irrigation

River 50 90.91%

Well 5 9.09%
Other - -

55 100%

Table-5.7 shows that majority of farmers (90.91%) are depends on Krishna River. 

These farmers are used water resources from River in his own farm. And in 

summer season (9.09%) farmers are using the well as a source of irrigations. It 

implies the river is one of the important sources of irrigations to the farmers.

Table-5.8
Classification Sample in Terms of Production Methods

Production
method

Classification No of Respondents Percentage

Method Traditional 21 38.18%
Modem 34 61.82%

55 100%

Table-5.8 shows that majority of farmer (61.82%) in Ankalkhop village are 

applying modem cultivation practices. It shows that very few members (38.18%) 

are applying traditional cultivation practices. It means that maximum farmers are 

applying modem method in sugarcane farming.
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Table-5.9
Classification Sample in Terms of Sources Sugarcane Seeds

Sugarcane Seeds Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Sources of 
sugarcane seeds

Farmers 50 90.90%

Factory’s 5 9.09%
Agri.University 0 0%
Agri. Division 0 0%

55 100%

Table-5.9 shows that majority of farmers (90.91%) are purchasing seeds from 

another farmers. And very few (9.09%) farmers are purchasing seeds from 

factory. This Ankalkhop village farmers are do not purchasing the seeds from 

Agriculture University and Agriculture Division because do not know sugarcane 

is available. It means majority of farmers are purchasing sugarcane seeds from 

farmers.

Table-5.10
Classification of Sample in Terms of Detoriation of Sugarcane

Detoriation of 
Sugarcane

Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Reason Sugarcane Bullockcart 6 10.91%
Bad condition of 
road

5 9.09%

Tractor- Transport 21 38.18%
Lack of
Technology

23 41.82%

55 100%

Table-5.10 shows that majority of farmers says (41.82%) the cause for sugarcane 

seeds detoriation is Lack of Technology. 9.09% of farmers are told that seeds 

detoriated is due to bad road. And 38.18% farmers believed that sugarcane seeds 

deterioration is through Tractor transport. It means maximum farmers have given 

reasons behind sugarcane detoriation through tractor transport and lack of 

technology.
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Table-5.11
Classification of Quality of Seeds

Quality Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Quality of Seeds Good 46 83.64%
Average 8 14.55%
Medium 1 10.81%
Bad 0 0%

55 100%

Table-5.11 reveals that majority of farmers (83.64%) are purchasing good quality 

sugarcane seeds. And 14.55% farmers are purchasing sugarcane seeds in average 

level. Only 10.81% farmer is purchasing medium quality sugarcane seeds. It 

implies that the sugarcane farmers are having good quality sugarcane seeds for 

sugarcane cultivation.

Table-5.12
Distribution of sample in Terms of production in Sugarcane (per acre)

Production in 
Sugarcane

Classification
(tones)

No of
Respondents

Percentage

Production per acre 30-35 24 43.64%
46-50 18 32.73%
51-55 10 18.18%
66-70 2 3.64%
76-80 1 1.81%

55 100%

52



Table-5.12 shows that 43.64% farmers are getting sugarcane production in the 

range of 30 to 35 tones per acre. And 32.73% framers are getting production from 

46 to 50 tones per acre. Where as 18.18% farmers are getting production of 

sugarcane up to 51 to 55 tones. Therefore only one farmer is getting production up 

to 76 to 80. It implies the only 10 farmers are getting sugarcane production up to 

51-55 tones per acres which have having production and productivity per acre. 

Above data shows that farmers are getting sugarcane production per care up to 30- 

35 tones which is very low production.

Table-5.13
Classification of Sample in Terms of Fertilizers Type

Fertilizers Type Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Types Inorganic 16 29.09%
Organic 39 70.91%
Other 0 0%

55 100%

The table-5.13 shows that 29.09% farmers are using Inorganic fertilizers for 

sugarcane cultivation. And 70.91% farmers are using organic fertilizers in 

sugarcane farming. It implies the sugarcane farmers are using organic fertilizers 

for sugarcane cultivation which has increased the organic value of the sugarcane.

5.2.3 Workforce:
The demographic profile of sample has been analysed on the basis of 

requirement of workers for one acre and relation with workers.

Table-5.14
Distribution of Sample in Terms of Number of Workers (per acre)

Number of Workers 
(Per acre)

Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Requirement of 
number of workers

5 36 65.45%

10 16 29.09%
15 3 5.46%

Above 0 0%
55 100%
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Table-5.14 shows that majority of farmers (65.45%) require 5 workers daily per 

acre. And 29.09% respondents require 10 workers for daily work. Only 5.46% 

farmers are required 15 workers in their land.

Table-5.15
Classification of Sample Farmers on the basis of Relations with Workers

Relationship Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Relations with
workers

Good 53 96.36%

Bad 0 0%
Medium 2 3.64%

55 100%

Table-5.15 shows that majority of farmers (96.36%) relation with worker is good. 

And only 3.64% farmers’ relation with their workers is medium. It means majority 

of farmers’ relation with their workers is good.

5.2.4 Financial Management:

The aspect of Financial Management of sugarcane farming has been 

analysed on the basis of the variables like Source of credit, Amount of loan, Rate 

of interest, Security for loan, Monthly saving, Way of saving, Division of surplus, 

Capital invested, Daily wages, Range of sugar price. The following table is 

discussed about these particular issues.

Table-5.16
Classification of Sources of Credit

Financial
Sources

Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Source of credit Multipurpose 
co-op. Society

46 83.64%

Money lender 0 0%
Bank 7 12.73%
Credit Society 1 1.82%
Chit fund 1 1.81%

55 100%

Table-5.16 shows that majority of farmers (83.64%) are taking loan from co

operative vikas society. And 12.73% farmers are taking loan from Bank. Of the
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balance, one farmer has taken loan from Credit society and another from Chit fund 

(1.81%). It intents that majority of farmers are taking the loan from society.

Table-5.17
Distribution of Sample Farmers in Terms of Amount of Loan

Collection of 
Loan

Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Amount of loan 20000-30000 25 45.45%
40000-50000 12 21.82%
60000-70000 8 14.55%
80000-90000 10 18.18%

55 100%

20-30 40-50 60-70 80-90

Table-5.17 shows that majority of (45.45%) farmers have taking the loan up to 20 

to 30 thousand, 21.82% are taking 40 to 50 thousand, 14.55% are getting 60 to 70 

thousand, 18.18% are getting 80 to 90 thousand. It intents that majority farmers 

are taking loan up to 20-30 thousand which is very low amount. Which may be 

inadequate to foster the growth of farming activities.

Table-5.18
Distribution of Sample in Terms of Rate of Interest

.Interest Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Rate of Interest 6 2 3.64%
7 20 36.36%
8 30 54.55%
12 3 5.45%

55 100%
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6 7 8 12

The table-5.18 defined that 3.64% farmers are getting the loan on 6%, 36.36% 

farmers are 7%, 54.55% farmers are 8% 5.45% farmers are 12% rate of interest. It 

indicates that majority of farmers are getting the loan at 8% or below 8% rate of 

interest. It is reasonable rate of interest which supports the sugarcane farmers, 

positively.

Table-5.19
Classification of Sample in Terms of Mortgage (Security) for Loan

Mortgage Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Mortgage for loan Home 14 25.45%
Jewelry 1 1.82%
Fertilizers 0 -

Land 40 72.73%
55 100%

Table-5.19 shows that majority of (72.73%) framers have giving the security of 

loan on land. And 25.45% farmers are giving on their home as security for loan. 

The 1.82% farmers have giving mortgage of his Jewelry. It intents the majority of 

farmers have taking the loan against the mortgage of their land.
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Table-5.20
Distribution of Sample Farmers in Terms of Monthly Saving

Saving Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Monthly saving 500-1000 27 49.09%
1500-2000 16 29.09%
2500-3000 6 10.91%
No Saving 6 10.91%

55 100%

500-1000 1500- 2500- No
2000 3000 Saving

Table-5.20 shows that the 49.09% farmers are saving the money in the range of 

500 to 1000 Rupees per month. 29.09% are saving from 1500 to 2000, 10.91% are 

saving from 2500 to 3000. 10.91% farmers have not saving the money. It shows 

that majority of the framers are saving the money up to 500-1000 Rupees per 

month. It has needed to increase this saving more in order to protect the future 

needs. But on the other hand, 11% farmers are not able to make saving it may be 

because of poverty.

Table-5.21
Distribution of Sample Farmers in Terms of way of Saving

Ways of Saving Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Way of saving Bank 42 76.36%
Credits Society 4 7.27%
Chit fund 3 5.45%
No Saving 6 10.92%

55 100%

57



Bank Credit Chit Fund No Saving 
Society

Table-5.21 reveals that majority of farmers (76.36%) are saving money into a 

Bank deposit. Only 7.27% farmers are saving the money into a deposit at the 

credit society. It also shows that 5.45% farmers are saving the money into the chit 

fund. And 10.92% farmers are not saving the money any where. It intents the 

majority farmers are deposited their money to in the Bank. The sugarcane farmers 

feel that the Bank is reliable source for saving his money.

Table-5.22

Distribution of Sample Farmers in Terms of Division of Surplus

Surplus Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Division of Surplus In land 15 27.27%
Family 14 25.45%
Saving 26 47.28%
Others 0 0%

55 100%

In Land Family Saving Others

□ No of 
Respondents

■ Percentage
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Table-5.22 shows that 47.28% farmers deposit their surplus in Bank. 27.27% 

farmers invest their profit in land. 25.45% farmers are distributed the profit in the 

family. It implies the farmers are utilizing profit to their further saving. It intents 

that farmers are knowing the importance of saving the money. They are not sure 

about the assurance of farm income.

Table-5.23

Classification of Sample in Terms of Investment

Investment Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Capital invested 20000 30 54.55%
30000 19 34.55%
50000 5 9.09%
Above 1 1.81%

55 100%

60n

20,000 30,000 50,000 Above

Table-5.23 reveals that majority of (54.55%) farmers are invested money 

amounted to Rs 20,000. And 34.55% farmers have invested Rs 30 thousand. 

9.09% farmers are invested Rs 50 thousand. And 1.81% farmers are invested 

above 50 thousand. It intents the farmers are sugarcane cultivation made 

investment up to 20 thousand. Therefore it has needed to increase this investment 

further.
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Table-5.24
Distribution of Daily Wages to the Workers

Wages Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Daily wages 60 1 1.81%
80 5 9.09%
100 36 65.45%
150 13 23.65%

55 100%

70 

60 

50 

40 

30 

20 

10 

0

According to data the 1.81% a farmer paying the wages for workers is Rs. 60 per 

day. And 9.09% farmers are paying Rs 80, 65.45% farmers paying Rs 100 per 

day, 23.65% farmers are paying Rs 150 per day. It means the farmers are taking 

the workers on 150 on 100 Rupees wages per day. It is reasonable rate of wages 

which is enjoyed by the sugarcane farmers.

El No of 
Respondents 

fl Percentage

Table-5.25
Classification of Range of Sugar Price

Sugarcane price Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Range of Sugar price Good 21 38.18%
Normally 3 5.45%
Medium 1 1.82%
Best 30 54.55%

55 100%

Table-5.25 reveals that a 38.18% farmer told that sales price of sugarcane is 

good. And 5.45% farmers said that sales price of sugarcane is nominal. Only
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1.82% farmers says that sales price of sugarcane is medium level. It intents that 

the farmers have enjoyed the best price of sugarcane cultivation (54.55%).

