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1. Introduction

Any successful crop insurance scheme, worldwide, 
requires government support and finance. According 
to a recent World Bank survey on crop insurance 
performed in 65 countries, premium subsidy by 
the government was found to be the most common 
strategy to support agricultural insurance market. 
While crop insurance is essentially a commercial 
activity, it is common to see that governments 
also play a role, as governments have an interest 
from the perspective of maintaining productivity 
and safeguarding the well-being of the farming 
community. Against this backdrop, introduction 
of Pradhan Mantri Fasal Bima Yojana (PMFBY) 
was a welcome step. As compared to previous crop 
insurance schemes, PMFBY holds a special place 
due to its wide coverage and for the innovativeness 
of its designs. The present study is an attempt to 
evaluate the performance of PMFBY in the state of 
West Bengal in terms of issues related to governance, 
implementation and uptake behaviour among the 
farmers and to make some policy suggestions for its 
better functioning.

1.1.  Objectives of the study

The specific objectives of the study are:

1.	 To analyze the governance of  PMFBY 
implementation in West Bengal

	 i.	 To examine the functioning of different 		
		  stakeholders dealing with PMFBY in West 	
		  Bengal

	 ii.	 To study the progress of PMFBY in West 	
		  Bengal

2.	 To analyze the uptake behaviour among the 
farmers in West Bengal

3.	 To recommend suitable policy suggestions for 
better functioning of PMFBY in West Bengal.

2.  Methodology

The present study is conducted in the state of 
West Bengal during 2017-18 and divided into two 
parts, namely, Governance and implementation of 
PMFBY in West Bengal; and Understanding uptake 
behaviour. Both the components are carried out more 
or less simultaneously using mixed method of data 
collection. While the first part is based on secondary 
information and feedbacks collected from various 
stakeholders associated with implementation of 
PMFBY in the state of West Bengal; the second part 
is based on field surveys in three districts of West 
Bengal. The reference year for the study is agricultural 
year 2016-17, i.e., Kharif-2016 and Rabi-2016-17. 
The PMFBY was implemented in all the districts of 
West Bengal, except Kolkata, since its inception and 
has been rechristened as ‘Bangla Fasal Bima Yojna 
(BFBY) as it was offered free of cost to the farmers 
and the state government borne the entire financial 
liability on account of farmers’ share of premiums 
in addition to its own share. However, all other 
guidelines and norms remained unaltered. It was 
offered to all categories of farmers in the state and 
provided support to four major crops in Kharif and 
eleven crops in Rabi.

3.  Major Findings

The major findings of the study are summarized 
below.

i.	 As far as promoting crop insurance among 
the farmers in West Bengal is concerned, the 
scheme is a huge success as more than 3.06 
million farmers were enrolled in the very first 
season of its implementation, registering an 
annual growth of 216.1% over the previous 
year against 5.6% at national level.

ii.	 In terms of area coverage too, the PMFBY made 
an impressive growth in West Bengal with 
28.85% area covered during Kharif-2016 and 
12.44% during Rabi-2016-17, much higher than 
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the national average in both the season.

iii.	 Agriculture Insurance Company of India Ltd. 
(AIC) played a very active role in bringing more 
than 0.54 million new non-loanee farmers in 
Cluster-IV, under the purview of PMFBY in the 
very first season. The total number of enrolment 
by AIC was around 1.3 million (nearly 42% of 
state total) and that too just from a single cluster 
allotted to them.

vi.	 The salient features of successful implementation 
of PMFBY in West Bengal are timely notification 
with wide coverage of crops; timely constitution 
of different committees at state/district/
block level; following e-tendering & cluster 
approach in bidding process; and providing 
crop insurance at free of cost to the farmers.

v.	 Though the performance of PMFBY, in 
terms of coverage, is quite satisfactory, the 
implementation of the scheme suffers from 
several weaknesses.

vi.	 Huge enrolment under PMFBY in West Bengal 
was mainly supply driven rather than demand 
driven. Since it was offered free of cost and 
mandatory for loanee farmers, the Gram 
Panchayat (GPs) took special initiatives for 
mass enrolment, hence, the coverage under 
PMFBY was very high in West Bengal. In fact, 
voluntary enrolment was only 30% among the 
loanee farmers and 40% among the non-loanee 
farmers.

vii.	 Further, the coverage is particularly restricted in 
irrigated areas growing paddy, jute and potato 
as compared to rain-fed and hilly regions. Poor 
adoption rate among the non- loanee farmers 
is also a matter of concern, as they constitute 
more than 70% of farming community in the 
state.

viii.	 The governance and implementation was 
more or less in accordance with the stipulated 
operational guidelines, from pre-notification to 
enrolment phase. But the main problems was in 
conducting Crop Cutting Experiments (CCEs) 
and settlement of claims which delayed by 
more than 6 to 12 months, as government failed 
to submit yield data and premium subsidy on 
time. This provided Implementing Agencies 
(IAs) an excuse to delay or deny compensation.

ix.	 While submission of yield data was delayed 
mainly due to failure in conducting huge 
number of CCEs, the delay in release of 
premium subsidy was mainly due to limited 
budget provisions.

x.	 Another important reason for delay in payment 
was due to doubtful claims and incomplete 
documents submitted by the farmers during 
both enrolments as well as during reporting 
loss/claim.

xi.	 Though government officials claims a good 
level of awareness about PMFBY, the result of 
field survey show a complete lack of awareness 
among the sample farmers. In fact nearly 70 % 
of the non-insured farmers had not even heard 
the name of PMFBY.

