fhough the problem of poverty in the country is not a
it was not till the seventies that the econoe
mists and other social scientists undertock to study the problem

on a large scale., Since then, there has been a growing response
from the scholars to study further the problem of poverty in

the country. These studies have not only attempted to ascertain
the numbers of the poor and their variation over the years both
in the country as a whole azﬁi in the éiffas:eat States, i;tzt have
also provided recommendatlions of mzi%aa and programmes to

eradicate poverty in the country. Thou

thme studies did
provide general guidelines :E’er am-ma:"&y 23.:5.@3 m
gmgrm at a mﬁe&at 3.@%3,, y@t i% :is felt fkhat in a big
matry like wma with &ivezse r&giaaa‘i iaﬁeagiﬁies and more
complex cultural and ethnic varieties, these studies whieh are
,’b:waé on Eatiﬂaal and State level c!ai:s' a}:'a of little ha}.y for

'%%is is more true in the case of North-Eastern Hill aagim of

 our munt:zg where more than 200 different tribes iivaé! iﬁ relative
. ,Maﬁan ﬁnx a vex:f long ﬁaﬁ.ﬂé of tism, and as smh. e&@h tribe
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Selection of the Villages

One of the most

important demographic characteristics
in tha border areas of Khasi Hills @'Pﬁ’éﬁ&ﬁﬁ is the presence
of w majar gmgs of i&abita&ts, v:tg.‘ the ______&_s; who are

~ the wfus itﬁiabi‘tam and th% tmau-xhasis who fﬁiﬁratéﬂ
,:E:ﬁam aamss tha ;zdar am &imhate. ﬁ:& F:haais, heing the

- f‘iﬁéig&mas imiab&taﬁtsa occupy and mntmi all land property

~ and athar aa%azml mmzwes in the area‘ The maaﬁaasas, on

~ the other haaé were w&sidaraﬁ as e&tsi&&rs. aae! mrefam,

. mot entitled to the rights enjoyed bg the Khasis. Customarily,

- they {aea-masisé are not entitled % m 1&&:& asset, which

is ‘the only important pmdaetive asset iﬁ the rural areas.
i%ma, they depend mcﬁt on the mmy aﬁ *t:he few well off land
mm in the area. mﬁt of them are mpae?aé as sha,m»ﬁmpyars
and lsbourers of a few landed husehazas, Again, th#sattlmeat

: :%%exﬁ shows tha?: the Knhasis wncmxa‘mﬁ in the sl@pm or foot
af the slopes, whamas f:ha mn—-ﬁmsis ﬁy the pla:iza tra@t
ﬂ‘m adjacent with the :f.mematianal iasr&er with Ezangiaﬁa@h.
Therefors, socially and ecomomically, these two groups of

| 'i&abitam differ from each other,




In order to have a good understanding on the problem
of poverty among tﬁessé two groups of inhabitants, a village
Xnown as shella, which is itself a cluster of 21 census villages
{or as we call them hamlets), is purposively selected. This
is Wsﬁ,i Em whatmr inﬁamatifm wa m&é qeiz, it is the
msﬁ: wmeataﬁva as it aﬁaquatalg repweat the m majer
gmnzaa aaf ixs&mbitaats in the atea &s@a ﬁ:@tﬂz 4}. Hawever, it
,m@ be m&nﬁsaed that tham are ci:h&z* m@oas as mil ﬁar which
- mag mﬁsida: t&ia #ﬁns’iz&r of v&imd or mm as the
g@maﬁtaﬁve ez&es :%.a the iaozéez‘ &tm af Khasi H&Rlﬁu ?he

t&mm ares ;
| 1. Historically, the villages in and around Ehélla
| were bﬂimaﬁ to be tha mat affluent vinag@ in “
the mw&ar areas aﬁ xhaﬂi iﬁl}.s before %he great
earthqﬂak@ of 1a§‘z. @heir emmy was &wgmyaé by
| _ the &azﬁx@ak@ and d&aﬁ@mﬁm fﬁrthar by th& :
| partitiﬂﬁ of tﬂm man‘hry izz 194‘?: |
&i& The villages am lc;eate& vesy close to ttm izztema-
tional herdsr with Eaﬂgiaﬁash, ;
iii. i;eeateﬁ as they are fa!: away from the iszban eentr@s,
" ﬁm villagaa seem ‘he be fme f;m uzhan inﬁam&.
ive fl‘a&i&g *&he iafmtmmml faﬁliﬂ.as avai}.able in
 the h@té&r areas of Khasi mes, these villages
or hamlets may be considered neither developed nor
backward, '