Table-5.26
Sugarcane Farmers Awareness of Financial Management

Statement No of Respondents Percentage
Yes No Yes No

Do you have taken a loan 54 1 98.18% 1.82%
Do you know various banking loan 
scheme.

17 38 30.91% 69.09%

Do you make comparison of income 
and expenditure

49 6 89.09% 10.91%

Do you take the loan from sugar
Factory

5 50 9.09% 90.91%

Do you make repayment of loan in time 47 8 85.45% 14.55%
Do you save the money 49 6 89.09% 10.91%
Have you Bank Account 55 - 100% -

Is there increased in price of sugarcane 
as compared to previous year

47 8 85.45% 14.55%

Table-5.26 shows that farmers awareness of financial management. The majority 

of farmers (98.18%) have taken a loan. Only 1.82% farmer is not taking loan. It 

indicates that all farmers have got loan from bank. It defines that majority of 

farmers (69.09%) have taken a loan but they do not know about various Banking 

scheme. Very small farmers (30.91%) have known the various Banking scheme. 

And 89.09% farmers have compared their income and expenditure. But remaining 

10.91% farmers are not compared of their income and expenditure. It intents the 

9.09% farmers have taken the loan from sugar factory. And majority of farmers 

(90.91%) are not taking the loan from sugar factory. The 85.45% farmers make 

the repayment of loan in proper time. And remaining 14.55% farmers have not 

made repayment of loan proper time. And majority of farmers (89.09%) have save 

the money. But 10.91% farmers do not save the money because they want to 

spend this money for livelihood. It shows that all farmers have their own Bank 

account. Majority of farmers (85.45%) told that sugarcane price is increased as 

compared to previous year.
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Table-5.27
General Awareness of Sugarcane Farmers

Statement No of Respondents Percentage
Yes No Yes No

Is there any shortage of 
sugarcane seeds?

16 39 29.09% 70.91%

Whether the sugarcane is 
being available in time for 
plantation?

50 5 90.91% 9.09%

Do you face any difficulty at 
the time of sugarcane 
plantation?

7 48 12.73% 87.27%

Whether do you are plan 
properly the sugarcane 
plantation?

53 2 96.36% 3.64%

Whether resources are 
properly utilized?

47 8 85.45% 14.55%

Is there any of risk due to 
heavy rain for sugarcane 
cultivation.

46 9 83.64% 16.36%

Whether family members seek 
employment?

40 15 72.73% 27.27%

Table-5.27 shows that majority of farmers (70.91%) are not facing the 

problem of shortage of sugarcane seeds. And 29.09% farmers have facing the 

problem of shortage of sugarcane seeds. It intents that the 90.91% farmers have 

availability of seeds in proper time for the sugarcane cultivation. And 9.09% 

farmers are not timely available of sugarcane seeds. It indicates that 12.73% 

farmers are facing the difficulties in sugarcane plantation But majority of 

(87.27%) farmers are not facing the difficulties of sugarcane plantation. Majority 

of (96.36%) farmers make proper planning in sugarcane cultivation. But only 

3.64% farmers have not any planning for sugarcane cultivation. It means majority 

of farmers are planned for own farm cultivation. It has been shows that 85.45% 

respondents are completely using the equipment. Where as 83.64% farmers are 

facing risk of heavy rain in sugarcane farming. 72.73% farmers’ family members 

are getting employment daily. On the basis of overall response from the sample 

farmers we can say that they are aware of the operational activities in sugarcane 

farming.
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5.3 Sugarcane Farming in Bhilavdi:
Bhilavdi village is one of the progressive village in Palus Taluka of Sangli 

District. The geographical area of this village Bhilwadi is 2504.15 hector. The 

land under cultivation 1840.30 hectors. Around 1400 hectors land is irrigated. The 

Population Bhilwadi is 18749 as per census 2001. The total number of fanners in 

this village 15999 farmers out of which 2200 are sugarcane farmers. For the 

present study sample has been limited to 30 farmers.

5.3.1 Demographic Profile of Sample in Bhilavdi:
The demographic profile of sample has been analyze on the basis of the

varieties like Age, Education, No of family members, Area of land and Crop 

schedule.

Table-5.28
Distribution of Sample Farmers by Age

Age of Farmers Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Age 20-30 1 2.70%
30-40 10 27.03%
40-50 20 54.05%
50-60 6 16.22%

37 100%

Table-5.28 shows that majority (54.05%) of sugarcane farmers are of having age 

above 40 years. It also shows that there are few (2.70%) sugarcane farmers belong 

to the age from 20-30 years, when reflects that young generation is not interested 

in agriculture in general and sugarcane in particular.

Table-5.29
Distribution of Sample Farmers by Education

Education of 
Farmers

Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Education 0-10std 27 72.97%
10-12std 9 24.32%
Graduate 1 2.71%

37 100%

The table-5.2 shows that majority of sugarcane farmers (72.97%) are either
tliilliterate having education up to 10 standard. On the contrary only 2.71% farmers
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are graduate, which indicate that the educated people are not attracted by this 

occupation.

Table-5.30
Distribution of Sample in Terms of Size of Family

Member of
Family

Classification No of Respondents Percentage

Size of Family 2 4 10.81%
4 8 21.62%
7 20 54.05%
8 3 8.11%
9 2 5.41%

37 100%

Table-5.30 shows that majority members in this farmer family up to 7 members. 

And very small size of (5.41%) members has in this family. It also shows that in 

Bhilavdi village 2, 4, and 8 family members are available in maximum level.

Table-5.31
Classification of Sample in Terms of Size of Land

Area of Land Classification No of Respondents Percentage
Size of Land 1-3 16 43.24%

4-6 15 40.54%
7-9 6 16.22%

37 100%

Table-5.31 shows that majority of farmers (43.24%) have the land 1-3 acre. The 

farmers having area of land 4-6 acre are 40.54%. Very few farmers (16.22%) 

belong to the group of the farmers having area of land from 7-9 acre.

Table-5.32
Classification of Sample in Terms of Crop Schedule

Crop Pattern Classification No of Respondents Percentage
Crop Schedule Seasonal - -

Half month - -

Annual 37 100.00%
37 100%

Table-5.5 shows that all (100%) farmers are use the annual crop schedule. It

indicates that all farmers in this villages getting annual pattern of sugarcane.
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5.3.2 Analysis of Production Aspects:
The sample of production factor has been analyses on the basis of the 

variables like Sources of irrigation, Method, Sources of raw material, standers of 

seeds, production per acre, Type of fertilizers used.

Table-5.33
Distribution of Sample in Terms of Sources of Water

Water Sources Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Sources of 
Irrigation

River 32 86.49%

Well 5 13.51%
Other - -

37 100%

Table-5.33 shows that majority of farmers (86.49%) are depends on Krishna 

River. These farmers are used water resources from River in his own farm. And in 

summer season (13.51%) farmers are using the well as a source of irrigations. It 

indicates that the river is one of the important sources of irrigations to the farmers.

Table-5.34
Classification Sample in Terms of Production Methods

Production
Method

Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Method Traditional 23 62.16%
Modem 14 37.84%

37 100%

Table-5.34 shows that 61.82% farmer in Bhilavdi village are applying traditional 

cultivation practices. It shows that very few members (38.18%) are applying 

modem cultivation practices. It intents the maximum farmers are applying 

traditional method in sugarcane farming.
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Table-5.35
Classification Sample in Terms of Sources Sugarcane Seeds

Sugarcane
seeds

Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Sources of 
seeds

Farmers 28 75.68%

Factory’s 6 16.22%
Agri.University - -

Agri. Division - -

37 100%

Table-5.35 shows that 75.68% farmers have purchasing seeds from other farmers. 

And very few (16.22%) farmers are purchasing seeds from factory. This Bhilavdi 

village farmers are do not purchasing the seeds from Agriculture University and 

Agriculture Division because do not know sugarcane is available. It identifies that 

majority of farmers are purchasing sugarcane seeds from farmers.

Table-5.36
Classification of Sample in Terms of Detoriation of Sugarcane

Detoriation 
of Sugarcane

Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Reason
Sugarcane

Bolluckcart 6 16.22%

Bad condition of road 14 37.84%
Tractor 11 29.72%
Lack of Technology 6 16.22%

37 100%

Table-5.36 shows that 37.84% farmer says the cause for sugarcane seeds 

detoriation is bad road. The same proportion of (16.22%) farmers told that 

sugarcane seeds detoriated is due to Bollukcart and lack of technology. And 

29.72% farmers believed that sugarcane seeds deterioration is Tractor transport. It 

indicates that majority of farmers have given reasons behind sugarcane detoriation 

through bad road and tractor transport.
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Table-5.37
Classification of Quality of Seeds

Quality Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Quality of seeds Good 25 67.57%
Average 8 21.62%
Medium 4 10.81%
Bad 0 0%

37 100%

Table-5.37 reveals that 67.57% farmers are purchasing good quality sugarcane 

seeds. And 21.62% farmers are purchasing quality of sugarcane seeds average 

level. Only 10.81% farmer is purchasing medium quality sugarcane seeds. It 

implies that the sugarcane farmers are having good quality sugarcane seeds for 

sugarcane cultivation.

Table-5.38
Distribution of Sample in Terms of Production in Sugarcane (per acre)

Production in 
Sugarcane

Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Production per acre 30-35 9 24.32%
46-50 10 27.03%
51-55 7 18.92%
66-70 6 16.22%
76-80 5 13.51%

37 100%

Table-5.38 shows that 24.32% farmers are getting sugarcane production in the 

range of 30 to 35 tones per acre. And 27.03% framers are getting production from
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46 to 50 tones per acre. Where as 18.92% farmers are getting production of 

sugarcane from 51 to 55 tones. Therefore only 13.51% farmers have getting 

production up to 76 to 80. It implies the only 7 farmers are getting sugarcane 

production up to 51-55 tones per acres which have having production and 

productivity per acre. Above data shows that farmers are getting sugarcane 

production per care up to 30-35 tones which is very low production.

Table-5.39
Classification of Sample in Terms of Fertilizers Type

Fertilizers
Type

Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Type Inorganic 20 54.05%
Organic 15 40.54%
Other 2 5.41%

37 100%

The table-5.39 shows that majority (54.05%) of farmers are using Inorganic 

fertilizers for sugarcane cultivation. And 40.54% farmers are using organic 

fertilizers in sugarcane farming. It implies the sugarcane farmers are using 

inorganic fertilizers for sugarcane cultivation which has increased the inorganic 

value of the sugarcane.

5.3.3 Workforce:
The demographic profile of sample has been analysed on the basis of 

requirement of workers for one acre and relation with workers.

Table-5.40
Distribution of Sample in Terms of Number of Workers (per acre)

Number of Workers 
(Per acre)

Classification No of Respondents Percentage

Requirement of 
number of workers

5 16 43.24%

10 13 36.14%
15 5 13.51%

Above 3 8.11%
37 100%
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Table-5.40 shows that majority of farmers (43.24%) require 5 workers daily per 

acre. And 36.14% farmers require 10 workers for daily work. And 13.51% 

farmers are required 15 workers in their land. Only 8.11% farmers are required 

above 15 workers in their land.