xii.	 Even the farmers who heard the name of 
PMFBY or BFBY were not aware of the various 
features of the scheme. There was sheer lack of 
awareness about specific features of the scheme 
among 95% respondents.

xiii.	 IAs, barring AIC, have been found not to play 
an active role and their presence at local level 
was very poor. The GPs and banks played 
a crucial role in increasing the number of 
enrolment but not so during settlement of 
claims or explaining the features of the scheme.

xiv.	 From the very first season of PMFBY, e-bidding 
was mandatorily practiced using clustering of 
district approach. But there was apprehension 
regarding lack of transparency in the e-bidding 
process.

xv.	 The actuarial premium rates (APR) were quite 
high during Rabi 2016-17 as compared to 
Kharif-2016. In many cases, it was below the 
threshold level of 2% during Kharif, but as high 
as 38.61% during Rabi. With the APR being 
quite high, IAs have found a good business 
opportunity under PMFBY, in West Bengal 
with overall claim to premium ratio being 
57.73%.

xvi.	 While, PMFBY promised use of smart-
phones, remote sensing images, Geographic 
Information System (GIS) data, and drone 
technologies to carry out faster assessment of 
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crop losses, the Bureau of Applied Economics 
and Statistics (BAES) & Department of 
Agriculture, Cooperation and Farmers Welfare 
(DoA) failed to use such smart technologies to 
effectively reduce the number of CCEs.

xvii.	 So far as claim settlement is concerned, the 
performance of PMFBY in West Bengal is 
particularly very poor where insurance 
companies collected Rs.730 crores in premium 
and the estimated claim settled till July, 2017 
was less than Rs. 1 crore, which increased to 
Rs. 421 crores by the end of January, 2018. 
Therefore, during first year of implementation, 
PMFBY has proved to be a scheme most efficient 
when it comes to collection of premium, but not 
at all so in payment of claims.

xiii.	 Inspite of not having any claim, 80% respondent 
farmers consider the scheme better than 
any previous crop insurance schemes they 
availed but two-third of them expressed their 
dissatisfaction regarding poor implementation 
of the scheme.

xix.	 The most demanded suggestion was for a 
more pro-active role on the part of GPs in 
dissemination of adequate information and 
help in claim settlement process. Other major 
suggestions were, simplification of enrolment 
and claim settlement process, need for direct 
contact with the IAs, timely payment of 
compensation, etc.

4. Policy Recommendations

The policy recommendation calls for an integrated 
approach involving all the stakeholders with multi-
pronged emphasis on the larger issue of improving 
governance, implementations, and impact of PMFBY 
scheme in the state. Several initiatives have already 
been taken, during post 2016-17 periods, by the 
concerned stakeholders. Few more policy suggestions 
are:

1.	 Awareness drive: Government and other 
stakeholders need to generate awareness 

about the benefits of PMFBY/BFBY among all 
categories of farmers, so that the farmers should 
take up crop insurance in an informed manner 
rather than taking it as a free lunch. Therefore, 
strategies for effective awareness campaign and 
mechanism for a transparent and accountable 
system of speedy payment of compensation 
should be evolved.

2.	 Technological intervention like digitalization 
of land records to ensure genuine enrolment 
and faster claim settlement process; encourage 
online enrolment and claim settlement through 
Common Service Centres (CSC); use of smart 
technologies in effectively reducing the number 
of CCEs and to improve its reliability; and 
development of a dedicated, interactive and user 
friendly portal with regional languages.

3.	 Rational policy initiatives like introducing a 
nominal processing fee for enrolment through 
CSCs, which may be reimbursed to their account 
if all documents submitted for enrolment and 
claims found in order; introduction of no claim 
bonus for cash crops and horticultural crops, and 
for non-loanee farmers; expanding the role of GPs 
beyond enrolment; setting up own insurance firm 
by the state government in order to check the 
oligopolistic behaviour by the private IAs; and 
extending free insurance cover under BFBY to 
horticultural crops too, in order to promote crop 
diversification in the state.

4.	 To ensure transparency and accountability, 
the government must encourage long term bid 
under e-tendering; and improve monitoring 
and grievance redressal mechanism. There should 
be strict compliance of timelines with regard to 
submission of yield data by the DoA and timely 
compensation to farmers.

5.	 Improving delivery mechanism by ensuring 
presence of IAs at GP level and direct contact 
with the farmers; capacity building in terms of 
technological infrastructure and manpower; 
monitoring claim settlement process; and 
simplification of procedures.
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Procurement of Rice 

The total procurement of rice during kharif 
marketing season 2018-19 up to 26.11.2019 is 44.40 
million tonnes as against 38.10 million tonnes 
during the corresponding period of last year. 

The details are given in Table 1. A comparative 
analysis of procurement of rice for the period of 
marketing season 2019-20 (up to 26.11.2019) and 
the corresponding period of last year is given in 
figure 1. The percentage share of different states in 
procurement of rice has been given in figure2. 

TABLE 1: Procurement of Rice
(In Thousand Tonnes)

State

Marketing Season
2018-19

Corresponding
Period of last Year

(upto 26.11.2019) 2017-18

Procurement Percentage to Total Procurement Percentage to Total

1 2 3 4 5

Andhra Pradesh 4806 10.8 3999 10.5

Chhattisgarh 3971 8.9 3207 8.4

Haryana 3942 8.9 3992 10.5

West Bengal 1979 4.5 1648 4.3

Punjab 11334 25.5 11839 31.1

Tamil Nadu 1294 2.9 996 2.6

Uttar Pradesh 3233 7.3 2875 7.5

Telangana 5186 11.7 3618 9.5

Odisha 4448 10.0 3287 8.6

Madhya Pradesh 1395 3.1 1100 2.9

Others 2809 6.3 1542 4.0

Total 44396 100.0 38103 100.0

Source: Department of Food & Public Distribution.