' v; Lastly, like any other villages in the border areas,
the villages selected for our study éegemd much on
border trade with Bangladesh. | ‘

The main purpose of the p:wmmﬁy is to explore
 the important issues related with the problem of poverty between
%@am major groups of inmhsbitants, viﬁ,,p ‘the Xhasis and |
- 'wﬁmﬁaasisg :m the border areas. ﬁ&‘iﬁ&, its main ab}ectim may
m mteé as follows 3=
, i. m study the smmiﬁ, aea&afi m demographic
: &a&‘a@tﬁﬁsﬁe of %éaa azfm xmda: studys

izl‘ tﬁ m@a ﬁm mﬁm ﬁf ~.r§g in the area and

fk examim the m&a’z&aa hmam mvertzf and other
soclomeconomic characteristicss and,
iism o suggest mliey &E‘ﬂﬂﬁ@ﬁs m'tabla %0 local
; maﬁi&i&a for m:kazati@ﬁ of poverty.



The Second Flve Year Plan states that
nthe pattern of development and the structure of socio-
womic relations should be so planned that they result

ﬁei: only in appreciable increase in national income and
employment but also in greater equality in income and
WesltheoesossosssseeThe benefits of economic development
nust accrue more and more to the relatively less previleged
of soclety,snd there should be a progressive reduction of
the concentration of incomes,wealth and &mn%ﬁa gawerﬂ,g
To achieved this ahﬁaeﬁve, several policies and programmes
have been formulated and innitiated in the country to uplift

the economic position of the 'relatively less previledged'.

’ However,it is observed that hkesa policies and programmes
have not succeeded in making a serious dent on the problem.

The relatively economically backward and socially oppressed

people,in both éewlay&é and backward regions seems to have



derived little or no gein at all from these policies and
programmes, The (Bik o the fruits of these programmes
ppear to have pawed more to the already developed

m@.@a&,aﬂd ft:rther,ﬁt&ia such regions benefits amma&
: proportionately more to the already rich and powerful,

, #h&ma;s the less previledged of our society are still
strugling for their survival,The border areas of Meghalaya,
s we shall see in Chapter 4,is a relatively a "érac:rkward area.

Who sgricultural practice is primitive,and the basic smenecties

are still lacking,Further,the sectoral allocation of funds
(by the gévémmeat) on important sectors like agriculture
and allied sectors seems to have received ia@éfﬂﬁieat
attentmm&gainst i:isis %ackmaaé, the fallewiz&g sat of
hyp@th&@a have been femala%&é* ;

e i sizeable proportion of population in the border

areas of ¥hasi is in pé?fertgt /

ii, Between the two major groups of inhabitants in
the areas,poverty is more severe among the non-
indigeneous population(non-Khasis) who by
customary rights were not entitled to gwn land
which is the only important productive asset in

the ar @8,



The Dats

For economic, social and demographic ézam&aﬁsﬁwv

of the area under study, data avallable from the Census Volumes,
mrmeﬁt ?ubiieatieas, Pield imwzigaﬁi@s and other sources
| ha'w been u*&ilis&d« mwever‘ mhﬂe analgsiag the various issues
] gf gmtegty in the area, we have depended ! solely on primary data
ﬁi& were collected by canvassing the s&a&a&ia& ﬁﬁaﬁ%ﬁaira

g households selected at random. The information rataim in
the %sst;ignaimg eould be categorised as follows 3=

i. Demogravhic datas ‘Details w'éi'a recorded about the

atgéa‘ and am:g mﬁtien, 11%?&@? and eéxmational
Iwel, re}igina aﬁﬁ eastefteih& aﬁf&l&aﬁaﬁ, a;é
sathsr ::elstaﬁ 21&%@&3&@:& af each metf&mr of

, heﬁs&eiﬁq '

‘:!.i; gatigm ?ellawing the dafinitiarx and concept
ﬁf wrkar as adopted iﬁ 'hha i%} e&zzsua, iaﬁamatiﬁa
 was wlleﬁtaﬁ on ths iﬁdmtziaz éistrﬁ.lm&ian and
activity stattzs af esﬁh i*zﬁivi&zal worker.

‘5- &t &f

iid. Emgiamaﬁts ﬁn@iaﬂﬁ inﬁama&ﬂn on the

s‘iaya of aap}.amt of each in&i’wi&ia}_ member of
household on self-miamé smpatmm wage

aecapatiaa, etc.