Table-5.41
Classification of Sample Farmers on the basis of Relations with Workers

Relationship Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Relations with 
workers

Good 34 91.89%

Bad - -

Medium 3 8.11%
37 100%

Table-5.41 defines that majority of farmers (91.89%) relation with worker is good. 

And only 8.11% farmers’ relation with their workers is medium. It means majority 

of farmers’ relation with their workers is good.

5.3.4 Financial Management:
The aspect of Financial Management of sugarcane farming has been 

analysed on the basis of the variables like Source of credit, Amount of loan, Rate 

of interest, Security for loan, Monthly saving, Way of saving, Division of surplus, 

Capital invested, Daily wages, Range of sugar price.

Table-5.42
Classification of Sources of Credit

Financial
Sources

Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Source of credit Multipurpose 
Co-op. Society

24 64.86%

Moneylender 1 2.70%
Bank 6 16.22%
Credit Society 6 16.22%
Chit fund 0 -

37 100%

Table-5.42 shows that 64.86% farmers have taking loan from co-operative vikas 

society. 16.22% farmers have taking loan from Bank; one farmer has taken loan
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from Moneylender, 16.22% farmer has taking the loan from Credit society. It 

intents that majority of farmers are taking the loan from society.

Table-5.43
Distribution of Sample Farmers in Terms of Amount of Loan

Collection of 
Loan

Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Amount of loan 20000-30000 10 27.03%
40000-50000 10 27.03%
60000-70000 5 13.51%
80000-90000 12 32.43%

37 100%

20-30 40-50 60-70 80-90

Table-5.43 indicates that 27.03% farmers have taking the loan up to 20 to 30 

thousand, 27.03% are taking 40 to 50 thousand, 13.51% are getting 60 to 70 

thousand, 32.43% are getting 80 to 90 thousand. It intents that majority farmers 

are taking loan up to 80-90 thousand which is very high amount. Which may be 

inadequate to foster the growth of farming activities.

Table-5.44
Distribution of Sample in Terms of Rate of Interest

Interest Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Rate of Interest 3 0 0%
7 32 86.49%
8 5 13.51%

37 100%
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The table-5.44 defines that majority of (86.49%) farmers are getting the loan on 

7% rate of interest, 13.51% farmers are getting loan at 8% or below 8% rate of 

interest. It indicates that majority of farmers are getting the loan on 7% rate of 

interest. It is reasonable rate of interest which supports the sugarcane farmers, 

positively.

Table-5.45
Classification of Sample in Terms of Mortgage (Security) for Loan

Mortgage Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Mortgage for Loan Home 12 32.43%
Jewelry 5 13.52%
Fertilizers 14 10.81%
Land 16 43.24%

37 100%

Table-5.45 defines that majority of (43.24%) framers have giving the security of 

loan on land. And 32.43% farmers have giving on their home as security for loan. 

It also shows that the 13.52% farmers are giving Jewelry. And 10.81% farmers are 

giving fertilizers. It implies that the majority of farmers taking the loan against the 

mortgage of their land.
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Table-5.46
Distribution of Sample Farmers in Terms of Monthly Saving

Saving Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Monthly saving 500-1000 14 37.84%
1500-2000 11 29.73%
2500-3000 8 21.62%
No Saving 4 10.81%

37 100%

500-1000 1500- 2500- No
2000 3000 Saving

Table-5.46 defines that the 37.84% farmers are monthly saving the money in the 

range of 500 to 1000 Rupees per month. 29.73% are saving from 1500 to 2000, 

21.62% are saving from 2500 to 3000. 10.81% farmers have no saving the money. 

It shows that majority of the framers are saving the money up to 500-1000 Rupees 

per month. It has needed to increase this saving more in order to protect the future 

needs. But on the other hand, 10.81% farmers are not able to make savings it may 

be because of poverty.

Table-5.47
Distribution of Sample Farmers in Terms of Way of Saving

Farmers saving Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Way of saving Bank 21 56.76%
Credits Society 8 21.62%
Chit fund 4 10.81%
No Saving 4 10.81%

37 100%
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Society Fund Saving

Table-5.47 reveals that majority of (56.76%) farmers are saving money into a 

Bank deposit. And 21.62% farmers are saving the money into a deposit at the 

credit society. It also shows that 10.81% farmers are saving the money into the 

chit fund. And 10.81% farmers are not saving the money any where. It intents the 

majority farmers are deposited their money to in the Bank. The sugarcane farmers 

feel that the Bank is reliable source for saving his money.

Table-5.48
Distribution of Sample Farmers in Terms of Division of Surplus

Surplus Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Division of surplus In land 12 32.43%
Family 7 18.92%
Saving 14 37.84%
Others 4 10.91%

37 100%

MR- 8?.!-ASAM3 KHA'W-.n U3&A8Y
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In land Family Saving Other

□ No of 
Respondents

■ Percentage

Table-5.48 defines that 37.84% farmers deposit their surplus in Bank. 32.43% 

farmers invest their profit in land. 18.92% farmers are distributed the profit in the 

family. It implies the farmers are utilizing profit to their further saving. It intents 

that farmers are knowing the importance of saving the money. They are not sure 

about the assurance of farm income.

Table-5.49
Classification of Sample in Terms of Investment

Investment Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Capital invested 20000 9 24.32%
30000 14 37.84%
50000 8 21.62%
Above 6 16.22%

37 100%
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20,000 30,000 50,000 Above

□ No of 
Respondents

■ Percentage

Table-5.23 shows that majority of (37.84%) farmers are invested money amounted 

to Rs 30000. And 24.32% farmers have invested Rs 20 thousand. 21.62% farmers 

are invested Rs 50 thousand. And 16.22% farmers are invested above 50 

thousand. It intents the farmers are sugarcane cultivation made investment up to 

30 thousand. Therefore it has needed to increase this investment further.

Table-5.50
Distribution of Daily Wages to the Workers

Wages Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Daily wages 60 4 10.81%
80 9 24.32%
100 15 40.54%
150 9 24.33%

37 100%
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According to data the 10.81% farmers are pay the wages for workers is Rs 60. 

24.32% farmers are paying the wages Rs 80, 40.54% farmers are paying the 

wages Rs 100. 24.33% farmers are paying wages Rs 150. It means the farmers are 

taking the workers on 150-100 Rupees wages per day. It is reasonable rate of 

wages which is enjoyed by the sugarcane farmers.

Table-5.51
Classification of Range of Sugar Price

Sugarcane price Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Range of sugar price Good 15 40.54%
Normally 9 24.33%
Medium 3 8.10%
Best 10 27.03%

37 100%

Table-5.51 reveals that 40.54% farmers told that sales price of sugarcane is 

good. And 24.33% farmers said that sales price of sugarcane is nominal. Only 

8.10% farmers says that sales price of sugarcane is medium level. Therefore 

27.03% farmers says that sales price of sugar price is best. It intents that the 

farmers have enjoyed the good price of sugarcane cultivation (40.54%).
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Table-5.52
Attitude of Sugarcane Farmers Awareness to Financial Management

Statement No of Resipondents Percentage
Yes No Yes No

Do you have take a loan 36 1 97.30% 2.70%
Do you know various banking 
loan scheme.

21 16 56.76% 43.24%

Do you make comparison of 
income and expenditure

30 7 81.08% 18.92%

Do you take the loan from sugar 
Factory

5 32 13.57% 86.49%

Do you make repayment of loan 
in time

35 2 94.59% 5.41%

Do you save the money 32 5 86.49% 13.51%
Have you Bank Account 37 - 100.00% -

Is there increased in price of 
sugarcane as compared to 
previous year

29 8 78.38% 21.62%

Table-5.26 defines that farmer’s awareness of financial management. The 

majority of farmers (97.30%) have taken a loan. Only 2.70% of farmer is not 

taken loan. It indicates that all farmers have got loan. It also defines that 56.76% 

farmers have known the various Banking scheme, it is good condition of Bhilavdi 

village. And 43.24% farmers have taken a loan but they do not know about 

various Banking scheme. The majority of (89.09%) farmers have compared their 

income and expenditure. But remaining (10.91%) farmers are not compared of 

their income and expenditure. It intents the 13.57% farmers have taken the loan 

from sugar factory. And majority of (86.49%) farmers are not taking the loan from 

sugar factory. The 94.59% farmers have repayment of loan at proper time. And 

remaining 14.55% respondents have not repayment of loan proper time. And 

majority of farmers (86.49%) have save the money. But 10.91% respondents do 

not save the money because they want to spend this money for livelihood. It 

shows that all farmers have their own Bank account. Majority of farmers (78.38%) 

told that sugarcane price is increased as compared to previous year.
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Table-5.53
General Awareness of Sugarcane Farmers

Statement No of Respondents Percentage
Yes No Yes No

Is there any shortage of 
sugarcane seeds?

26 11 70.27% 29.73%

Whether the sugarcane is 
being available in time for 
plantation?

27 10 72.97% 27.03%

Do you face any difficulty at 
the time of sugarcane 
plantation?

25 12 67.57% 32.43%

Whether do you are plan 
properly the sugarcane 
plantation?

30 7 81.08% 18.92%

Whether resources are 
properly utilized?

31 6 83.78% 16.22%

Is there any of risk due to 
heavy rain for sugarcane 
cultivation?

28 9 75.68% 24.32%

Whether family members seek 
employment?

19 18 51.35% 48.65%

Table-5.27 shows that majority of farmers (70.27%) are not facing the problem of 

shortage of sugarcane seeds. And 29.73% farmers have facing the problem of 

shortage of sugarcane seeds. It intents that the 72.97% farmers have availability of 

seeds in proper time for the sugarcane cultivation. And 27.03% farmers are not 

timely available of sugarcane seeds. It indicates that 32.43% farmers are facing 

the difficulties in sugarcane plantation But majority of (67.57%) farmers are not 

facing the difficulties of sugarcane plantation. Majority of (81.08%) farmers make 

proper planning in sugarcane cultivation. But only 18.92% farmers have not any 

planning for sugarcane cultivation. It means majority of farmers make plane for 

their own farm cultivation. It has been shows that 83.78% farmers are completely 

using the equipment. Whereas 75.68% farmers have facing risk of heavy rain in 

sugarcane farming. Majority of (51.35%) farmers’ family members available 

employment daily. On the basis of overall response from the sample farmers we 

can say that they are aware of the operational activities in sugarcane farming.
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5.4 Sugarcane Farming in Ghogoan:
Ghogoan village is one of the progressive village in Palus Taluka of Sangli 

District. The geographical area of the village Ghogaon is 1400 hector. The land 

under cultivation 1100 hectors. The Population Ghogoan is 3560 as per census 

2001. The total number of farmers in the village 3097.2 out of which 1580 are 

sugarcane farmers. For the present study sample has been limited to 37 farmers.

5.4.1 Demographic Profile of Sample in Ghogoan:
The demographic profile of sample has been analyzed on the basis of the

varieties like Age, Education, No of family member Area of land and Crop 

schedule.