COMMODITY REVIEWS

Foodgrains
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Source: Department of Food & Public Distribution.

Source: Department of Food & Public Distribution.

Figure 2: Percentage Share of Different States in Procurement of Rice during Marketing Season 2018-19 
(up to 26.11.2019).

Figure 1: State-wise Procurement of Rice
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TABLE 2: Procurement of Wheat

											           (In Thousand Tonnes)

State

Marketing Season
2019-20 

 (upto 04.07.2019)

Corresponding
Period of last Year

2018-19

Procurement Percentage to Total Procurement Percentage to Total

1 2 3 4 5

Haryana 9320 27.3 8737 24.7

Madhya Pradesh 6725 19.7 6967 19.7

Punjab 12912 37.8 12662 35.8

Rajasthan 1411 4.1 1532 4.3

Uttar Pradesh 3700 10.8 5294 15.0

Others 65 0.2 176 0.5

Total 34133 100.0 35368 100.0

   Source: Department of Food & Public Distribution

Procurement of Wheat 
 
The total procurement of wheat during rabi 
marketing season 2019-20 up to 04.07.2019 is 34.13 
million tonnes as against 35.37 million tonnes 
during the corresponding period of last year. The 

details are given in Table 2. The figure 3 depicts 
the comparison of procurement of wheat during 
the marketing season 2019-20 (up to 04.07.2019) 
with the corresponding period of last year. In 
figure 4, we have shown the share of different 
states in procurement of Wheat.
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Figure 4: Percentage Share of Different States in Procurement of Wheat during Marketing Season 2019-20 
(up to 04.07.2019).

Figure 3: State-wise procurement of Wheat
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Oilseeds 

The Wholesale Price Index (WPI) of nine major 
oilseeds as a group stood at 149.6 in November, 
2019 showing 1.19 percent decrease over the 
previous month. However, it increased by 6.33 
percent over the previous year.

	 The WPI of individual oilseeds showed a 
mixed trend. The WPI of rape and mustard seed 
(1.10 percent), gingelly seed (sesamum) (0.56 
percent), niger seed (0.46 percent), safflower 
(0.62 percent) and soyabean (0.62 percent) 
increased over the previous month. However, 
the WPI of groundnut seed (-5.51 percent), 
cotton seed (-3.73 percent) copra (-1.10 percent), 
sunflower (-0.08 percent) decreased over the 
previous month.  

 
Manufacture of Vegetable and Animal Oils 
and Fats

The WPI of vegetable and animal oils and fats as 
a group stood at 119 in November, 2019 which 
shows an increase of 2.23 percent over the 
previous month. Moreover, it also increased by 
2.23 percent over the corresponding months of 
the previous year. The WPI of mustard oil (2.97 
percent), soybean oil (1.25 percent), sunflower oil 
(1.25 percent) and cotton seed oil (1.07percent) 
increased over the previous month.  However, 
the WPI of copra oil (-1.23 percent) decreased 
over the previous month. WPI of groundnut oil 
and rapeseed oil showed no change over the 
previous month.

Fruits & Vegetable

The WPI of fruits & vegetable as a group stood 
at 199.4 in November, 2019 showing an increase 
of 2.73 percent over previous month and an 
increase of 28.15 percent over the corresponding 
month of the previous year.

Potato

The WPI of potato stood at 206.3 in November, 
2019 showing an increase of 10.32 percent over 
the previous month. However, it decreased by 
8.51 percent over the corresponding months of the 
previous year.

Onion

The WPI of onion stood at 478.7 in November, 
2019 showing an increase of 34.16 percent over the 
previous month and an increase of 172.30 percent 
over the corresponding months of the previous year.

Condiments & Spices

The WPI of condiments & spices (group) stood at 
153 in November, 2019 showing an increase of 2.82 
percent over the previous month and an increase of 
16.26 percent over the corresponding months of the 
previous year.  The WPI of black pepper increased by 
0.65 percent, chillies (dry) increased by 5.21 percent 
and that of turmeric decreased by 0.17 percent over 
the previous month.

Raw Cotton

The WPI of raw cotton stood at 109.9 in November, 
2019 showing a decrease of 3.17 percent over the 
previous month and a decrease of 10.36 percent over 
the corresponding months of the previous year.

Raw Jute

The WPI of raw jute stood at 204.1 in November, 2019 
showing an increase of 2.41 percent over the previous 
month and an increase of 10.44 percent over the 
corresponding months of the previous year.
	
	 Wholesale Price Index of commercial crops is 
given in Table 3. A graphical comparison of WPI 
for the period of November, 2019 and October, 2019 
is given in figure 5. In figure 6, we have shown the 
comparison of WPI during the November, 2019 with 
the corresponding month of last year.