* The source of the tdbles throughout the stuﬁy, unless
otherwise mentioned, is based on our field investigation
data.
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iv. Assetssz Information was collected on the various

Ve

sssets owned Dy the household. of the various
assets, land is the most important productive asset.
Therefore, detailed information were collected on
the amount of land owned, leased-in and leasedsout
by the household. 3

Incomes Infomation was collected on the different
cources of income derived by the» hougehold., These
sources include income from self-employment in
agricultural works and non-agricultural works,
wage income from agricultural and non-agricultural
works, rent, and other sources of income.

sition and ms&nlﬂk,mendgmre: It

Dietary com

included information on the quantity and value of
each variety of cepeals, pulses, milk and milk
products, edible oils, sugar vegetables, fish, V

~ meat and other items of food consumption by the

household during the reference period. Besides
these items, it also included iz&ﬁbrmaﬁnn regarding
expenses on fuels, light, ete. incurred by the
household during the reference period,

?hg above information was collected on a recall basis

and the maximum period of recall was one Year, except in the
case of dietary composition of household where the reeall period
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5' me&gmmm‘s This is being &mw&mmm&
are lisble to arise because of the &&iﬁmw of %ﬁ

. #o recall the quantities of different varieties of food-items

holds during the

It 4s also to be mentioned that during the tsbulatior
stage, some casas have been found vhere the answers to the

‘ n 8 ot aaple houseéholds, first the village |
e et
- and Group-3 Hamlets. The stratification is on the basis of

les in the village, that is, in
sll those hamlets which are
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; hw&wﬁs are rand w mm@ fm ea& hmﬂiet gmﬁm ~

Jection of sample house= |
- £rom wiﬂ'zin the taa&mly sﬁm hwlets. Mat, in

iﬁeﬁﬁ&g the sample houssholds £rom the selected hamlets it is
ww& that s=
3 i. Lf the selected hamlet maaists of less than
25 households, 100per cent of the households will
- form the sample; |
ii. if the selected hamlet consists of more tham 25 but
less than 50 households, 50 percent of the households
| will be included in the samle;
111, 1f the selected hamlet consists of more than 50

but less than 100households, 25 per cent of the
households will be included in the sample; and,

iv. if the selected hamlet is more than mﬁﬁmaahams,
then only 15 per cent of the households ‘&%:121 ba
included in the sample. ’

Having determined the sample size from each selected
hamlet by following the ahmes:i%ria, the sample households
‘ rom each hamlet, by using simple




Reference period and Time-frame for Field Investigations The

nber, 1983,

:efeérieﬁaa period of ﬁhis study is Jam:ary;, 1983 « Dece
E which appens to be a nomal year in the whole of the border areas.
&i&a cho sim; ﬁhe tim&-ﬁm im: fieiﬁ imeatig&tian, we had

mw s.m consideration the affects of ﬂm‘matian izz mimaat
@mmmﬁm, avallability of 1@&&1 pmﬁum, and waq;aa m:; ﬂm
i&vai of poverty in the area. ‘i‘hez’éfg:e, two rounds of file i
ﬁﬁé investigation were ma&um& The first mm& was conducted
&riag the month of June = mgus% 3933, vhich is z‘a}.ativﬁ}y

- a sla@k gﬁaser; in the area, and the second mxz& waa conducted
during the months z;:E (X

to ber - ﬁacmr, 1983, ﬁhieh is relatively

~ a busy season in the area.

m;.maiﬁ‘ purpose of rﬁﬁe&t&n i:ha survey was to captt
the seasonal variations in ﬁﬂaﬁuiatéaka, if any resulting from
t&e seasonal vériation,s in %ﬁl&m&, im& and ‘ﬁ%er ;
; ﬁaﬁahles in the area. mm:s, i’t ﬂa&ﬁﬁﬂéﬁﬁﬁf&a’t the same
?f mamms' s%xi& fomed our sample in the first round of survey

_' would also from ow sample &nring i:faa second raum?;, But it is
~ regretted that out of tize 87 mmzés survm& during the
_ £irst round, 6 households could not be included in the second

~ round due to unavoidsble circumstances.