Table-5.54
Distribution of Sample Farmers by Age

Age of Farmers Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Age 20-30 2 6.67%
30-40 5 16.67%
40-50 15 50.00%
50-60 8 26.66%

30 100%

Table-5.54 shows that majority (50.00%) of sugarcane farmers are of having age 

above 40 years. It also shows that there are few (6.67%) sugarcane farmers belong 

to the age from 20-30 years, which reflect that young generation is not interested 

in agriculture in general and sugarcane in particular.

Table-5.55
Distribution of Sample Farmers by Education

Education of 
Farmers

Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Education 0-10std 25 83.33%
10-12std 4 13.33%
Graduate 1 3.34%

30 100%

The table-5.55 define that 83.33% sugarcane farmers are either illiterate or having 

education up to 10th standard. On the contrary only 3.34% farmers are graduate, 

which indicates that the educated people are not attracted by this occupation.
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Table-5.56
Distribution of Sample in Terms of Size of Family

Member of 
Family

Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Size of Family 2 3 10.00%
3 4 13.33%
5 7 23.33%
7 12 40.00%
9 4 13.34%

30 100%

Table-5.56 shows that majority members in this farmer family up to 7 members. 

And very small size of (10.00%) members has in this family. It also shows that in 

Ghogoan village 3, 5, and 9 family members are available in maximum level.

Table-5.57
Classification of Sample in Terms of Size of Land

Area of Land Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Size of land 1-3 26 86.67%
4-6 13 10.00%
7-9 1 3.33%

30 100%

Table-5.57 shows that majority of farmers (86.67%) have the land 1-3 acre. The 

farmers having area of land 4-6 acre are 10.00%. Very few farmers (3.33%) 

belong to the group of the farmers having area of land from 7-9 acre.

Table-5.58
Classification of Sample in Terms of Crop Schedule

Crop Pattern Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Crop schedule Seasonal 0 0%
Half month 2 6.67%
Annual 28 93.33%

30 100%
Table-5.58 defines that majority of (93.33%) farmers have annual crop schedule 

and remaining have half yearly schedule.
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5.4.2 Analysis of Production Aspects:
The sample of production factor has been analyses on the basis of the 

variables like sources of irrigation, Method, Sources of raw material, standers of 

seeds, production per acre, Type of fertilizers used.

Table-5.59
Distribution of Sample in Terms of Sources of Water

Water Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Sources of
Water

River 25 83.33%

Well 5 16.67%
Other - -

30 100%

Table-5.59 shows that majority of farmers (83.33%) are depends on Krishna 

River. These farmers are used water resources from River in his own farm. And in 

summer season (16.67%) farmers are using the well as a source of irrigations. It 

also shows that the river is one of the important sources of irrigations to the 

farmers.

Table-5.60
Classification Sample in Terms of Production Methods

Production
Method

Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Method Traditional 17 56.67%
Modem 13 43.33%

30 100%

Table-5.8 shows that majority of farmer (56.67%) in Ghogoan village are 

applying Traditional cultivation practices. It shows that very few members 

(43.33%) are applying modem cultivation practices. It defines that maximum 

farmers are applying traditional method in sugarcane farming.
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Table-5.61
Glassification Sample in Terms of Sources Sugarcane Seeds

Sugarcane
seeds

Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Sources of 
seeds

Farmers 26 86.67%

Factory’s 3 10.00%
Agri.University 1 3.33%
Agri. Division 0 0%

30 100%

Table-5.61 shows that 86.67% farmers have purchasing seeds from other farmers. 

And very few (10.00%) farmers are purchasing seeds from factory. Only 3.33% 

farmer is purchasing seeds from Agriculture University. This Ghogoan village 

farmers are do not purchasing the seeds from Agriculture Division because do not 

know sugarcane is available. It identifies that majority of farmers are purchasing 

sugarcane seeds from farmers.

Table-5.62
Classification of Sample in Terms of Detoriation of Sugarcane

Detoriation of 
Sugarcane

Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Reason
Sugarcane

Bolluckcart 10 33.34%

Bad condition of road 7 23.33%
Tractor-transport 7 23.33%
Lack of Technology 6 20.00%

30 100%

Table-5.62 shows that majority of farmers says (33.34%) the cause for sugarcane 

seeds detoriation is Bolluckcart. And 23.33% farmers told that seeds detoriated is 

due to bad road and tractor transport. And 20.00% farmers belived that sugarcane 

seeds deterioration is through lack of technology. It means maximum farmers 

have given reasons behind sugarcane detoriation through Bolluckcart.
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Table-5.63
Classification of Quality of Seeds

Quality Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Quality of seeds Good 27 90.00%
Average 2 6.67%
Medium 1 3.33%
Bad 0 0%

30 100%

Table-5.63 defines that majority (90.00%) of farmers are purchasing good quality 

sugarcane seeds. And 6.67% farmers are purchasing quality of sugarcane seeds in 

average level. Only 3.33% farmer is purchasing medium quality sugarcane seeds. 

It intents the sugarcane farmers are having good quality sugarcane seeds for 

sugarcane cultivation.

Table-5.64
Distribution of Sample in Terms of production in Sugarcane (per acre)

Production in 
Sugarcane

Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Production per acre 30-35 11 36.67%
46-50 11 36.67%
51-55 5 16.66%
66-70 3 10.00%
76-80 0 0%

30 100%

Table-5.64 defines that 36.67% farmers are getting sugarcane production in the 

range of 30 to 35 tones per acre. And 36.67% framers are getting production from

83



46 to 50 tones per acre. Whereas 16.66% farmers are getting production of 

sugarcane from 51 to 55 tones. Therefore 10.00% farmers have getting production 

from 66 to 70. It implies the only 5 farmers are getting sugarcane production up to 

51-55 tones per acres which have having production and productivity per acre. 

Above data shows that farmers are getting sugarcane production per acre up to SO

BS tones which is very low production.

Table-5.65
Classification of Sample in Terms of Fertilizers Type

Fertilizers Type Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Type Inorganic 16 53.33%
Organic 14 46.67%
Other 0 0%

30 100%
The table-5.65 shows that 53.33% farmers are using Inorganic fertilizers for

sugarcane cultivation. And 46.67% respondents are using organic fertilizers in 

sugarcane farming. It implies the sugarcane farmers are using inorganic fertilizers 

for sugarcane cultivation which has increased the inorganic value of the

sugarcane.

5.4.3 Workforce:
The demographic profile of sample has been analyzed on the basis of 

Requirement of workers for one acre and relation with workers.

Table-5.66
Distribution of Sample in Terms of Number of Workers (per acre)

Number of Workers 
(Per acre)

Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Requirement of 
number of workers

5 18 60.00%

10 10 33.33%
15 2 6.67%

Above 0 0%
30 100%

Table-5.14 shows that majority of farmers (60.00%) require 5 workers daily per 

acre. And 33.33% farmers require 10 workers for daily work. Only 6.67% farmers 

are required 15 workers in their land.
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Table-5.67
Classification of Sample Farmers on the Basis of Relations with Workers

Relationship Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Relation with 
workers

Good 25 83.33%

Bad - -

Medium 5 16.67%
30 100%

Table-5.67 shows that majority of farmers (83.33%) relation with worker is good. 

And 16.67% farmers’ relation with their workers is medium. It means majority of 

farmers’ relation with their workers is good.

5.4.4 Financial Management:
The aspect of Financial Management of sugarcane farming has been 

analysed on the basis of the variables like Source of credit, Amount of loan, Rate 

of interest, Security for loan, Monthly saving, Way of saving, Division of surplus, 

Capital invested, Daily wages, Range of sugar price.

Table-5.68
Classification of Sources of Credit

Financial
Sources

Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Source of credit Multipurpose 
Co-op. Society

21 70.00%

Moneylender 0 -

Bank 5 16.67%
Credit Society 4 13.33%
Chit fund 0 -

30 100%

Table-5.16 defines that majority of farmers (70.00%) have taking loan from Co

operative Vikas society. Of the balance, four farmers have taken loan from Credit 

society. Another from 13.33% farmers has taking the loan from Bank. It means 

that maximum farmers are taking the loan from Co-operative Vikas society.
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Table-5.69
Distribution of Sample Farmers in Terms of Amount of Loan

Collection of 
Loan

Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Amount of loan 20000-30000 12 40.00%
40000-50000 8 26.67%
60000-70000 5 16.67%
80000-90000 5 16.66%

30 100%

20000- 40000- 60000- 80000-
30000 50000 70000 90000

H No of 
respondent 
s

■ Percentage

Table-5.69 indicates that 40.00% farmers have taking the loan up to 20 to 30 

thousand, 26.67% are taking 40 to 50 thousand, 16.67% are getting 60 to 70 

thousand, 16.66% are getting 80 to 90 thousand. It intents that majority farmers 

are taking loan up to 20-30 thousand which is very low amount. This may be 

inadequate to foster the growth of farming activities.

Table-5.70
Distribution of Sample in Terms of Rate of Interest

Interest Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Rate of Interest 2 1 3.33%
7 29 96.67%
8 0 0%

30 100%
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The table-5.44 defines that majority of (96.67%) farmers are getting the loan on 

7% rate of interest, only 3.33% farmers are getting loan on 2% rate of interest. It 

indicates that majority of farmers are getting the loan at 7% or below 8% rate of 

interest. It is reasonable rate of interest which support by the sugarcane farmers, 

positively.

Table-5.71
Classification of Sample in Terms of Mortgage (Security) for Loan
Mortgage Classification No of

Respondents
Percentage

Mortgage of Loan Home 5 16.67%
Jewelry 2 6.67%
Fertilizers 0 -

Land 23 76.66%
30 100%

.Table-5.45 defines that majority of (76.66%) framers have giving the security of 

loan on land. And 16.67% farmers have giving on their home as security for loan. 

It also shows that the 6.67% farmers have giving mortgage of their Jewelry. It 

intents the majority of farmers have taking the loan against the mortgage of their 

land.

Table-5.72
Distribution of Sample Farmers Monthly Saving

Saving Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Monthly saving 500-1000 18 60.00%
1500-2000 4 13.33%
2500-3000 1 3.33%
No Saving 7 23.34%

30 100%
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500-1000 1500- 2500- No
2000 3000 Saving

□ No of 
Respondents 

B Percentage

Table-5.72 defines that majority of (60.00%) farmers are saving the money in the 

range of 500 to 1000 Rupees per month. 13.33% are saving from 1500 to 2000, 

3.33% are saving from 2500 to 3000. 23.34% farmers have not saving the money. 

It shows that majority of the framers are saving the money up to 500-1000 Rupees 

per month. It has needed to increase this saving more in order to protect the future 

needs. But on the other hand, 23.34% farmers are not able to make saving it may 

be because of poverty.

Table-5.73

Distribution of Sample Farmers in Terms of Way of Saving

Farmers saving Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Way of saving Bank 16 53.33%
Credits Society 6 20.00%
Chit fund 4 13.33%
No Saving 4 13.34%

30 100%
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Bank Credit Chit Fud No 
Society Saving

Table-5.73 reveals that majority of (76.36%) farmers are saving money into a 

Bank deposit. And 20.00% farmers are saving the money into a deposit at the 

credit society. It also shows that 13.33% farmers are saving the money into the 

chit fund. And 13.34% farmers are not saving the money any where. It intents the 

majority farmers are deposited their money to in the Bank. The sugarcane farmers 

feel that the Bank is reliable source for saving his money.

