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Distribution of farms and farmland by land-tenure status in major regions of the Third World

AT OF

Table 1

2 [E]

Asia Africa Latin America
1970 1990 1970 1990 1970 1990
Number of countries enumerated?® 6 6 4 4 8 8
Number of farms (million) 100.9 150.0 10.0 8.4 8.9 13.7
Average operational farm size (ha) 2.3 1.6 1.6 0.8 60.5 48.3
Distribution of farmland
Owner-cultivation 83.2 87.3 9.2 42.3 61.4 75.6
Pure tenancy 5.6 3.2 3.1 1.7 17.2 7.8
Owner-cum-tenancy 16.7 8.7 290.1 9.9 5.9 2.4
Other? 0.1 0.6 58.7 40.1 15.9 18.7
Percentage of share tenancy in 67.1 51.6 0. 1.3 14.0 n.a.‘

tenanted land

— Otsuka (2007)
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Table 3
Key household charactenstics by rental market participation status in 1982 and 1999

1982 1999

Rent in Autarkic Rent out Rent in Autarkic Rent out
Basic characteristics
Household size 8.15 6.92 5.34 6.91 6.04 5.54
Members aged below 14 2.75 2.38 1.83 2.38 1.87 1.53
Members aged 1460 4.90 4.20 3.10 4.17 3.77 3.45
Members older than 60 0.49 0.34 0.41 0.36 0.40 0.56
Land endowment (ha) 2.31 3.34 2.93 1.27 2.02 2.87
Land endowment p.c. 0.28 0.51 0.68 0.20 0.36 0.64
Landless dummy (%) 11.83 23.76 0.00 37.34 26.29 0.00
Head s age JDL.8D 49.97 D171 4/.41 43.98 J1.05
Female head dummy (% 2.15 6.67 12.03 3.30 6.54 8.90
Head with primary or above (%) 29.03 25.34 35.71 49.50 48.51 61.53

Consumption and asset ownership
Per capita consumption exp. (Rs.) 1426.98 1280.42 1697.84 1346.19 1549.19 2213.63

Value of all assets (Rs.) 34,783 17,215 20,333 33,839 46,568 62,466

Financial and off-farm (%) 19.48 26.47 34.20 19.23 22.69 27.160

Farming and livestock (%) 32,12 15.70 7.69 21.67 20.91 13.26

House & cons. durables (% 48.40 57.83 58.10 59.10 56.41 59.58

Participation in activities (%5)

Crop production 100.00 72.60 19.17 100.00 66.12 23.07

Livestock production 97.85 78.66 61.65 81.82 63.57 49.88

Non-farm self-employment 5.38 11.30 13.91 14.61 9.9 17.96

Salaried employment 18.28 16.84 28.2 10.71 15.98 30.05

Wage employment 26.88 38.82 19.92 39.74 44.93 23.94 r 1982 = 1999 0)%4“:

4621

266 308 6366 802

Number of observations 93

BH:53% > 10.7%
EA:2.0%> 4.1%

Source: Own computation from 1982 and 1999 ARIS/REDS surveys.
All values are in 1982 Rs.; 1999 values are deflated by state level deflators.
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Table 5

Determinants of land rental market participation

=2IX

31E, 3=1& A

Policy measure in the upper/lower bound equations

Tenants recognized

Ceiling land redistributed

No. of tenancy laws

Main equation

Cultivation ability 0.208%* 0.226%** 0.205%*

(2.50) (2.68) (2.43)

Landless dummy 0.623%%* 0.574%**  0.626%** 0.611%** 0.622%**  (.568%**
(18.09) (7.00) (17.81) (7.06) (17.91) (6.84)

Land endowment (ac) —0.012%*%  —0.024%** —0.013%***  —0.024%**  —0.011*** —0.029***
(4.63) (6.42) (5.14) (6.50) (4.61) (6.46)

Members below 14 years 0.054%** 0.040%**  (.055%** 0.043%** 0.056***  0.041%**
(6.22) (3.17) (6.18) (3.32) (6.38) (3.23)

Members aged 1460 years 0.063%** 0.056%** 0.062%** 0.057%** 0.060%*** 0.056%**
(7.97) (5.28) (7.74) (5.28) (7.55) (5.19)

Head’s age 0.02]%** 0.03]%** 0.022%*=* 0.032%** 0.02] *** 0.031%**
(3.44) (3.18) (3.62) (3.22) (3.45) (3.10)

Head’s age squared /100 —~0.025%**  —0.031%** —0.025%**  —0.032%**  —0.025%** —0.031***
(4.34) (3.36) (4.36) (3.34) (4.34) (3.28)

Head has primary or above ~0.148%**  —0.116%* —0.153***  —0.114** ~0.161*** —0.118*%*

(4.59) (2.45) (4.77) (2.42) (4.99) (2.45)
Mean village income (log) ~0.090%**  —0.037 ~0.077***  —0.007 ~0.072%** —0.017
(3.42) (0.96) (2.91) (0.18) (2.77) (0.406)
Total assets (log) 0.010 —0.008 0.008 ~0.024 0.011 ~0.010
(0.59) (0.30) (0.50) (0.86) (0.65) (0.38)

Off-farm share in total assets —1.194%**  —]1240%** _ ] 180*** —1.230%*** _1.216%** —]1.32]***
(5.43) (2.85) (5.24) (2.83) (5.42) (2.85)
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Determinants of land rental market participation

0)75% 2 Al

R 1=H¢

1€, 3=fE A

Policy measure in the upper/lower bound equations

Tenants recognized

Ceiling land redistributed

No. of tenancy laws

Lower bound (rent out to autarky)

Policy variable
ST/SC dummy
OBC dummy

1999 dummy

Upper bound (autarky to rent in)
Policy variable

ST/SC dummy
OBC dummy

1999 dummy

Observations
Log likelihood

—12.300%**
(6.50)

—(.200%**
(3.85)

—0.105%*

(2.49)

0.527%**
(8.73)

12.697%**
(4.18)
0.166%*
(2.52)
0.148%*
(2.42)
—().239%**
(3.41)

11,331
~4564.94

—13.652%**
(3.17)
~0.112
(1.26)
—0.068
(1.04)

(.778%%*
(6.80)

24.871%**
(3.96)
0.255%*
(2.43)
0.223%*=
(2.79)
~0.074
(0.71)

5303
—1985.13

~1.502%*
(2.53)
—~(.178*%**
(3.38)
—0.104**
(242)
0.454%**
(7.49)

2.55]%%*
(2.71)

0.148**
(2.24)

0.116%
(1.87)

—().245%%*

(3.43)

11,147
—~4450.96

—1.329
(1.40)
—0.134
(1.52)
—0.068
(1.02)
0.719%%*
(6.38)

6.829%**
(3.86)
0.313%**
(2.89)
0.194**
(2.39)
~0.113
(1.10)

5303
~1986.69

—0.110%**
(6.07)
—(). 187 ***
(3.54)
—0.093**
(2.23)
0.45]%%*
(7.53)

0.018
(0.90)

0.165%*
(2.52)

0.147%*
(2.42)

—().258*%**

(3.69)

11,221
~4514.77

—0.043
(1.41)
—0.133
(1.51)
—0.068
(1.03)
0.744%**
(6.68)

0.008
(0.24)
0.312%%*
(2.97)
(0.239%%*
(3.03)
~0.126
(1.25)

5237
—1976.77

Robust z statistics in parentheses; *significant at 10

regional dummies included throughout but not reported.

%: **significant at 5

%: ***significant at 1%

: constants and
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