Commercial Crops
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TABLE 3: Wholesale Price Index of Commercial Crops
 ( Base Year : 2011-12=100)

Commodity
latest 

November, 
2019

month
 October, 

2019

year 
November,

2018

% Variation over the 
Month               Year

Oilseeds 149.6 151.4 140.7 -1.19 6.33

Groundnut Seed 140.6 148.8 125.3 -5.51 12.21

Rape & Mustard Seed 146.5 144.9 146.6 1.10 -0.07

Cotton Seed 147.0 152.7 139.5 -3.73 5.38

Copra (Coconut) 189.1 191.2 191.2 -1.10 -1.10

Gingelly Seed (Sesamum) 178.8 177.8 160.8 0.56 11.19

Niger Seed 175.4 174.6 141.1 0.46 24.31

Safflower (Kardi Seed) 196.0 194.8 150.5 0.62 30.23

Sunflower 121.5 121.6 117.5 -0.08 3.40

Soyabean 161.8 160.8 141.6 0.62 14.27

Manufacture of Vegetable 
and Animal Oils and Fats 119.0 116.4 116.4 2.23 2.23

Mustard Oil 128.3 124.6 127.0 2.97 1.02

Soyabean Oil 113.7 112.3 111.8 1.25 1.70

Sunflower Oil 113.1 111.7 110.3 1.25 2.54

Groundnut Oil 119.7 119.7 114.3 0.00 4.72

Rapeseed Oil 115.1 115.1 112.4 0.00 2.40

Copra Oil 168.4 170.5 177.5 -1.23 -5.13

Cotton Seed Oil 113.3 112.1 107.9 1.07 5.00

 

Fruits & Vegetables 199.4 194.1 155.6 2.73 28.15

Potato 206.3 187.0 225.5 10.32 -8.51

Onion 478.7 356.8 175.8 34.16 172.30

Condiments & Spices 153.0 148.8 131.6 2.82 16.26

Black Pepper 124.6 123.8 139.8 0.65 -10.87

Chillies (Dry) 155.4 147.7 125.0 5.21 24.32

Turmeric 114.7 114.9 117.4 -0.17 -2.30

 

Raw Cotton 109.9 113.5 122.6 -3.17 -10.36

Raw Jute 204.1 199.3 184.8 2.41 10.44
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Figure 5: WPI of commercial crops during November, 2019 and October, 2019

Figure 6: WPI of commercial crops during November, 2019 and November, 2018
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Statistical Tables 
Wages

TABLE 1. Daily Agricultural Wages in Some States (Category-wise)
													             (In Rs.)

State District Centre
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Andhra Pradesh
Krishna Ghantasala Aug, 19 8 500 300 300 NA NA NA NA NA NA

Guntur Tadikonda Aug, 19 8 383 350 400 NA 325 NA NA 500 NA

Telangana Ranga Reddy Arutala April, 19 8 450 266 500 NA NA NA 400 400 NA

Karnataka
Bangalore Harisandra April, 19 8 360 350 360 350 350 NA 400 350 NA

Tumkur Gidlahali April, 19 8 380 360 380 360 350 NA 400 360 NA

Maharashtra
Bhandara Adyal Jan, 19 8 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Chandrapur Ballarpur Jan, 19 8 300 200 300 200 300 NA 350 300 150

Jharkhand Ranchi Gaitalsood Feb, 19 8 239 239 239 239 239 239 330 330 NA

TABLE 1.1. Daily Agricultural Wages in Some States (Operation-wise)
													             (In Rs.)

State District Centre Month 
& Year
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Assam Barpeta Howly May,19 
M 8 300 NA 250 250 200 NA 275 280 NA

W 8 NA NA 175 170 150 NA NA NA NA

Bihar

Muzaffarpur Bhalui Rasul June, 19
M 8 300 300 300 300 300 300 450 450 NA

W 8 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Shekhpura Kutaut June, 19
M 8 NA NA NA NA NA NA 500 500 NA

W 8 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Chhattisgarh Dhamtari Sihava Nov,19 
M 8 250 200 NA 180 180 200 300 200 200

W 8 NA 175 NA 150 150 170 NA 150 NA

Gujarat*

Rajkot Rajkot Oct, 19
M 8 256 256 260 256 238 200 481 481 469

W 8 300 300 260 250 238 196 NA NA NA

Dahod Dahod Oct, 19
M 8 294 294 163 163 163 NA 400 350 300

W 8 NA 250 163 163 163 NA NA NA NA
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TABLE 1.1.  Daily Agricultural Wages in Some States (Operation-wise)-Contd.
(In Rs.)

State District Centre Month 
& Year
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Haryana Panipat Ugarakheri May, 19
M 8 400 400 400 400 400 NA 550 400 NA