Table-5.74
Distribution of Sample Farmers in Terms of Division of Surplus

Surplus Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Division of surplus In land 12 40.00%
Family 7 23.33%
Bank 8 26.67%

Others 3 10.00%
30 100%

In Land Family Bank Other
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Table-5.48 defines that majority of (40.00%) farmers deposit their surplus in land. 

Then 26.67% farmers invest their profit in bank. 23.33% farmers are distributed 

the profit in the family. It implies the farmers are utilize profit to their further 

saving. It intents that farmers are knowing the importance of saving the money. 

They are not sure about the assurance of farm income.

Table-5.75
Classification of Sample in Terms of Investment

Investment Classification No of Respondents Percentage
Capital invested 20000 11 36.67%

30000 11 36.66%
50000 5 16.67%
Above 3 10.00%

30 100%

20,000 30,000 50,000 Above

Table-5.75 reveals that 36.67% farmers have invested money amounted to Rs 

20000. And 36.66% farmers have investing Rs 30 thousand. 16.67% farmers are 

invested Rs 50 thousand. And 10.00% farmers are invested above 50 thousand. It 

intents the farmers are sugarcane cultivation made investment up to 20 thousand. 

Therefore it has needed to increase this investment further.
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Table-5.76
Distribution of Daily Wages to the Workers

Wages Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Daily wages 60 0 -

80 4 13.33%
100 17 56.67%
150 9 30.00%

30 100%

60- 

50- 

40- 

30- 

20- 

10- 

0-

60 80 100 150

According to data the 13.33% fanners have paying the wages for workers is Rs. 

80 per day. And majority of (56.67%) farmers are paying Rs 100 per day, 30.00% 

farmers are paying Rs 150 per day. It means the farmers are taking the workers on 

150 on 100 Rupees wages per day. It is reasonable rate of wages which is enjoyed 

by the sugarcane farmers.

Table-5.77
Classification of Range of Sugar Price

□ No of 
Respondents

■ Percentage

Sugar price Classification No of
Respondents

Percentage

Range of sugar price Good 22 73.33%
Normally 4 13.33%
Medium 0 -

Best 4 13.34%
30 100%

Table-5.77 shows that 73.33% farmers told that sales price of sugarcane is good.

And 13.33% farmers said that sales price of sugarcane is nominal. Only 13.34%

farmers says that sales price of sugarcane is best. It intents that the farmers have 

enjoyed the good price of sugarcane cultivation (73.33%).
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Table-5.78
Attitude of Sugarcane Farmers Awareness of Financial Management

Statement No of Respondents Percentage
Yes No Yes No

Do you have taken a loan 28 2 93.33% 6.67%
Do you know various banking loan 
scheme.

12 18 40.00% 60.00%

Do you make comparison of income 
and expenditure

24 6 80.00% 20.00%

Do you take the loan from sugar
Factory

3 27 10.00% 90.00%

Do you make repayment of loan in time 26 4 86.67% 13.33%
Do you save the money 23 7 76.67% 23.33%
Have you Bank Account 30 - 100.00% -

Is there increased in price of sugarcane 
as compared to previous year

27 3 90.00% 10.00%

Table-5.26 shows that farmers awareness of financial management. The majority 

of farmers (93.33%) have taken a loan. Only 6.67% farmer is not taken loan. It 

indicates that all farmers have got loan. It defines that majority of farmers 

(60.00%) have taken a loan but they do not know about various Banking scheme. 

Very small farmers (40.00%) have known the various Banking scheme. And 

80.00% farmers have compared their income and expenditure. But remaining 

20.00% farmers are not compared of their income and expenditure. It intents the 

10.00% farmers have taken the loan from sugar factory. And majority of farmers 

(90.00%) are not taken the loan from sugar factory. The 86.67% farmers make the 

repayment of loan proper time. And remaining 13.33% farmers have not made 

repayment of loan proper time. And majority of (76.67%) farmers have save the 

money. But 23.33% farmers do not save the money because they want to spend 

this money for livelihood. It shows that all farmers have their own Bank account. 

Majority of farmers (90.00%) told that sugarcane price is increased as compared 

to previous year.
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Table-5.79
General Awareness of Sugarcane Farmers

Statement No of Respondents Percentage
Yes No Yes No

Is there any shortage of 
sugarcane seeds?

7 23 23.33% 76.67%

Whether the sugarcane is 
being available in time for 
plantation?

27 3 90.00% 10.00%

Do you face any difficulty at 
the time of sugarcane 
plantation?

9 21 30.00% 70.00%

Whether do you are plan 
properly the sugarcane 
plantation?

26 4 86.67% 13.33%

Whether resources are 
properly utilized?

22 8 73.33% 26.67%

Is there any of risk due to 
heavy rain for sugarcane 
cultivation?

15 15 50.00% 50.00%

Whether family members seek 
employment?

24 6 80.00% 20.00%

Table-5.27 shows that majority of (76.67%) farmers are not facing the problem of 

shortage of sugarcane seeds. And 23.33% farmers have facing the problem of 

shortage of sugarcane seeds. It intents that 90.00% farmers have availability of 

seeds in proper time for the sugarcane cultivation. And 10.00% farmers are not 

timely available of sugarcane seeds. It indicates that 30.00% farmers are facing 

the difficulties in sugarcane plantation But majority of farmers (70.00%) are not 

facing the difficulties of sugarcane plantation. Majority of (86.67%) farmers make 

proper planning in sugarcane cultivation. But only 13.33% farmers have not any 

planning for sugarcane cultivation. It means majority of farmers are planned for 

their own farm in sugarcane cultivation. It has been shows that 73.33% farmers 

are completely using the equipment. Whereas 50.00% farmers are facing again 

50.00% farmers are not facing risk of heavy rain in sugarcane farming. Majority 

of (80.00%) farmers’ family members are getting employment daily. On the basis 

of overall response from the sample farmers we can say that they are aware of the 

operational activities in sugarcane farming.
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Attitude of Farmers
A study of approaches of farmers is very important to above study. The 

following analysis and interpretation depends up on data by attitudes of farmers of 

margin money scheme.

1 2 3 4 5
No of Respondents 42 39 5 36 0
Statistical formula xl x2 x3 x4 x5

42 78 15 144 0

279
= 2.29

122

Total score 279 divided by No. of opinion- Giving respondents 122 = 2.29 

if the highest possible mean score of 5=100% (20%). Then mean score of 2.29= 

45.80 (percentile value) the majoring the opinion of a 122 approaches of farmers 

of the sampled 1= strongly agreed, 2= agreed, 3= undecided (neutral), 4= 

Disagreed, 5= Strongly Disagreed the respondents rendered was processed on a 

computer under expert supervision and by developing application specific 

technique, each mean score was converted into a percentile value.

Attitude of Farmers 

Table-5.80

Sr.
no

Statement 1 2 3 4 5 Total
Score

Mean Percentile
value

1. Bank givens loan to 
sugarcane farmers

42 78 15 144 0 279 2.29 45.80

2. Government 
schemes are useful 
to sugarcane 
farmers

14 140 27 104 0 291 2.39 47.80

3. We do financial Mgt. 
in sugarcane farming

12 110 33 116 25 296 2.43 48.60

4. Decrease in price of 
sugarcane affects 
profit & loss

58 94 42 12 0 206 1.69 33.80

5. Production is not 
getting proper time

36 144 0 56 0 236 1.93 38.60

6. Sugarcane bill is 
timely paid by the

31 110 39 84 10 274 2.25 46.00
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factory
7. Part of profit should 

be retained in sugar 
cane farming it self

63 108 9 8 0 188 1.54 30.80

8. Control on cost is 
required in 
sugarcane farming

41 146 12 16 0 215 1.76 35.20

9. Cost increase due to 
traditional way of 
sugarcane farming

27 78 39 156 20 320 2.62 52.40

10 It seems that 
production of 
sugarcane is 
increased due to 
increase in sugarcane 
price in 2008-09

36 144 27 20 0 227 1.86 37.20

11 There is effect of 
power cut on 
sugarcane 
production

51 118 21 20 0 210 1.72 34.40

12 There is effect of 
change in price of 
sugar on price of 
sugarcane.

39 124 36 36 0 235 1.93 38.60

14 During season the 
recovery of sugar is 
not uniform, so 
profit fluctuate.

51 104 27 40 0 222 1.82 36.40

122 x 5 = 610 A most favorable attitude 

122 x 3 = 366 A neutral attitude 

122 x 1 = 122 A unfavorable attitude

Interpretation:

Table-5.80 shows that first statement is favorable it means bank has given the 

loan to the farmers. His total score of three villages are 279 and his mean is 2.29 

and percentile value is 45.80. The statement no. 2 is favorable. It means various 

government skims are useful to the farmers. Total score is 291 and mean is 2.39, 

percentile value is 47.80. The statement no. 3 are to be unfavorable the 

respondents does not financial management in sugarcane production. Total score 

is 296 and mean is 2.43 also percentile value is 48.60. The statement no. 4 is 

favorable means when sugarcane price is decrease then effect of profit and loss 

33.80. Another statement no. 5 is also favorable means all farmers opinion is
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sufficient price in sugarcane. His total score is 236 and mean is 1.93, percentile 

value is 38.60. The statement no.6 is favorable means sugarcane bill is timely 

taking. His total score is 274 mean is 2.25 and percentile value is 46. next 

statement no. 7 favorable the farmers are some profit are invest in sugarcane 

farming his total score is 188, mean is 1.54 and percentile value is 30.80. The 

statement no. 8 is favorable farmers are control of expenses. In sugarcane farming 

his total score is 215, mean is 1.76 and percentile value is 35.20. Besides 

statement no.9 is also favorable the farmers opinion is increase the expenses in 

traditional type of sugarcane farming his total score is 320, mean is 2.62 and 

percentile value is 52.40. The statement no. 10 is favorable sugarcane price is 

increased as compared previous year. His total score is 227, mean is 1.86 

percentile value is 34.40. The statement no. 12 is favorable effect on sugar in 

sugarcane production these total score is 235 and mean is 1.93, percentile value is 

38.60. The statement no. 13 are favorable averagely sugarcane production is 

flexible. His total score is 222 and mean is 1.82 percentile value is 36.40.

As the sugarcane farmers do not maintain the books of accounts the 

present researcher has estimated the cost and production and profitability for 

different levels of activities i.e. ten acres, five acres and two acres. This estimation 

has been made on the basis of data collection from three villages selected.