. aunber of sample households and population
- during the first and second rounds are given in table 1.1.
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gztimtgk the mm% Btﬁég deals

ith the various issues of gavarty in the ma,ita mw is sube

ected to two important lﬁaitatmns:

e

’ bility of any other sources of infor-
aaﬁmg on the iae:&ée#z& af poverty izx the area,the scope
of the grmat study had to be confined only to the period
red by the field ﬁ?&&t&g&ﬁaﬁ period,That ia,tkg
study is confined %e the period me ﬁaaamhsr, 298}.
The present study is, strictly spe

ing, @@nﬁm&mm

- area which is a cluster of a&veraz census villages, Therefore,

too much 5&%&3&&&% e@&lﬁ not be mﬁa from the study.

‘Whatever conclusions are m&&,thax are mtria%@é to the

tudy area only.However,since %ﬁe ’fi}.lagas selected are
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considered as representative villages in the border
area of Khasi Hills,it is postulated that the situation
in group of villages can not be so radically different

from other villages in the border areas,Therefore,the

iclusions (or data) could be tzken as trends prevailing
elsewhere in the border areas of Khasi Hills,
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CHAPTER 1
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Le

Mittal publication, peXe

Xﬁéia,?armﬁﬁt of (%9553; Second Five Yes
E Con 4%.*’ g%ﬂ“ ﬁﬁl&@ tha

fﬁzg definitions and ﬁetﬁaéﬁa:m of computing

household income, colorie intske of each households,

etec, are given im relevant chapters,

since the number of hamlets in the skslla ?illagg
and the number of house«holds in each hamlet is

not of considersble size, the selection of hamle-ts

and of households has beesn done by following the

- lottery method, rather than ﬁséi‘.ng random numbers.

S R RN
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In the preceeding chapters our interest
was focused on the different aspects of poverty in the two group
of hamlets { or census villages) in the border areas of Khasi
Hills in Meghalaya, In order to have m overall view of thec study,
the present chapter atta&z}ts to bring together the important
themes emanating from our analysis and suggest necessary policy
prescriptions for alleviating poverty in the ares.

. Using the information on the dietary

composition and expenditure ;e.t’, sample households collected
from the two hamlet mps;we have examined (in chapter 8 )
the incidence and severity of poverty in the two hamlet groups
during the slack (first round of sﬁrvey) and the busy season
(second round of survey).In estimating the incidence of poverty,
both caloric and expenditure norms have been adopted,The impor-
tant points that come forth from the analysis on the incidence
of poverty are the following:

i, A very high prapertiaa asf mwlatian,parﬁe&laﬂy

during the slack season, in both the hamlet groups /
live in poverty.

4

i
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lets, g@gy 5 4 &&ﬁ&w is both higher

seen when it is messured in terms of expenditurs norm
this reflects thet the

other varisblesn are eXamll

member in 2 "a%wia%; fmﬁfg gize, number of deys employe :



301

per worker in a household during the referemce wesk,
~ educationsl level { group=A hamlets only); amd household 4
occupation. Tn the multiple correlation snalysis, the

?aﬁa#lﬁs considered sre per capite calories imteke (as
. dependent variasble ), monthly per cepit: consumption
gpeondi %ﬁ%;a level of myaﬁ&% per working member im &

s T

‘1snd holding ger consumer mgg and femily si
~ independent or explsnation variabless
hi-gquare test mm in
B Maﬁ ‘poverty is ﬁmﬂe&%&x sesoclated with
tone quaries, fanily 955% level of %Plﬁsleﬁ;
| 1onal level snd household occupation, during both th
: m&a of sarveys The association with lend possession is
found to be significant during the first round of survey
only, In group B hamlets, the test shows that poverty is o

- expenditure is the most i@agmg snd relisble explanati
im&akla of the variation in per capita calorie-intske
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the households in bogh the rounds of survey,Buploym

bhas besn found to be statisticslly significant during the
first round of survey only. In group-B hamlets,on the other
hand, monthly per capita consumption expenditure and the
level of employment are the important explanatory variables
in bOth the rounds of survey,Land holding is an important
variable only during the second round of survey,which
co-incide with the harvesting period in the area,