W 8 NA 300 300 350 300 NA NA NA NA

Himachal 
Pradesh Mandi Mandi June,18

M 8 350 300 300 300 300 300 400 400 250

W 8 NA 300 300 300 300 300 NA NA NA

Kerala

Kozhikode Koduvally Aug, 19
M 4-8 960 850 NA 800 980 NA 900 NA NA

W 4-8 NA NA 650 650 700 NA NA NA NA

Palakkad Elappally Aug, 19
M 4-8 NA 600 NA 600 700 NA 750 NA NA

W 4-8 NA NA 300 300 300 NA NA NA NA

Madhya 
Pradesh

Hoshangabad Sangarkhera Aug, 19
M 8 250 NA 200 NA 250 150 400 400 NA

W 8 NA NA 200 NA 200 NA NA NA NA

Satna Kotar Aug, 19
M 8 300 300 300 300 300 300 500 500 500

W 8 NA 300 300 300 300 300 NA NA NA

Shyopurkala Vijaypur Aug, 19
M 8 NA 300 NA NA NA 300 400 400 NA

W 8 NA 300 NA NA NA 300 NA NA NA

Odisha

Bhadrak Chandbali June, 19
M 8 350 350 350 350 383 300 500 400 400

W 8 NA 300 300 300 308 250 NA NA NA

Ganjam Aska June, 19
M 8 300 250 250 300 325 250 500 500 500

W 8 NA 220 220 250 267 220 NA NA NA

Punjab Ludhiyana Pakhowal May, 19
M 8 500 NA NA NA 425 NA 480 480 NA

W 8 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Rajasthan

Barmer Kuseep Sep, 19
M 8 NA NA 500 300 NA 500 500 350 NA

W 8 NA NA NA 300 NA 300 NA 350 NA

Jalore Sarnau Sep, 19
M 8 400 NA 300 NA NA NA 500 300 NA

W 8 NA NA 300 NA NA NA NA 300 NA

Tamil Nadu*

Thanjavur Pulvarnatham Sep, 19
M 8 NA 300 NA 312 397 NA 540 450 NA

W 8 NA NA 141 176 126 NA NA NA NA

Tirunelveli Malayakulam May, 19
M 8 NA NA NA 500 610 NA 400 400 NA

W 8 NA 200 200 187 NA NA NA NA NA
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TABLE 1.1.  Daily Agricultural Wages in Some States (Operation-wise)-Concld.
(In  Rs.)

State District Centre Month 
& Year
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pe
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Tripura State Average Aug, 19
M 8 331 331 297 276 275 275 350 319 NA

W 8 NA 331 250 229 225 241 NA NA NA

Uttar 
Pradesh*

Meerut Ganeshpur July, 19
M 8 300 300 300 300 300 NA 500 NA NA

W 8 NA 250 250 250 250 NA NA NA NA

Aurraiya Aurraiya July, 19
M 8 NA 300 300 NA 300 NA 500 NA .NA

W 8 NA 300 300 300 300 NA NA NA NA

Chandauli Chandauli July, 19
M 8 300 300 NA NA 300 NA 500 NA NA

W 8 NA NA NA NA 300 NA NA NA NA

 	 M - Man 
	 W - Woman
	 NA - Not Available
	 NR – Not Reported
	  * States reported district average daily wages
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Prices
TABLE 2.  Wholesale Prices of Certain Agricultural Commodities and Animal Husbandry Products at 

Selected Centres in India 

Commodity Variety Unit State Centre Nov-19 Oct-19 Nov-18

Wheat PBW 343 Quintal Punjab Amritsar 2200 2200 1900

Wheat Dara Quintal Uttar Pradesh Chandausi 1990 1975 1860

Wheat Lokvan Quintal Madhya Pradesh Bhopal 2136 2090 2100

Jowar - Quintal Maharashtra Mumbai 4000 3800 3100

Gram No III Quintal Madhya Pradesh Sehore 3800 4200 4060

Maize Yellow Quintal Uttar Pradesh Kanpur 1850 2020 1415

Gram Split - Quintal Bihar Patna 6050 6020 5650

Gram Split - Quintal Maharashtra Mumbai 6000 5700 5700

Arhar Split - Quintal Bihar Patna 8180 8150 6480

Arhar Split - Quintal Maharashtra Mumbai 8500 7500 6100

Arhar Split - Quintal NCT of Delhi Delhi 7900 7650 5600

Arhar Split Sort II Quintal Tamil Nadu Chennai 8200 8400 6300

Gur - Quintal Maharashtra Mumbai 5100 4800 3900

Gur Sort II Quintal Tamil Nadu Coimbatore 4500 4500 4600

Gur Balti Quintal Uttar Pradesh Hapur 2200 2850 2280

Mustard Seed Black (S) Quintal Uttar Pradesh Kanpur 3800 3690 4225

Mustard Seed Black Quintal West Bengal Raniganj 4350 4350 4450

Mustard Seed - Quintal West Bengal Kolkata 4550 4500 4500

Linseed Bada Dana Quintal Uttar Pradesh Kanpur 4800 4600 4160

Linseed Small Quintal Uttar Pradesh Varanasi 4700 4700 4050

Cotton Seed Mixed Quintal Tamil Nadu Virudhunagar 2400 2500 1650

Cotton Seed MCU 5 Quintal Tamil Nadu Coimbatore 2800 2800 2700

Castor Seed - Quintal Telangana Hyderabad 4000 4400 5100

Sesamum Seed White Quintal Uttar Pradesh Varanasi 9280 9800 10100

Copra FAQ Quintal Kerala Alleppey 10450 10150 9550

Groundnut Pods Quintal Tamil Nadu Coimbatore 5300 6000 5800

Groundnut - Quintal Maharashtra Mumbai 8500 9300 5750

Mustard Oil - 15 Kg. Uttar Pradesh Kanpur 1360 1360 1375

Mustard Oil Ordinary 15 Kg. West Bengal Kolkata 1400 1400 1477

Groundnut Oil - 15 Kg. Maharashtra Mumbai 1530 1530 1440

Groundnut Oil Ordinary 15 Kg. Tamil Nadu Chennai 2050 2120 1860
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Commodity Variety Unit State Centre Nov-19 Oct-19 Nov-18