Table-5.81
Comparative Profitability Statement of Sugarcane Crop for (Ten Acres)

Statement Ankalkhop Bhilavdi Ghogoan

(A)Sales of Sugarcane 1,55,000
(100%)

1,03,000
(100%)

1,04,000
(100%)

(B) Cost of Production
Sugarcane Seeds 3,000

(2.86)
2,900
(2.82)

3,000
(2.88)

Feeds 1,000
(0.95)

2,000
(L94)

1,000
(0.96)

Hire Human Labour 10,000
(9.52)

7,000
(6.80)

5,000
(4.81)

Bullock Labour 1,000
(0.95)

1,000
(0.97)

500
(0.48)
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Manures & Fertilizers 5,000
(4.76)

5,000
(4.85)

15,000
(14.42)

Land Development 10,000
(9.52)

8,000
(7.77)

7,000
(6.73)

Irrigation Expenses 7,000
(6.67)

10,000
(9.71)

12,000
(11.54)

Purchase of Fertilizers 2,000
(1.90)

3,000
(2.91)

10,000
(9.62)

Electric Articles 1,000
(0.95)

2,000
(1.94)

900
(0.87)

Pesticides Expenses 5,000
(4.76)

3,000
(2.91)

3,000
(2.88)

Total Cost (B) 45,000
(42.84)

43,900
(42.62)

57,400
(55.19)

(C) Profit (A-B) 1,10,000
(57.16)

59,100
(57.38)

46,600
(44.81)

Table-5.81 reveals that Ten acre farmers, in these three village farmers spent 

mpney nearly same for sugarcane seeds. It means these three village farmers have 

purchasing the quality of sugarcane seeds. The Ankalkhop and Ghogoan farmers 

are very low (0.95), (0.96) spent money for the purpose of feeds, as compared to 

Bhilavdi village farmer. The Bhilavdi farmer has large spent money on feeds. The 

Ankalkhop village farmer is maximum (9.52) spent money on labour, and other 

two village are not spent more money for the same purpose. And there villages 

farmers have not spent money above 1% for Bullock labour. In Ghogoan farmer is 

maximum (14.42) spent money for the purpose of Fertilizers. This farmer has 

main purpose is improving quality of land, they spent large money. The 

Ankalkhop village farmer is very large (9.52) spent money for Land Development 

as compared other two villages. This farmer is concentrate on improving qualityof 

land before cultivation. The Ghogoan village farmer spent large amount of money 

for Irrigation. Other village farmers are not much amount to be spent. Again 

Ghogoan village farmer is spent large amount of money for Fertilizers. And these 

three villages farmers spent money for Eclectic Article is very low. The 

Ankalkhop village farmer is very large money spent for Pesticides expense as 

compared to other two village farmers. It implies that these there village farmers
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are profitable, but Ankalkhop and Bhilavdi farmer are more profitable as 

compared to Ghogoan village. It implies that the Ghogoan farmer has large spent 

money on irrigation and manures & fertilizers.

Table-5.82
Comparative Profitability Statement of Sugarcane Crop for (Five Acres)

Statement Ankalkhop Bhilavdi Ghogoan

(A)Sales of Sugarcane 1,13,000
(100%)

84,000
(100%)

1,05,000
(100%)

(B) Cost of Production
Sugarcane Seeds 3,800

(3.36)
3,400
(4.05)

2,800
(2.67)

Feeds 1,200
(1.61)

3,000
(3.57)

500
(0.47)

Hire Human Labour 4,000
(3.54)

2,000
(2.38)

8,000
(7.62)

Bullock Labour 1,500
(1.33)

1,000
(1.19)

500
(0.48)

Manures & Fertilizers 22,000
(19.47)

17,000
(20.24)

15,000
(14.29)

Land Development 10,000
(8.85)

10,000
(11.90)

12,000
(1.43)

Irrigation Expenses 9,000
(7.96)

4,000
(14.19)

10,000
(9.52)

Purchase of Fertilizers 3,000
(2.65)

8,000
(4.76)

2,000
(1.11)

Electric Articles 1,000
(0.88)

500
(0.60)

300
(0.28)

Pesticides Expenses 6,000
(5.31)

3,000
(3.57)

1,000
(0.95)

Total Cost (B) 61,500
(54.04)

55,900
(66.55)

92,100
(87.72)

(C) Profit (A-B) 51,500
(45.04)

28,100
(33.45)

12,900
(12.28)
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Table-5.82 shows that middle level farmers of three villages are spent money 

different level on sugarcane seeds. The Bhilavdi farmer is large (4.05) spent 

money for seeds as compared to other two villages. Because there farmer is 

purchasing quality of seeds. The Ghogoan village farmer spent money very low, 

the main reason is farmer using seeds in his own land. The Ghogoan farmer is also 

maximum spent money for Labour as compared to other two villages. Because 

these two village farmers are helpful in his own family member to the land. 

Therefore nearly the same level of spent money for Manures & Fertilizers and 

Land development. In Ankalkhop village farmer is large spent money for 

Irrigation as compared to two villages. Then the Bhilavdi village farmer is 

maximum spent money for Purchasing Fertilizers. Very low level spent money in 

Ghogoan village. There villages are spent money nearly same level for Electric 

Article. In Ghogoan village farmer is minimum spent money for Pesticides as 

compared to other two villages. Lastly it has been observed that three villages 

have profitable.

Table-5.83

Comparative Profitability Statement of Sugarcane Crop for (Two Acres)

Statement Ankalkhop Bhilavdi Ghogoan

(A)Sales of Sugarcane 1,03,000
(100%)

95,000
(100%)

92,500
(100%)

(B) Cost of Production
Sugarcane Seeds 3,500

(3.40)
3,000
(1.54)

3,500
(3.78)

Feeds 2,000
(1.94)

1,500
(0.77)

3,000
(3.24)

Hire Human Labour 4,500
(4.37)

8,000
(4.10)

2,500
(2.70

Bullock Labour 2,000
(1.94)

1,000
(0.51)

1,700
(1.84)

Manures & Fertilizers 19,000
(18.45)

5,000
(2.56)

20,000
(21.62)

Land Development 12,000
(11.65)

4,000
(2.05)

7,000
(7.57)
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Irrigation Expenses 5,000
(4.85)

8,000
(4.10)

8,000
(8.65)

Purchase of Fertilizers 3,000
(2.91)

2,000
(1.03)

7,000
(7.57)

Electric Articles 1,000
(0.970

1,000
(0.51)

500
(0.54)

Pesticides Expenses 5,000
(4.86)

3,000
(1.50)

3,000
(3.24)

Total Cost (B) 57,000
(55.34)

32,500
(18.67)

56,200
(60.75)

(C) Profit (A-B) 46,000
(44.66)

62,500
(81.33)

36,300
(39.25)

Table-5.83 it defines that low level farmers have cultivate the land from Two acre. 

In Ghogoan and Ankalkhop farmer has spent very large amount of the seeds as 

compared to Bhilavdi village. Ghogoan farmer also spent large amount for Feeds 

as compared to other two villages. The Ankalkhop farmer is very large amount 

spent on Labour expenses as compared to Bhilavdi Ghogoan village farmers. 

Therefore Ghogoan farmer is very large amount to be spent on Fertilizers as 

compared to other villages. The Ankalkhop farmer is spent money very large for 

land development but in Ghogoan farmer is very low spent money this same thing. 

The Ankalkhop and Bhilavdi farmers are equal spent money for irrigation, but 

Ghogoan village farmer spent money double as compared to other two villages. 

The Ghogoan village farmer is very large amount to be spent for purchase of 

fertilizers. But Bhilavdi farmer is very low spent money for same thing. These 

three villages are spent money for the Electric Article is very low. The Ankalkhop 

village farmer has large spent money on Pesticides. And Bhilavdi farmer is very 

low spent money as compared to Ghogoan village. It intents that there villages 

have profitable but Bhilavdi village farmer is getting above 81% profit the maine 

treason is all expwnses are spent on very low as compared to both farmers and 

Ghogoan farmer is getting up to 39% is very low taking profit it main reason is 

maximum money spent on various expenses.
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Table-5.84

Comparative Profitability Statement of Cattle Account for (Ten Acres)

Statement Ankalkhop Bhilavdi Ghogoan

(A)Sales of Sugarcane 13300
(100%)

46800
(100%)

13200
(100%)

(B) Cost of Production
Opening Balance 1700

(12.78)
4000
(8.54)

1000
(7.58)

Opening Stock of Food
Staffs

700
(5.26)

3000
(6.41)

1500
(11.36)

Purchase of Cattle 3000
(22.56)

10000
(21.37)

2000
(15.15)

Purchase of Food Staffs 2100
(15.79)

4900
(10.47)

3500
(26.52)

Veterinary Aid 800
(5.02)

7500
(16.03)

1200
(9.09)

Total Cost (B) 8,300
(62.41)

29,400
(62.82)

9,200
(6.97)

(C) Profit (A-B) 5000
(37.59)

17400
(37.18)

4000
(30.30)

Table-5.84 shows that opening balance of Ankalkhop farmer is higher (12.78) 

than Ghogoan & Bhilavdi farmers. Whereas opening balance of food staff of 

Ghogoan farmer is higher (11.36) as compared to other two villages. And 

Ankalkhop village Farmer is spent large money (22.56) on purchasing cattle the 

main reason is purchasing Buffalow and cows hence there expenses is increased. 

In Ghogoan farmer spent money for the purpose of purchase of food staff is higher 

than other two villages. It also shows that the Bhilavdi village farmers are large 

(16.03%) spent money on veterinary aid as compared to Ankalkhop and Ghogoan. 

And Ankalkhop farmer has very low spent money on this same thing. It implies 

that there village farmers are profitable. But Ankalkhop and Ghogoan village 

farmers profit level is very low, the main reason is these farmers have maximum 

spent money on various expenses, hence his profit level is very low.
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Table-5.85

Comparative Profitability Statement of Cattle Account for (Five Acres)

Statement Ankalkhop Bhilavdi Ghogoan

(A)Sales of Sugarcane 20200
(100%)

9700
(100%)

39400
(100%)

(B) Cost of Production
Opening Balance 2500

(12.38)
1750

(18.04)
3000
(8.04)

Opening Stock of Food
Staffs

1700
(8.42)

800
(8.22)

800
(2.14)

Purchase of Cattle 1500
(15.46)

28000
(75.07)

Purchase of Food Staffs 3500
(17.33)

2200
(22.68)

2300
(6.17)

Veterinary Aid 2200
(10.89)

1300
(13.40)

300
(0.80)

Total Cost (B) 9,900
(49.02)

7,550
(77.78)

34,400
(92.22)

(C) Profit (A-B) 10300
(50.98)

2150 
(22.22)

5000
(7.78)

Table-5.85 shows that opening balance of Bhilavdi village farmer is higher 

(18.04) as compared to Ankalkhop and Ghogoan village. Whereas the Ghogoan 

village farmer is also very low (2.14) money spent. And Bhilavdi farmers’ large 

spent money as compared to Ankalkhop farmer, but averagely equal amount spent 

for this same purpose. The Ankalkhop farmer is not any purchase of cattle. But 

Ghogoan farmers are very large (75.07) amount spent for this same purpose. 

Hence after Ghogoan farmer profit is decreased. This Bhilavdi farmer is same 

situation in Ghogoan farmer. The Bhilavdi village farmer maximum (22.68) 

amount spent on purchasing food staff as compared to other two villages. 

Ghogoan village farmer spent money from 2300. The Ghogoan village farmer is 

very low (0.80) amount spent for the purpose of veterinary aid as compared to 

other two villages. But Ankalkhop farmer is spent large money (23.36) as 

compared to Bhilavdi village. It identifies that three village farmers are profitable.
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But Bhilavdi and Ghogoan farmers are not profitable because there large money 

spent on purchasing cattle. In these three villages Ankalkhop farmer is more 

profitable (50.98%). But Ghogoan and Bhilavdi farmers is taking very low profit.

