
Letter to the Editor 

Facts About the Food Situation 

—A Valiant Attempt at Clarification 

THE task of clarif ication which 
your contributor attempted in 

his '' Facts about the Food Situa
tion " in your last issue is a wel
come and a valiant, though some
what perfunctory attempt. This 
may well be because he did not 
have access to some of the data 
which are by now common pro
perty in Delhi. To emphasise that 
one should be clear in one's mind 
about the year one is referring to, 
while quoting the figures of food 
product ion, is by no means to harp 
on the obvious. This is undoubt
edly the first step in clarif ication 
but he has not done it quite fully. 
Nor is fie quite right in saying that 
food policy has to be decided on 
the basis of current year's produc
t ion. Moreover, as the agricultural 
year runs from July to June, of 
the principal crops that go to make 
up the total for the current year, 
the production of only one, though 
the principal one, viz., the Khar i f 
crop, can now be estimated, Even 
the sowing lor the Rabi crop has 
not vet begun in many parts of 
the country and the position of 
this crop would not be known even 
tentatively unt i l March 01 Apr i l 
next. This qualif ication is neces
sary when your contributor refers to 
current year's production. 

The current Khari f n o p has 
just been harvested and no official 
quantitative estimates ire available 
yet even in New Delhi . Your con
tr ibutor is .quite t ight , however, in 
looking to the crop reports sup
plied by the States for l ight on 
the state of things to tome. These 
reports indicate that the production 
this year is likely to be belter than 
last year although it may not be 
so good as in the year before last, 
when according to both official 
and the Indian Council of Agr i -
cu l tu ia l Research estimates, the 
total production of foodgrains was 
about 46 mi l l ion tons. The gene
ral feeling in New Delhi is that the 
product ion this year may be even 
better than in 1949-50. This is. of 
couise, about the Kharif crop only. 

Since the last three issues of the 
Agricultural Situation in India in 
cluding the latest issue which is 
for October have been revising 
and re-revising the food-grains 

production figures for the year 
1951-52, a little elaboration on 
these figures, and an explanation 
why there are three sets of figures 
for each year may not be out of 
place. On the basis of village 
records, the States estimated the 
production for 1951-52 as 41.3 mi l 
lion tons. The primary data for 
this estimate is supplied by the 
village pat war is except in West 
bengal and the permanently settled 
districts of Bihar, Orissa and parts 
of Madras which do not have tins 
cadre of village revenue officials. 
For the latter, the method of col
lection is different and largely ad 
hot except in West Bengal which 
has now a special statistical orga
nisation for the purpose working in 
collaboration wi th the Indian Sta
tistical Institute. It would not be 
tar wrong, however, to class the 
official statistics supplied by the 
States as based in the main on 
village records. 

The second set of estimates are 
derived from the figures supplied 
by the States by applying to them 
the results of the crop cutt ing sui-
vey conducted every year by the 
Indian Counci l of Agr icul tural 
Research, For the year 1951-52, 
the corrected figure for food pro
duction estimated by the ICAR is 
44½ mil l ion tons. 

A thud set of estimates are pre
pared by Prof Mahalanobis on the 
strength of the data which were 
collected through the National 
Sampling Survey for the year 1949-
50. This is the estimate to which 
the f inance Minister referred while 
replying to the debate on food con
trol in Parliament, though he 
spared the members further confu
sion by not divulging the exact 
percentage of under-estimation that 
Prof Mahalanobis has worked out. 
According to the latter, production 
of food-grains in 1951-52 should be 
of the older of 55-00 mi l l ion tons. 

So we have these three sets of 
figmes to choose f r o m ; 41.3 mi l l ion 
tons, 44½ mi l l ion tons and 55-60 
mi l l ion tons, all for .he agricul
tural year 1950-51! Natural ly, one 
chooses one's statistics according to 
one's p red i c t i ons , and those who 
oppose control—among others, the 
Food Minister himself—natural ly 

depend on Prof Mahalanobis for 
support. 

My l imited acquaintance wi th 
the literature on the subject impels 
me to warn the readers, however, 
that it is not certain beyond the 
shadow of a doubt which year's 
production should be regarded as 
decisive in judging the current food 
situation. For the l iterature on the 
subject generally proceeds on the 
assumption, as do all the Uni ted 
Nations' economic reports, that the 
decisive factor is the production for 
the last completed agricultural year. 
This is because the carry over at 
the end of the year, which is deter
mined by the current year's pro
duct ion, is the decisive factor gov
erning the supply situation in the 
following agricultural year. 

A Delhi Reader 

New Delhi , 
November 25, 1952. 
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