Having seen that per capita consump=
tion expenditure is the most relisble and most important
vVariable explaining calorie-intske,sn attempt has therefore
been made to find out its relationship with the level of
employment,land holding and fanily size.The relationship
between per capita %ﬁmgtm expenditure with land holding,
and family size are found to be statisticelly significant
in both the rounds of survey,shile the relaticnship with
employment level is sigmificant during the second round of
nly. In otherrwords for determining

amined, the principal ones are land Molding, family size
and employment level per working member,In group-i hamlets,
about 61 to 75 per cent of the variation in per capita
consumption expenditure is explsined by the above three
varisbles,while in group~B hamlets they sccount for about
32 ﬁaﬁ:% per cent (see table 8.7).
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Having broadly identified the important
yariables affecting the economic condition of the peorle
in both the hamlet groups in Wﬁﬁaﬁ us now see why
poverty incidence is relatively higher in group~B than
 4n group-A hamlets.An exsmination of various infrastruce
tursl facilities available in the wvill
of distribution of importent factors influencing poverty
( Chapter 4 %o 7) brings cut a relatively superior posi=-
tion of households in group~A
hemlets,This shows that the differemce in

ties snd the pattern of the distribution of factors

neing poverty.
Table 10,1 summarises the position of
lsts with respect to selected
sportant) factors influencing poverty.The table shows
ession of livestocks,
pieor perticipatiorn nployment
which are a little higher i@ group=B than in group-A
hamlets, the latter group of hamlets is in a better posis
tion ther the former, For instance, group~i hamlets are
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Table 10.1 sSummarry of Selected Indicators.

. Chafacterigtics : T Gmeup & Group B
Noe v Hamlets Hamlets

. 1. Avallability of amenitles:

(i) Primary Schoecls 11 3
(‘ii} Middle 5chools
(111) P.0./BP.O.
(iv) Commercial Bank
{v) Dispensary

{vi) Veterinary Service

i

{vii) Market

{viii) Number of Hamlets 10 : i
Electrified, :

2, Percentage of Operating 87.36 37.00
Households. 2

3. Average holding per opera- 14,33 18.68
+ine Household(in bighas)

4, Percentage of Houssholds 20 .69 -
possessing Limestones uarries,

5. Percentage of Households 17.24 21,00
Possessing Livestocdks.

6. Average Value of Livestock 5833.33 - 5928,57
per possessing Household fs).

7. Main Worker-Population Ratio

Males 59,71 60.00
Females 46 .22 36,17
Persons 52,75 ' 48.84

s Contd, .. °
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Table I sSummary of Selected Indicators,

SI. Characteristics gy “Group A Group B
No. e L . Hamdets - . Hewleke

8. Industrial ﬁ&stfiﬁutiaﬁ.af‘ﬂazkargg

Primary Sector 45,22 79,93
secondary 24,77 1054
Pertiary * 30.01 9.52

9. Class of Workerss

{i) SGelf-employed Workers , 43,04 21.43
{iij %@W&@yﬁé Workers 38,70 57.14
{311) Unpaid helpers in Family fams 15.22 21443
{iv) Salaried Workers ~ 3.04 =

'10. Percentage of Households by types
BE D Decupgtiongs

(i) sel fmmg@iﬁaya& 74,71 44,00
(ii) Wage-employed 25,29 56400

11, Person-days employed Per Worker
Per Worker in a Weeks

Males 5.14 - 5.05
Females  3.62 . 3.55
Persons 4,45 4,53

Males 5624 5.38
Females 4,21 3.49

Persons 7 4.78 4,74

tttl‘t"ti‘ga‘gggéql‘ta‘t»*ivtw
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Table I sSummary of Selected Indicators

BT Gharacteristios . | “Group A
HO « Hamlets

~Group B
Hamlets

(1) slack Seasom 11440

{ii} Busy Season ' 2.35

. 13, zel

{i) Literacy 65,14
{(ii) Average Family Size 506
fiii} Worker-Dependency Ratieo 0,89

(iv) Females per 100 Males 106

14. Average ﬁmsahmé ’:ﬁﬁe {ise) 7198.48
Annually (At Current Prices) ~

15. Pm‘ Capita Inmcome $t Current (Rs.) 1728.45

{i) slack Season A 150.05
{(ii) Busy Season 177.63

12.00

13.54

12,29
6.06
1.07

88

5663.50

1159.13

111,50

153.47
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in a better position with respect of availablility of
important smeneties = like schools,post office,banks,

pensary,veterinary facilities,market end electricity;

ai M limestone Mmmgw of the

hold income as well as per capita monthly expenditure, ,
Further, we have seen in chapter 6
that houscholds in group=i hamlets,on en average,have

more diversified sources of inecome than their countere
parts in groupB hemlets,uho derived income from ome or
two w&% perhaps may be one of the reason
than in t&a former group of hemlets,

