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RE farmers pampered? In Britain probably they are, though Mr . 
Stanley Evans, Parliamentary Secretary to the British Ministry of 

Food, had to quit his office forthwith for saying so. Mr . Evans might have 
been tactless and guilty of exaggeration in saying that "no other nation 
feather-beds its agriculture like Bri ta in" , considering what they do on 
the other side of the Atlantic. There is much truth, nevertheless, in what 
he said, despite the farmers' protest that M r . Evans was trying to drive 
a wedge between town and country and the accusation that he had "pre
maturely disclosed their income figures" and "selected just those statis
tics which supported his fallacious argument." 

It is a pet theme of the economist that once you start with controls 
and interventions, there is no end to it and no knowing where you w i l l 
finally arrive. The fantastic things one hears of farm economics, such 
as potatoes being sold back at a penny a bushel to farmers after the Gov
ernment had paid the same identical farmers 9s. a bushel for growing 
them—and a l l the while the potatoes may never have left the field on 
which they were raised—must go against the grain of the average 
Britisher and offend his common sense. But for the soft corner that 
Britain has for her agriculturists, and the bitter memory of the war years, 
we would probably have heard more about such things. 

If it is only probable that the British farmer is pampered, by the 
same token, there can be no mariner of doubt that the American farmer 
is spoon-fed, molly-coddled and given the softest possible deal in every 
way. For, while no Government in Britain can afford to offend the agri
cultural community—Mr. Evan's resignation testifies to that—the party 
in power in the USA can afford s t i l l less to play with the farm vote. The 
American farmer represents a massive voting power. 

A volume of opinion outside the State has been growing increasingly 
against what is unreservedly condemned as pampering the farmer. The 
stories of farm surplus being piled up or left to rot while the rest of the 
wor ld goes starving or half-fed and half-clothed, does not help to raise 
America's stock in the eyes of people who have to do without. Yet there , 
is something in what the experts say. Even if American farm surpluses 
were distributed free to the rest of the world, They would not suffice to 
meet more than a week's requirements of the half-starved people. No one 
has worked out similar statistics for American surplus cotton. Even in this 
case the results should not be much different, though perhaps cotton may 
matter more, considering that the manufacturing capacity in the world is 
l imited and that we regard hungry machines as a greater calamity than 
empty stomachs. The modern industrialised social conscience resents the 
presence of idle capacity in a world short of goods, more violently per
haps than it does the sight of mill ions going half-fed. After a l l outside 
the western wor ld , we are used to the poor going hungry, but machines 
are s t i l l too much a thing of the west to be judged by non-western stand 
ards. 
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Though such flagrant cases of 
pampering naturally hit the eye, yet. 
taking the world as a whole, by and 
large, the scales are st i l l very defi
nitely weighed against the farmer. 
Even in that EI Dorado of farm 
price parity and price supports, a 
lot of cotton is stil l grown by the 
Negro share cropper, and by the 
poor White, who, though better off, 
perhaps, than their compeers in 
other parts of the globe, are still 
very poor by American standards. 
The cotton pickers are not a pros
perous crowd. Machines have not 
yet supplanted manual labour to 
any appreciable extent in this neces
sary process of agricultural opera
tion. Though it has often been 
claimed that the automatic cotton 
picker has been perfected, the ma
chine-picker is yet to come. 

If we go further afield, no statis
tics are necessary to prove the point. 
The evidence of the naked eye is 
telling enough. Indeed one of the 
world famous statisticians, Dr. Col
lins Clark, hazards the guess that 
for its food supply the world stil l 
depends very largely on subsistence 
farming. Rut the small man, who 
has so long stuck to land because 
he has known no better calling, is 
going to revolt in the next few years 
and assert himself. Wi th luck, he 
may be able to get a fairer price for 
his labour which w i l l mean that the 
world may have to pay more for its 
food in the next fifty years. If the 
present rate of economic progress 
is maintained and productivity of 
labour keeps on improving as it has 
been doing for the past several de
cades, this may not bring about a 
significant reduction in the per 
capita income for the world popu
lation. But this silent revolution 
wi l l certainly slow down the rate of 
increase in the real incomes for the 
rest of the world outside the de
pressed areas of subsistence farm
ing. 