Table-5.86

Comparative Profitability Statement of Cattle Account for (Two Acres)

Statement Ankalkhop Bhilavdi Ghogoan

(A)Sales of Sugarcane 18300
(100%)

12800
(100%)

8800
(100%)

(B) Cost of Production
Opening Balance 1000

(5.46)
600

(4.69)
1250

(14.20)

Opening Stock of Food
Staffs

1800
(14.06)

800
(9.09)

Purchase of Cattle 1700
(19.33)

. Purchase of Food Staffs 4000
(21.86)

3900
(30.47)

2700
(30.68)

Veterinary Aid 2000
(10.93)

1500
(11.72)

1300
(14.77)

Total Cost (B) 7,000
(38.25)

7,800
(60.94)

7,750
(88.07)

(C) Profit (A-B) 11300
(61.75)

5000
(39.06)

1050
(11.93)

Table-5.86 shows that opening balance of Ghogoan village farmer is higher 

(14.20) as compared to Ankalkhop and Bhilavdi farmers. As compared to these 

three villages opening balance of Bhilavdi farmer is very low level. The Bhilavdi 

farmer has opening stock of food staff is higher (14.06) as compared to other two 

farmers. But Ankalkhop farmer do not spent money for this same purpose. The 

Ghogoan farmer spent money for purchasing cattle. In Ghogoan farmer spent 

more money (30.68) for the purpose of purchase of food staff as compared to 

Ankalkhop and Bhilavdi farmers. Then the Ghogoan farmers are more (14.77) 

spent money for veterinary aid as compared to other both villages. Ankalkhop 

village farmer spent money low level for the same purpose. It observed that three
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villages are profitable. But Bhilavdi farmer is taking very low profit because this 

farmer spent more money on purchasing food staff and opening stock of food staff 

as compared to other two villages. Therefore Ghogoan village farmer is also 

getting lower (11.93) profit there main reason is majority amount of spent on 

purchasing food staff and purchasing cattle.

Table-5.87
Comparative Profitability Statement of Chili Account for (Ten Acres)

Statement Ankalkhop Bhilavdi Ghogoan

(A)Sales of Sugarcane 3,000
(100%)

7,000
(100%)

4,000
(100%)

(B) Cost of Production
Purchase of Crops 500

(16.67)
800

(11.43)
500

(12.50)

Water Expenses 800
(26.67)

1,000
(14.29)

700
(17.50)

Pesticides Expenses 500
(16.66)

1,200
(17.14)

600
(15.00)

Labour Expenses 200
(6.67)

800
(11.43)

700
(17.50)

Total Cost (B) 2,000
(66.67)

3,800
(54.29)

2500
(62.50)

(C) Profit (A-B) 1000
(33.33)

3,200
(45.71)

1500
(37.50)

Table-5.87 shows that internal crop of sugarcane is chili. Various expenses are to 

be defined in these three villages. The Ankalkhop farmer is large (16.67) spent 

money for purchasing the chili crop as compared to other two farmers. Because 

this farmer purchasing the quality of crop in the market. The Ankalkhop farmer is 

also spent higher level money (26.67) for the purpose of water expenses. Bhilavdi 

farmer very low (14.29) spent money on same thing. The Ghogoan farmer is very 

large amount of spent on Pesticides expenses. Bhilavdi farmer is also higher spent 

money (17.14) as compared to other two farmers. Ankalkhop farmer very low 

(6.67%) spent money for labour as compared to two villages. Remaining two 

farmers are spent money higher level, it implies that three villages are profitable.
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But Ankalkhop and Ghogoan village farmers have taken very low level profit, 

there main reason is maximum spent money on pesticides and water expenses.

Table-5.88

Comparative Profitability Statement of Chili Account for (Five Acres)

Statement Ankalkhop Bhilavdi Ghogoan

(A)Sales of Sugarcane 6,500
(100%)

4,000
(100%)

2,200
(100%)

(B) Cost of Production
Purchase of Crops 500

(7.69)
700

(17.50)
300

(13.65)

Water Expenses 900
(3.85)

900
(22.50)

200
(9.09)

Pesticides Expenses 1,300
(20.00)

500
(12.50)

200
(9.09)

Labour Expenses 1,000
(15.38)

300
(7.50)

500
(22.72)

Total Cost (B) 3,700
(56.92)

2,400
(60.00)

1,200
(54.55)

(C) Profit (A-B) 2,800
(43.08)

1600
(40.00)

1000
(45.45)

Table-5.88 define that the Ankalkhop farmer very low (7.69) spent money for 

purchase of crop as compared to Ghogoan and Bhilavdi village farmers. The 

Bhilavdi farmer has very large (17.50) amount of money spent because this farmer 

purchasing quality of crops. Also Bhilavdi farmer is very large (22.50) spent 

money spent for water expenses as compared to other two villages. Ghogoan 

farmer very low (9.09) spent money on same thing. And the Ankalkhop farmer is 

very large (20.00) amount of money spent for Pesticides expense. The Bhilavdi 

farmer is low level spent money (12.50) but more than Ghogoan fanner. The 

Ghogoan farmer spent large money as compared to other two villages. But 

Bhilavdi farmer is spent money is lower level as compared to Ankalkhop farmers. 

The main reason is lower spent money in Bhilavdi farmer is there are using family 

members in his own farm. It identifies that these three villages are profitable.
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These three farmers are spent money various expenses on flexibility, hence there 

profit is low.

Table-5.89

Comparative Profitability Statement of Chili Account for (Two Acres)

Statement Ankalkhop Bhilavdi Ghogoan

(A)Sales of Sugarcane 5,000
(100%)

8,000
(100%)

4,000
(100%)

(B) Cost of Production
Purchase of Crops 700

(14.00)
500

(6.25)
500

(11.88)

Water Expenses 500
(10.00)

700
(8.75)

800
(20.00)

Pesticides Expenses 1,000
(20.00)

1,500
(18.75)

500
(12.90)

Labour Expenses 500
(10.00)

300
(3.75)

500
(12.90)

Total Cost (B) 2,700
(54.00)

3,000
(37.50)

2,300
(57.50)

(C) Profit (A-B) 2,300
(46.00)

5,000
(62.50)

1,700
(42.50)

Table-5.89 shows that the Ankalkhop farmer has spent more (14) money for 

purchase of crops as compared to Bhilavdi and Ghogoan farmers. The Bhilavdi 

farmer is spent money very low level (6.25) the main reason is there farmer 

producing the crops (nursery) and used there farm. The Bhilavdi farmer is also 

low spent money for water expense as compared to other two villages. The 

Ghogoan farmer large (20%) spent money as compared to Ankalkhop village for 

same thing. The Ankalkhop farmer is more (30%) spent money for Pesticides 

expenses. Therefore the Ghogoan farmer spent money for same thing very low. It 

shows that Bhilavdi farmer is very low (3.75%) spent money for labour because 

he is used there family members. The Ghogoan village farmer is higher level spent 

money for the same purpose. It has observed that three villages are profitable. But 

Ankalkhop and Ghogoan farmers have taken lower profit because very large 

amount of money spent on purchasing crop and water expenses.
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Table-5.90

Comparative Profitability Statement of Soyabine Account for (Ten Acres)

Statement Ankalkhop Bhilavdi Ghogoan

. (A)Sales of Sugarcane 16,000
(100%)

15,000
(100%)

12,000
(100%)

(B) Cost of Production
Purchase of Seeds 2,500

(15.63)
2,500

(16.67)
2,000

(16.67)

Water Expenses 2,500
(15.63)

2,000
(13.33)

1,000
(8.33)

Pesticides Expenses 2,700
(16.88)

3,000
(20.00)

2,000
(16.67)

Labour Expenses 1,500
(9.36)

1,500
(10.00)

1,000
(8.33)

Total Cost (B) 9,200
(57.50)

9,000
(60.00)

6,000
(50.00)

(C) Profit (A-B) 6,800
(42.50)

6,000
(40.00)

6,000
(50.00)

Table-5.90 shows that above three village farmers have taken internal crop of 

sugarcane is soyabine. In this table define that the Bhilavdi and Ghogoan farmers 

have spent money (16.67) on equal level for purchase of seeds. But Ankalkhop 

farmer is more spent money on these seeds as compared two villages. The 

Ankalkhop farmer also more spent money on water expenses as compared to other 

two villages. The Bhilavdi farmer has more (20.00) spent money on Pesticides 

expenses. But lower spent money on Ankalkhop farmer as compared to Ghgoan 

farmer. And the Bhilavdi farmer is spent more (10.00) amount of money for 

labour expenses. Other two farmers have low spent money for the same thing. It 

implies that three villages are profitable. But Ankalkhop farmer has taken more 

selling amount but there are large money spent on various expenses. This same 

situation of Bhilavdi farmer, hence there profit is very low.
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Table-5.91

Comparative Profitability Statement of Soyabine Account for (Five Acres)

Statement Ankalkhop Bhilavdi Ghogoan

(A)Sales of Sugarcane 14,000
(100%)

13,000
(100%)

11,000
(100%)

(B) Cost of Production
Purchase of Crops 2,000

(14.29)
1,700

(13.09)
2,500

(22.72)

Water Expenses 3,000
(21.43)

1,000
(7.69)

700
(6.36)

Pesticides Expenses 1,500
(10.71)

2,000
(15.38)

2,700
(24.55)

Labour Expenses 1,500
(10.71)

2,000
(15.38)

500
(4.55)

Total Cost (B) 8,000
(57.14)

6,700
(51.54)

6,400
(58.18)

(C) Profit (A-B) 6,000
(42.86)

6,300
(48.46)

4,600
(41.82)

Table-5.91 shows that the Ghogoan farmer is spent more (22.72%) money for the 

purchase of seeds it means quality of seeds is purchased as compared other two 

villages. The Ankalkhop farmer is very large amount (21.43) to be spent on water 

expenses. And comparison of three villages’ in water expenses is very different 

amount to be spent. The Ghogoan farmer is spent more money (24.55) for 

Pesticides as compared other two villages. The Ghogoan farmer is very low 

(4.55%) money spent for labour expenses as compared two villages. But Bhilavdi 

farmer is spent very large money on this same purpose. It implies that three 

villages are profitable. These three villages profit from 41% this situation is good, 

the main reason is taken selling amount is lower

ft'
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Table-5.92

Comparative Profitability Statement of Soyabine Account for (Two Acres)

Statement Ankalkhop Bhilavdi Ghogoan

(A)Sales of Sugarcane 21,000
(100%)

18,000
(100%)

10,000
(100%)

(B) Cost of Production
Purchase of Crops 4,000

(19.05)
4,000

(22.22)
1,200

(12.00)

Water Expenses 1,000
(4.76)

1,500
(8.33)

1,000
(10.00)

Pesticides Expenses 1,800
(8.57)

2,700
(15.00)

1,000
(10.00)

Labour Expenses 900
(4.29)

1,800
(10.00)

1,500
(15.00)

Total Cost (B) 21,000
(36.37)

10,000
(55.55)

4,700
(47.00)

(C) Profit (A-B) 13,300
(63.33)

8,000
(44.45)

5,300
(53.00)

Table-5.92 shows that this situation is also better middle level farmers, because 

these level farmers are taking profit above 45. It also shows that the Bhilavdi 

farmer is spent money (22.22) higher for purchasing the seeds as compared other 

two villages. Very low (12.00) amount is spent on Ghogoan farmer. And Ghogoan 

farmer more spent money (10) for water expenses. Ankalkhop farmer is very low 

spent money for this same purpose. The Bhilavdi farmer is more spent money (15) 

on Pesticides expenses. Ankalkhop farmer very low (8.57) spent money for the 

same purpose. It also shows that the Ankalkhop farmer lower level spent money 

on labour expense as compared to two farmers. But Ghogoan farmer very large 

spent money for these same purpose. It also observed that these three villages are 

profitable.
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Table-5.93
Comparative Profitability Statement of Profit and Loss Account for

(Ten Acres)

Statement Ankalkhop Bhilavdi Ghogoan

Salary & Wages 12,700
(18.49)

10,300
(12.88)

6,700
(12.840

Insurance Premium 1,000
(1.46)

2,000
(2.50)

Repairs & Maintenance 2,000
(2.91)

3,000
(3.75)

2,000
(3.83)

Bank Deposit Installment 1,000
(1.46)

1,300
(1.62)

300
(0.57)

Telephone Expenses 800
(U6)

800
(1.60)

200
(0.38)

Education Fees 10,000
(15.56)

5,000
(6.25)

5,000
(9.58)

Purchase of T.V. Sets 9,000
(11.25)

4,000
(7.66)

Profit 90,100
(58.36)

48,600
(60.75)

34,000
(65.14)

Table-5.93 shows that these there village farmers have getting maximum profit. 