Policy Pros | st the findings glven above,
asures which may be underteken to reduce,if not eradicate
overty in the border aress of the state.However,it is
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i, 1If poverty is interpreted ss leck of adequate diets,
the multivariate analysis suggests thas consumption
xpenditure (or income) is the most important
determinant of poverty in both the hsmlet groups,
Therefore, the above relationship calls for measures
and policies which aim at improving the expendi ture
‘ ¢) level of all people in gemeral and the
poor in particular,

(or incon

ii. The expenditure or income level of the house
influenced by seversl factors.The mosk important
one is household's access to productive asset, Of
the various productive asset,lsnd is the most
important.However., land asset is not evenly dise
tributed among the households.This is more true
in case of group~B hamlets where more than 60 per
cent of the households are not operating any land,
But it is unfortunate that land redistribution is
rather not possible in the srea because,as pointed
out earlier, of the constrsint imposed by the
institutional land system supported by the Indian
Constitution,Therefore, the policy implications
would be the provision of non~land sesets to the

hold is




a proper implementation of the IRDP programme

in the border villages would go a long way

@Given the imposibility of lesnd redistributio
and the limited scope for provision of adequate
4 - the poor,the cconomic condition of
the poor is primarily determined by the employe
the sres,as evinced from cur study,is reasons~
worked,on an sversge, for mor

assets

tien alone will not be able to melke & serious
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ties on rural poverty will depend %o ¢
extent on the level of wages.The agricultural
wage in the area is rather low,This seems %o

be the main reason why most of the wage-
sgricultural la : to move sbove the
pﬂwty iline is to ensure = reasonsble level
of need=based minimum wage along with guranteed
employment,But at the some time it should be
noted that one reason for a low wage in the

will not be possible to ensure a It

wage rate to the labour.The level of producti-
vity of lsbour should also be higher than the
wage rate in view of the need to generate

s sarplus for economic growth, |
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productivity of land and labour dependy among
other things, on tixﬁ 1%‘%‘%3. of diversification

of agriculiure, ?’31‘ baiﬁ.éﬁ.ng a diversified asricul-
should be directed towards

tural economy, eifort
an integrated development of crop production,
1ivestock and poultry, fisheries and forestry
and simulteneous' = improvement in all these fhelds.

Avart from employment in land-based activities
the potentialities of employment in non-agricul-
‘é‘&rai activities has to be fully exploited in
order i;é accomodate those who can not find work
in the land based occupations, Taking into con-
ﬁé@aﬁi@a the presence of large deposits of
ﬁﬁa&t&mﬁ coal, forest resources and its nearness
to Banglsdesh, this ares has a greet potentiality
for the develomment of small scale and cottage
i&ﬁaﬁ%ﬁ&é {ér é‘?ﬁ& medium scale i&ﬂ%&&%ﬁﬁ@};
%ﬁ'sﬁ%ﬁ a@aﬁsﬁgg of trade and commerce(both
internal and border ﬁrasis}; and other activities

in the tertisry sectors It may be moted that the

gement Research Institute of India has indenti~
fied shella - Mawlong area in the border areas
of Khasi Hills as the most appropriate places

for the a&%ﬁ.ﬁg up éi‘ mint cement plant, !
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Expansion of non~-farm activities

will not only raise

the ﬁglsgﬁeai level and income of the peaple,but

would slso give a fillip to other activities imclu-

ding agriculture,through their forward snd backward

; linkages, thus promoting = closer

integration of

agriculture and industry in the rural economye.

poverty and education is imversely correliated.

wducation affects comsumption levels by enhancing

the earning cezpacity of the workers,Hence, it is

sugsested that expansion aiid improvemsnt of school

facilities in the area will go a

reducing poverty in the area,

Though some of the gmgrmga to

long way towards

improve the “"3;'&?%13'

of living of the ;*eag&% in generzl and the gs:zg@ in

particular -- such as distribution of essential
. commodities through the public distribution system,

and several other programs

progrenme, Integrated Rurzl Development Programme,

National Rural Bmployment Pro gramme, Rural

m=-ployment Gurantiee Prog:

ZitituinN

Landless
etc., have all been

in operation({see Appendiz B ) their haphazard implemen-

2 minimun level of liwing for th

tation has reduced their effectiveness in ensuring

e poorer section.

Therefore, there is a need for strengthening and

overhsuling their administrative set-up,particularly

in regard to delivery of benefit

s to the target g

POUPS.
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