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(Y= 1) shows © substantial drop in annual varlation of variation of gross 
agricultural incone, shen olives are excluded 

Evidently, the pronounced variation in income received by farmer’ 
fn rainfed areas has grave economic consequences. Most importantly 
it reduces their shock-absorbing capacity and renders then overly 
conservative in accepting technological change, 
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The rate of growth in agricultural income is a highly controversial 
Assue, Israeli sources, for instance, speak of a phenonenal growth 
Fite which they say "is unparalleled in other countries," and 

“fastest in the world',” Mich of this, the researcher believes, is 

thetoric. 

Faluation of gronth in agriculture rests on two major criteris 

Ancome and physical output. Due to radical shifts in the price 

“tructure, changes in income, a8 will be discussed later, do not 
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