Linseed Oil - 15 Kg. Uttar Pradesh Kanpur 1455 1450 1430

Castor Oil - 15 Kg. Telangana Hyderabad 1335 1395 1710

Sesamum Oil - 15 Kg. NCT of Delhi Delhi 1830 1825 1750

Sesamum Oil Ordinary 15 Kg. Tamil Nadu Chennai 2900 3500 3400

Coconut Oil - 15 Kg. Kerala Cochin 2313 2175 2070

Mustard Cake - Quintal Uttar Pradesh Kanpur 2000 1875 1810

Groundnut 
Cake - Quintal Telangana Hyderabad 3857 3857 3143

Cotton/Kapas NH 44 Quintal Andhra pradesh Nandyal 5200 5500 5450

Cotton/Kapas LRA Quintal Tamil Nadu Virudhunagar 3900 4400 NA

Jute Raw TD 5 Quintal West Bengal Kolkata 4850 4650 4350

Jute Raw W 5 Quintal West Bengal Kolkata 4850 4700 4400

Oranges - 100 No NCT of Delhi Delhi 708 708 NA

Oranges Big 100 No Tamil Nadu Chennai 650 900 500

Banana - 100 No. NCT of Delhi Delhi 458 458 417

Banana Medium 100 No. Tamil Nadu Kodaikkanal 700 700 670

Cashewnuts Raw Quintal Maharashtra Mumbai 95000 86000 110000

Almonds - Quintal Maharashtra Mumbai 70000 75000 75000

Walnuts - Quintal Maharashtra Mumbai 65000 63000 70000

Kishmish - Quintal Maharashtra Mumbai 18000 18000 19000

Peas Green - Quintal Maharashtra Mumbai 5800 6200 5700

Tomato Ripe Quintal Uttar Pradesh Kanpur 2300 2750 1000

Ladyfinger - Quintal Tamil Nadu Chennai 2000 1000 2600

Cauliflower - 100 No. Tamil Nadu Chennai 2000 2500 2000

Potato Red Quintal Bihar Patna 1580 1470 1120

Potato Desi Quintal West Bengal Kolkata 1800 1500 1200

Potato Sort I Quintal Tamil Nadu Mettuppalayam 2720 2973 2493

Onion Pole Quintal Maharashtra Nashik 5500 3100 800

Turmeric Nadan Quintal Kerala Cochin 11000 11000 12000

Turmeric Salam Quintal Tamil Nadu Chennai 11000 11500 11800

Chillies - Quintal Bihar Patna 11240 10450 9820

TABLE 2. Wholesale Prices of Certain Agricultural Commodities and Animal Husbandry Products at 
Selected Centres in India-Contd.
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Commodity Variety Unit State Centre Nov-19 Oct-19 Nov-18

Black Pepper Nadan Quintal Kerala Kozhikode 31000 28500 34000

Ginger Dry Quintal Kerala Cochin 26000 26000 20500

Cardamom Major Quintal NCT of Delhi Delhi 120000 124000 96000

Cardamom Small Quintal West Bengal Kolkata 270000 270000 130000

Milk Buffalo 100 Liters West Bengal Kolkata 5200 5200 5200

Ghee Deshi Deshi No 1 Quintal NCT of Delhi Delhi 70000 68701 78373

Ghee Deshi - Quintal Maharashtra Mumbai 40000 40000 44000

Ghee Deshi Desi Quintal Uttar Pradesh Kanpur 38400 39000 39600

Fish Rohu Quintal NCT of Delhi Delhi 16700 16700 15500

Fish Pomphrets Quintal Tamil Nadu Chennai 30000 40000 40000

Eggs Madras 1000 No. West Bengal Kolkata 5000 4120 4595

Tea - Quintal Bihar Patna 21720 21540 21350

Tea Atti Kunna Quintal Tamil Nadu Coimbatore NA 42000 39000

Coffee Plant-A Quintal Tamil Nadu Coimbatore 38200 38200 25000

Coffee Rubusta Quintal Tamil Nadu Coimbatore 26500 26500 16000

Tobacco Kampila Quintal Uttar Pradesh Farukhabad 7400 8100 3480

Tobacco Raisa Quintal Uttar Pradesh Farukhabad 4300 4100 2440

Tobacco Bidi 
Tobacco Quintal West Bengal Kolkata 13200 13200 13300

Rubber - Quintal Kerala Kottayam 12000 11800 10600

Arecanut Pheton Quintal Tamil Nadu Chennai 59500 57500 59000

TABLE 2. Wholesale Prices of Certain Agricultural Commodities and Animal Husbandry Products at 
Selected Centres in India-Concld.
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TABLE 3. Wholesale Prices of Some Important Agricultural Commodities in International Markets during 
Year 2019

C
om

m
od

ity

Variety

C
ou

nt
ry

C
en

tr
e

Unit JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV

CARDAMOM Guatmala Bold 
Green U

.K
.

   
 - Dollar/MT 22000 24000 24000 24000 28000 28000 28000 28000 28000 28000 28000

Rs./Qtl 156244 170688 166200 166512 195188 193144 193116 200676 197988 198520 200788

CASHEW 
KERNELS Spot U.K. 320s U

.K
.