On a question like this, global 
figures are no good. They blunt the 
sharp edge of the hard realities 
that face people less fortunately 
placed. Much has been heard in 
this country also of the improved 
conditions of the agriculturist. There 
is a theory that there has been a 
redistribution of incomes even here 
in favour of the latter. How far it 
is a myth and how far a reality still 

remains to be decided by the test of 
facts. What can be said, off-hand— 
again, on the evidence of the naked 
eye—is that if there has been such 
a redistribution of incomes, it must 
be that of money incomes only,, For 
the alleged prosperity of the agricul
turist has not yet manifested itself 
in a tangible rise in his l iv ing stand
ards. He does not appear to live 
in a better house, nor does he visi
bly share more of the good things 
of life, though a slow or almost im
perceptible change in consumption 
habits has sometimes been report-
from some of the rural areas. A 
one-man survey of U. P. farmers, 
for instance, suggested that more 
of them wear chappals nowadays 
than they did before. There are 
also occasional instances of what 
the Finance Minister would like to 
call "conspicuous consumption" of 
luxury and semi-luxury goods for 
which the increased demand can be 
explained in no other way. 

To take this business of agricul
ture as a whole, what is it that is 
more striking? The disparity be
tween one country and another, is it 
not more striking than that in the 
case of industrial labour? Or is 
it the gap between agricultural and 
industrial earnings within the same 
country which is more striking? 
Taking by and large, forces stil l 

THE first budget presented by the 
Labour Government during the 

second term of office shows little 
change, and leaves things more or 
less as they were. Critics may com
plain about the lack of imagination 
displayed, and of its unvaried note of 
gloomy austerity which is hardly re
lieved by the slight reduction offered 
in the taxes on lower income groups. 
But even the most carping of critics 
cannot complain that Sir Stafford 
Cripps has played to the gallery or 
resorted to vote catching devices. 
And yet, the temptation to do so 
must have been pretty strong, con
sidering the precarious majority the 
Government now command, which 
exposes them to the constant risk of 
a fresh election any day. 

Food subsidies have not been 

appear to be in operation, even in 
this world of trade restrictions and 
controls of a l l sorts, which tend to 
level industrial wages and earnings 
between different countries though 
ever so feebly. What forces; are 
there to level the great disparity in 
the conditions of the farmers? As far 
as one can see, the disappearance of 
subsistence farming can only come 
from progress of industrialisation. 
And yet, we a l l eagerly desire level
lers which w i l l be more powerful and 
more speedy in their operations. 
What could these be? 

Direct attack on the conditions of 
the agriculturists has hitherto been 
rather feeble. Neither co-operation 
nor cottage industries seem to arouse 
the enthusiasm of any but the elect. 
Sarvodaya can only have a mission
ary appeal, though it lacks the mis
sionary zeal. Since industrial labour 
has improved its position by col
lective bargaining, agricultural la
bour, we are persuaded to believe, 
may do likewise. But the facts 
available for our country at least 
are too fragmentary, and the lessons 
they convey are too tenuous to sup
port such belief.* 

* Comparative Wage Levels, Agri
cultural and Industrial; By M. C. 
Munshi, Hind Kitabs, Bombay. 
Price Rs. 2. 

touched. Government expenditure 
remains at an al l time high, the 
standard rate of income tax is s t i l l 9 
shillings in the pound. The balance, 
not only of the voting strength in 
the Commons but of the economy 
as well, remains precarious. But it 
is so dead set that any disturbance 
in any one sector w i l l upset the rest. 
One cannot very well think of a cut 
in food subsidy when' five mi l l ion 
trade unionists are already restive 
about the wage freeze. The sort of 
thing that the Tories now think they 
would do if they got power, such 
as knocking off food .subsidies and 
bringing down the rate of income 
tax from nine shillings to six 
shillings in the pound, hardly 
seems to be practical politics 
for any Government in power. Bri-
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