The Ankalkhop farmer has large spent money for the purpose of salary and wages 

as compared to Bhilavdi and Ghogoan farmers. Bhilavdi farmer spent more (2.50) 

money for insurance as compared to two villages, and Ankalkhop farmer spent 

low (1.46) money on bank deposited. The Ghogoan and Bhilavdi village farmers 

large spent money on repairs and maintenance as compares to Ankalkhop farmer. 

Ghogoan farmer is very low (0.57) investing money from bank. But other two 

village farmers have deposited money is very low. And the same position of spent 

money on telephone expenses. Ankalkhop farmers have very large amount of 

spent on Education fees as compared to other two villages. Whereas the Bhilavdi 

farmer has large spent money for purchase television set as compared to Ghogoan
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farmer. The Ankalkhop farmer is not spent money on this same purpose. It implies 

that these three farmers are profitable but this position is not good.

Table-5.94
Comparative Profitability Statement of Profit and Loss Account for

(Five Acres)

Statement Ankalkhop Bhilavdi Ghogoan

Salary & Wages 6,500
(11.86)

5,000
(13.35)

4200
(18.35)

Insurance Premium 500
(1.33)

Repairs & Maintenance 1,000
(1.82)

1,000
(2.67)

1,000
(14.37)

Bank Deposit Installment 1,500
(2.74)

500
(1.33)

500
(2.18)

Telephone Expenses 500
(0.91)

200
(0.53)

200
(0.87)

Education Fees 2,000
(3.65)

4,500
(12.02)

3,000
(13.10)

Purchase of T.V. Sets 10,000
(18.25)

5,000
(21.83)

Profit 39,300
(60.77)

25,750
(68.77)

9,000
(39.30)

Table-5.94 shows that these there village farmers have getting low profit as 

compared to ten acre farmers. The Ghogoan farmer has large (18.35) spent money 

for the purpose of salary and wages as compared to Bhilavdi and Ankalkhop 

farmers. Only Bhilavdi farmer spent money for insurance premium, other two 

village farmers are do not know insurance scheme. The Ghogoan village farmer 

large spent money on repairs and maintenance as compares to Ankalkhop and 

Bhilavdi farmers. Bhilavdi farmer is very low investing money from bank. But 

other two village farmers have deposited large amount money. And these three 

villages are very low spent money on telephone expenses. Bhilavdi farmer has 

very large amount of spent for Education fees as compared to other two villages.
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Whereas the Ankalkhop and Ghogoan farmers have large spent money for 

purchase television set. It implies that these three village farmers are profitable. 

But Ghogoan farmer is getting very low level profits because he spent more 

money on salary& wages and purchasing television. And main reason is there 

availability of money is very low, hence his taken lower profit.

Table-5.95

Comparative Profitability Statement of Profit and Loss Account for
(Two Acres)

Statement Ankalkhop Bhilavdi Ghogoan

Salary & Wages 7,000
(8.79)

9,000
(5.23)

4,500
(10.55)

Insurance Premium 1,000
(0.58)

Repairs & Maintenance 2,000
(3.77)

2,000
(1.16)

1,500
(3.52)

Bank Deposit Installment 3,000
(3.77)

2,500
(1.46)

500
(1.17)

Telephone Expenses 500
(0.63)

1,000
(0.58)

200
0.47)

Education Fees 2,000
(2.51)

7,000
(4.88)

4,000
(9.38)

Purchase of T.V. Sets 9,000
(21.10)

Profit 77,400
(80.53)

53,200
(86.11)

22,950
(53.81)

Table-5.95 shows that these there village farmers have getting more profit as 

compared to ten and five acre farmers. The Ghogoan farmer has large (10.55) 

spent money for the purpose of salary and wages as compared to Bhilavdi and 

Ankalkhop farmers. Only Bhilavdi farmer spent money for insurance premium, 

other two villages have not spent money insurance premium. The Ankalkhop

village farmer spent large money on repairs and maintenance as compares to
112



Ghogoan and Bhilavdi farmers. Ghogoan and Bhilavdi farmers have very low 

investing money from bank. But Anakakhop village farmer is deposited money is 

very high. And these three villages are very low spent money on telephone 

expenses. Ghogoan farmer has very large amount of spent for Education fees as 

compared to other two villages. Whereas the only Ghogoan farmer has spent 

money for purchase television set. It implies that these three villages are 

profitable. But Ghogoan farmer is getting very low level profits. The Ghogoan 

farmer is getting very low amount of money on various sources as compared to 

other two villages.

Analysis of Cost Volume Profit of Crop Account for Ten Acres 

Ankalkhop Bhilavdi Ghogoan

Analysis of Cost Volume Profit of Crop Account for Five Acres
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Analysis of Cost Volume Profit of Crop Account for Two Acres

Ankalkhop Bhilavdi Ghogoan

Analysis of Cost Volume Profit of Cattle Account for Ten Acres 

Ankalkhop Bhilavdi Ghogoan

1

■ Cost 

i Profit

i{

i
j

Analysis of Cost Volume Profit of Cattle Account for Five Acres
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Analysis of Cost Volume Profit of Cattle Account for Two Acres 

Ankalkhop Bhilavdi Ghogoan

Analysis of Cost Volume Profit of Chili Account for Ten Acres

Analysis of Cost Volume Profit of Chili Account for Five Acres 

Ankalkhop Bhilavdi Ghogoan
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Analysis of Cost Volume Profit of Chili Account for Two Acres 

Ankalkhop Bhilavdi Ghogoan

• Cost 

■ Profit

Analysis of Cost Volume Profit of Soyabine Account for Ten Acres 

Ankalkhop Bhilavdi Ghogoan

Analysis of Cost Volume Profit of Soyabine Account for Five Acres 

Ankalkhop Bhilavdi Ghogoan
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Analysis of Cost Volume Profit of Soyabine Account for Two Acres

5.5 Hypothesis:

The hypothesis given in section 1.. .of the chapter first stand tested as below.

Table-5.96
Farmers are not Aware of Credit Facilities and Scheme

Villages Opinion percentage
Yes No Yes No

Ghogoan 12 18 40% 60%
Bhilavdi 16 21 43.24% 56.76%

Ankalkhop 17 38 30.91% 69.09%
Mean 15 25.66667

SD 2.160247 8.806563

Hypothesis no.l is accepted because these three villages’ maximum 

respondents are not known or aware about the various banking schemes and 

facilities. Above table shows that in Ghogoan village 18 respondents’ opinions to 

the above question is negative from 60% and 12 respondents are positive up to 

40%. Whereas Bhilavdi village 16 respondents have positive opinion and 21 

respondents have negative opinion his percentage is extent 43.24% and 56.76% 

respectively. Other shows in Ankalkhop village 17 respondents are given positive 

opinion of credit facilities and schemes there percentage is 30.91%. In that 38 

respondents are giving negative result, percentage belongs to 69.09%. It means 

above all three villages in that respondents are not aware about credit facilities and 

schemes of the Banks and other Institution his mean is 25.666 and Standard 

deviation is 8.8065.
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Table-5.97
Maintaining Accounting Records

Villages Opinion percentage
Yes No Yes No

Ghogoan 10 20 33.33% 66.67%
Bhilavdi 3 34 8.11% 91.89%

Ankalkhop 25 30 45.45% 54.55%
Mean 12.66667 28

SD 9.177267 5.887841

Above hypothesis no.2 is accepted. The Ghogoan village 40 respondents 

given the opinion about maintaining accounting records is negative there 

percentage is 66.67%. Only 10 respondents are given positive opinion there 

percentage belong to 33.33%. Bhilavdi village 3 respondents are given positive 

response about the same question and 34 respondents given negative opinion his 

percentage is 8.11% & 91.89% respectively. In Ankalkhop village 25 respondents 

are given the answer is positive and 30 respondents are giving the negative 

responses. It implies that majority respondents are do not recording books of 

accounting his mean is 28 and Standard Deviation is 5.887.

Table-5.98
Profitability of Sugarcane Farming

Classification
(Profit)

Ghogoan Bhilavdi Ankalkhop Mean SD

21-30% 0 1 4 1.666667 1.699673
31-40% 2 0 7 3 2.94392
41-50% 3 3 0 2 1.414214
51-60% 8 8 18 11.33333 4.714045
61-70% 17 20 21 19.33333 1.699673
71-80% 0 5 5 3.333333 2.357023

Table-5.98 shows that total 5 respondents in Bhilavdi and Ankalkhop 

are getting profit from 21-30% his mean is 1.67 and Standard Deviation is 1.699 . 

And total 9 respondents of Ghogoan and Ankalkhop villages getting Profit from 

31-40% there mean are 3. The 6 respondents of first two villages are getting profit 

from 41-50%. And 34 respondents have taken profit is under 50-60% there mean 

is 11.33 and standard deviation is 4.714. It observed that majority of (58) 

respondents getting profit is from 61-70% his mean is 19.333 and standard
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deviation is 1.699. It means that these three villages majority of respondents are 

getting profit from 61-70%.

Table-5.99
Managing Available Resources Effectively and Efficiently

Villages Opinion percentage
Yes No Yes No

Ghogoan 23 7 76.67% 23.33%
Bhilavdi 31 6 83.78% 16.22%

Ankalkhop 47 8 85.45% 14.55%
Mean 33.66667 7

SD 9.977753 0.816497

Hypothesis no.4 is accepted. It shows that in Ghogoan village maximum 

23 respondents opinion is positive from 76.67%, reaming only 7 respondents 

opinion of managing available resources effectively and efficiently. And Bhilavdi 

village 31 respondents opinion is positive and 6 respondents are negative up to 

38.78% & 16.22% respectively. Besides in Ankalkhop village 47 respondents 

opinion is positive about this same situation from 85.45%. Only 8 respondents 

opinion is negative his percentage belong to 14.55%. It implies that three villages 

respondents opinion is positive there mean is 33.67 and Standard Deviation is 7. 

In means that majority of farmers are managing available resources effectively 

and efficiently in sugarcane farming.
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