   
 - Dollar/MT 10231 10156 9982 9878 8956 9198 9003 8809 8905 8656 8596

Rs./Qtl 72657 72226 69125 68534 62432 63448 62091 63131 62966 61368 61640

CASTOR OIL
Any Origin 
ex tank 
Rotterdam

N
et

he
rl

an
ds

   
 -

Dollar/MT 1777 1823 1816 2001 1976 1897 2002 1911 1911 1628 1566

Rs./Qtl 12619 12968 12577 13884 13778 13086 13805 13698 13512 11543 11229

CHILLIES Birds eye 2005 
crop A

fr
ic

a

   
 -

Dollar/MT 4800 4800 4800 4800 4800 5800 5800 5800 5800 5800 5800

Rs./Qtl 34090 34138 33240 33302 33461 40008 40003 41569 41012 41122 41592

CLOVES Singapore

M
ad

ag
as

ca
r

   
 -

Dollar/MT 7800 7500 7000 7000 6700 6700 5750 6000 6000 5300 5300

Rs./Qtl 55396 53340 48475 48566 46706 46217 39658 43002 42426 37577 38006

COCONUT 
OIL

Crude 
Phillipine/
Indonesia, cif 
Rotterdam N

et
he

rl
an

ds

   
 -

Dollar/MT 752 724 684 659 637 617 664 741 717 729 757

Rs./Qtl 5342 5146 4734 4570 4440 4253 4577 5312 5068 5165 5430

COPRA Phillipines cif 
Rotterdam

Ph
ill

ip
in

e

   
 -

Dollar/MT 497 450 414 414 401 417 436 448 453 456 474

Rs./Qtl 3530 3201 2866 2874 2797 2878 3009 3212 3204 3234 3402

CORRIANDER  

In
di

a

   
 -

Dollar/MT 1650 1700 1700 1700 1700 1700 1700 1700 1700 1700 1700

Rs./Qtl 11718 12090 11773 11795 11851 11727 11725 12184 12021 12053 12191

CUMMIN 
SEED  

In
di

a

   
 - Dollar/MT 3200 3200 3200 3200 3200 3600 3900 3900 3900 3900 3900

Rs./Qtl 22726 22758 22160 22202 22307 24833 26898 27951 27577 27651 27967

MAIZE  

U
.S

.A
.

C
hi

ca
go

C/56 lbs 379 376 357 351 348 443 434 363 355 387 363

Rs./Qtl 1058 1051 972 957 953 1201 1176 1022 987 1078 1023

OATS  

C
A

N
A

D
A

W
in

ni
pe

g Dollar/MT 395 359 355 404 405 359 364 338 362 387 424

Rs./Qtl 2803 2553 2458 2803 2821 2475 2508 2422 2559 2742 3040

PALM 
KERNAL OIL

Crude 
Malaysia/
Indonesia, cif 
Rotterdam N

et
he

rl
an

ds

   
 -

Dollar/MT 761 694 659 649 572 529 529 612 574 566 756

Rs./Qtl 5406 4933 4565 4501 3985 3649 3648 4383 4058 4012 5422

PALM OIL

Crude 
Malaysian/
Sumatra, cif 
Rotterdam N

et
he

rl
an

ds

   
 -

Dollar/MT 521 566 514 534 514 509 496 572 582 584 722

Rs./Qtl 3699 4028 3558 3704 3583 3509 3419 4097 4113 4139 5176

PEPPER (Black) Sarawak  Black 
lable

M
al

ay
si

a

   
 -

Dollar/MT 3200 3200 3800 3800 3200 3200 3200 3200 3200 3200 3200

Rs./Qtl 22726 22758 26315 26364 22307 22074 22070 22934 22627 22688 22947
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C
om

m
od

ity

Variety
C

ou
nt

ry

C
en

tr
e

Unit JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV

RAPESEED

Canola

C
A

N
A

D
A

W
in

ni
pe

g Can Dollar/
MT 482 475 463 440 435 441 448 448 448 455 456

Rs./Qtl 2577 2558 2393 2279 2238 2322 2346 2413 2387 2471 2460

UK delivered 
rapeseed, 
delivered 
Erith(buyer)

U
.K

.

   
 -

Pound/MT 304 304 304 304 304 304 304 304 304 304 304

Rs./Qtl 2835 2819 2747 2741 2673 2661 2603 2652 2646 2766 2815

RAPESEED 
OIL

Refined 
bleached and 
deodorised ex-
tanks,broker 
price

U
.K

.

   
 -

Pound/MT 695 695 767 767 775 775 821 821 821 821 821

Rs./Qtl 6482 6357 6931 6917 6815 6783 7031 7163 7145 7470 7603

SOYABEAN 
MEAL

UK produced 
49% oil 
&protein ('hi-
pro') ex-mill 
seaforth UK 
bulk

U
.K

.

   
 -

Pound/MT 299 286 274 272 314 309 309 309 309 309 309

Rs./Qtl 2789 2652 2476 2453 2761 2704 2646 2696 2689 2812 2862

SOYABEAN 
OIL  

U
.S

.A
.

   
 - C/lbs 28 30 30 28 26 28 28 29 29 30 30

Rs./Qtl 4383 4702 4579 4282 3995 4257 4256 4581 4520 4688 4741

Refined 
bleached and 
deodorised ex-
tanks,broker 
price

U
.K

.

   
 -

Pound/MT 635 635 647 651 669 -     -     -     -     -     -     

Rs./Qtl 5923 5808 5843 5871 5899 -     -     -     -     -     -     

SOYABEANS

 

U
.S

.A
.

   
 -

C/60 lbs 899 911 898 854 791 903 893 872 883 933 903

Rs./Qtl 2343 2378 2282 2174 2024 2286 2260 2294 2291 2428 2376

US NO.2 
yellow

N
et

he
rl

an
ds

C
hi

ca
go

Dollar/MT 384 380 373 353 340 -     -     364 366 383 367

Rs./Qtl 2724 2699 2581 2450 2372 -     -     2606 2587 2718 2629

SUNFLOWER 
SEED OIL

Refined 
bleached and 
deodorised ex-
tanks,broker 
price

U
.K

.

   
 -

Pound/MT 724 724 560 702 713 713 780 780 780 780 780

Rs./Qtl 6753 6622 5060 6331 6269 6240 6680 6806 6788 7097 7224

Wheat  

U
.S

.A
.

C
hi

ca
go C/60 lbs 526 487 440 435 431 544 512 472 486 516 529

Rs./Qtl 1371 1271 1118 1108 1103 1377 1296 1241 1261 1343 1392

    Source: - Public Ledger

Foreign Exchange Rates

Currency JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV
CanDollar 53.44 53.88 51.69 51.86 51.51 52.68 52.35 53.88 53.34 54.26 53.97
UKPound 93.27 92.72 90.36 90.18 87.93 87.52 85.64 87.25 87.03 90.99 92.61
USDollar 71.02 71.12 69.25 69.38 69.71 68.98 68.97 71.67 70.71 70.9 71.71

TABLE 3. Wholesale Prices of Some Important Agricultural Commodities in International Markets 
during Year 2019-Contd.
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Crop Production
Sowing and Harvesting Operations Normally in Progress During February, 2020

State Sowing Harvesting

(1) (2) (3)

Andhra Pradesh Summer Rice, Ragi (R) Sugarcane Winter Rice Jowar (K), Maize (R), Ragi (K), 
Wheat Gram, Tur (K), Urad (K), Mung 
(K), Other Kharif Pulses, Winter Potato 
(Plains), Sugarcane, Chillies (Dry), Tobacco, 
Castorseed, Linseed, Cotton, Turmeric, Onion 
(2nd Crop) Coriander.

Andhra Pradesh Assam Autumn Rice, Summer 
Potato (Hills), Jute.

Gram Urad (R), Winter Potato, Tobacco, 
Rapeseed & Mustard, Linseed, Cotton.

Bihar Sugarcane. Wheat, Barley, Gram, Winter Potato (Plain), 
Rapeseed & Mustard, Sugarcane, Linseed.

Gujarat Sugarcane. Jowar (R), Wheat, Gram Tur (K), Other Rabi 
Pulses, Winter Potato, Sugarcane, Ginger, 
Chillies (Dry), Tobacco, Castorseed, Rapeseed 
& Mustard, Cotton, Turmeric, Onion.

Himachal Pradesh Winter Potato (Hills). ---

Jammu & 
Kashmir

Sugarcane, Onion. Winter Potato.

Karnataka Summer Rice, Mung (R), Sugrcane. Winter Rice, Jower (R), Maize (R), Wheat, 
Barley, Gram, Tur (K), Other Kharif Pulse, 
Potato, Sugarcane, Black Pepper, Tobacco, 
Castorseed, Rapeseed & Mustard, Linseed, 
Cotton, Turmeric Cardiseed.

Kerala Summer Rice, Tur (K), Other 
Rabi Pulses (Kulthi), Sugarcane, 
Sesamum.

Winter Rice, Urad (R), Surgrcane, Cotton, 
Sweet Potato. Madhya Pradesh Sugarcane, 
Onion, Jowar (R), Wheat, Barley, Small Millets 
(R), Gram, Tur, Urad (R), Mung (R), Other 
Rabi Pulse, Winter Potato (Hills) Sugarcane, 
Ginger, Chillies (Dry), Tobacco, Castorseed, 
Rapeseed & Mustard, Linseed, Cotton, Sweet 
Potato, Turmeric, Sannhemp, Cardiseed, 
Onion.

Maharashtra Sugarcane. Jowar (R), Wheat, Barley, Gram, Tur (K), Urad 
(R), Mung (R), Other Rabi Pulses, Witner 
Potato (Plains), Sugarcane, Chillies (Dry), 
Tobacco, Castorseed, Rapeseed & Mustard, 
Linseed, Cotton, Cardiseed.

Manipur Jute. Wheat, Castorseed, Rapeseed & Mustard, 
Turmeric, Orissa Sugarcane, Chillies (Dry), 
Bajra (R), Winter Potato (Plains), Chillies ( 
Dry), Rapeseed & Mustard.
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State Sowing Harvesting

(1) (2) (3)

Punjab and 
Haryana

Sugarcane, Tobacco, 
Onion, Potato.

Potato, Sugarcane, Rapeseed & Mustard, 
Turmeric Rajasthan Sugarcane, Gram, Tur 
(K), Winter Potato (Plains), Sugarcane, 
Castorseed, Rapeseed & Mustard, Linseed.

Tamil Nadu Summer Rice, Jowar (R), Sugarcane, 
Groundnut, Cotton, Onion, 
Sesamum (Late).

Winter Rice, Jowar (R), Bajra, Ragi Small 
Millets (K), Gram, Tur, Urad (K) Mung (K), 
Other Rabi Pulses ( Kulthi), Winter Potato, 
Sugarcane, Black Papper, Tobacco, Castor 
seed, Sesamum, Cotton, Turmeric, Onion.

Tripur Sugarcane. Gram, Urad (R), Mung (R), Other Rabi Pulses, 
Winter Potato (Plains), Sugarcane, Chillies 
(Dry), Rapeseed & Mustard, Sweet Potato.

Uttar Pradesh Summer Rice, Small Millets (R),
Sugarcane, Tobacco Jute, Tapioca 
(Ist Crop).

Rapeseed & Mustard.

West Bengal Summer Rice, Sugarcane, Tur (k), Urd (R), Mung (R), Other Rabi Rulses, 
Winter Potato Sugarcane, Ginger, Chillies 
(Dry), Tobacco Sesamum, (Ist Crop, Rapeseed 
& Mustard.

(K) Kharif    (R) Rabi

Sowing and Harvesting Operations Normally in Progress During February, 2020-Contd.








