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0. Executive Summary

0.1 Introduction

0.1.1 This summary refers to the evaluation study carried out amoi‘ig’
recipients of FFW commodities in Bombay Zone of Catholic Relief Services .

0.1.2 The study has been carried out in five consignee areas of.
Nadiad, Kumhari, Dharampur, Kalol and Jhabua. The activities covered
are road construction, land-levelling and low-cost housing.,

0.1.3 1In all 33 proj ects have been covered of which 29 <were completed
projects and 4 on-going projects, i.e, in progress at the time of survey.

0.1.4 On these 33 projects 50 villages were selected from which 644
recipients were selected for interview of which 76 (11.8 per cent) were
active recipients i.e., they were working on FFW projects and eating
FFW commeodities at the time of survey.

0.2 Socio-economic characteristics

0.2.1 81 per cent of the recipients were male and 19 per oent female.

0.2.2 7 per cent of the recipients were below 20 years of age and 9 per cent
ahove 50 years of age. About 50 per cent of the recipients were in the age
- group of 31-50 years and 34 per cent in the age group of 21-30 years.

0.2.3 75 per cent of the récipients were illiterate and 7 per cent literate

but without formal education. Of those who had received formal education
14 per cent had reached primary standard, 3 per cent middle and 1 per cent
secondary level,

0.2.4 737 per cent of the recipients belonged to Scheduled Castes, 30 per
cent to Scheduléd Tribes and 24 per cent to backward classes. Only 9 per
cent belonged to other classes.

0.2.5 93 per cent of the recipients were Hindus and 6 per centChristians
and 1 per cent Muslims.

0.2,6 93 per cent of the recipients were€ married, 3 per cent unmarried
and ‘4 per cent were either widow/wvidower or separated .,

02,7 94 per’cent of the recipients beldngéd to the district in which the
project was located; 6 per cent came from outside the district,

0.2.8 67 per centdescribed their occlupation as agricultire, 23 per cent
as agricultural labour, 9 per cent as non-~agricultural labour and 1 per cent
as artisan/ service etc.
0.2.,9 By status of land ownership 45 per cent were marginal farmers {owning
un to 2.5 acres of land ) 31 per cent small farmers (owning 2,6 to 5 acres of land
«nd 3 percent other farmers (owning more than 5 acres of land). Of the rest

16 per cent were agricultural labour and 5 per cent non~agricultural labour,
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0.2,10 35 per cent of the recipients had a monthly household income

of Rs. 201 to 300, 24 per cent had RS. 101 to 200, 27 per ¢ent had Rs. 301
to 500 and 10 per cent had Rs. 501 to 750. Only 1 per cent of the recipients
had a monthly income Rs. 100 or less., 3. per cent recelved more than ;
Rs, 750 per month :

0.2.11 ~ Almost none of the recipients Had the. facili'ties of latrine

‘or bathroom, Only 3 per cent Had electricity inside the house ,10 pér cent
had the benef1t of electricity outside the house. 78 per cent had no

access to electricity either in51de or outS1de the house,

0.2.12 7 8 per cent arranged the1r drmkmg water supplies from well
outside the house, 8 per cent from a hand- -pump outside the house and

6 percent from a tap outside the house, 2 per cent used canal water and

5 per cent used tank water.

0.2.13 99 per cent of the récipiénts owned the house which they

lived ino : s

0.2,14 88 per cent of the recibients live;i_ in a kutcha house, 5 per cent
in & 'mixed' house, while 7 per cent lived in a hut.

0.3 Organi%aticnal framework- of FFW projects

" 0.301 . 30 percent of the rec1p1ents 1eamt about the FFW pro;ects
frém Parish Priest, 26 per cent from project beneficiary and 21 per cerit
from v111age Panchayat‘ Other source of informatién regarding FFW projects
inclided :~ gang leader ( 12 per cent)and social worker (3 percent). About
7 per cent of the recipients had learnt about FFW projects directly.

0.3.2 = 740 per cent of the recipients had been suggested by the Parish
Priest (project holder) to work on the project, 22 per cent by the project
bereficiary and 12 pef cent by the social worker « 11 per cent of the
recipients had been suggested by the village Panchayat, 8 per cent by
gany leader and 3 per cent were recommended by other sources. Only 4
per cent came in directly to wprk on the project.
0.3,3 The attednance inthe case of 77 per cent of the recipients was
maried by the supervisor. Forl5 per cent of the recipients attendance
was marked by récipient himself (herself). For 7 per cent gang leader and
for 1 per cent project holder marked attedance .

0.3.4 83 per cent of the recipients signed thé Food Distribution ™~
Register, 17 per cent did not do so. For these who did hot sign the Food
Distributien Register it was signed by the gang leader or supervisor etc.

0.3.5. 97 per cent of the récipients received FFW commodities
themseleves, 3 per ¢entdid not receive the commodities themselves. In
these cases the cammodities were recelved by the head of family gang
leader, brother or son.
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0.3.6 799 per cent acknowledged that commodities were paid
to them on time., Only 1 per cent said otherwise,

0.3.7 ~ 40 per cent of the recipiénts received their wages in commodities
on a holiday, 10 per cent on a working day during luiich,” 32 per cent

on a working day after working hours and 1 per cent on Working day during
working hours, About 16 per ¢ent of the recipients had other duration in
regard to paymehnt of commndeties and seme of them even received after
the completion of the preject.
0.3.8" Asked as™to reasons for working on FFW project 69 per cent
mentioned unemployment. 10 per cent worked on FFW project to get

the benefit nf'a low-cost house and 14 per cent to get their land
levelled. RAbout 7 per cent gave other reasons including assured payment,
timeliness of payment and fair wages.

0.3.9 51 per cent of thé recipients received their wages weekly and

32 per centfortrizhtly, Another 16 per cent (all belonging to Dharampur)
received past Project. 1 per cent mentiéned other periodicity such as
irrgular intervals.

0.3.10 76 per cént expressed Preference to receive their wages weekly
and 16 per centfortrmightly. Other choices mentioned were 'in advance'and
'10th/11th day' etc.

0.3.11 At the aggregate 67 per cent of the recipients received bulgar
and 18 per cént corn,bulgar and ofl, 8 pér cent corn and oil and 6 per
cent bulgar only. A few alsn received corn and nil only,

0.3.12 44 per cent preféerred tn receiveé bulgar and nil, 34 pér cent corn
and oil and 14 per cent cnrn,bulgar and nil. 8 per cent gave no indication
of their preference in regard to commodities. i

0.3.I3 85 per cent received their wages at warehouse and IS5 per cent

at project site. In terms of preference, 83 per cent desired to receive their
wages at prnject site and only 9 per cent expressed their preference for
payment at warehnuse. 8 ' per cent expressed - napreference in regard to
place nf payment. v

0.3.14 92 per cent nf the recipients owned the tools with which they
werked., To 8 per cent these were provided by the proj ect holder. ’

0.3.15 7 per cent of the receipients were working on a project

at the time of conduct of interview, Others had earlier wérked on FFW
rOJect

0.3.16 MoOst 0f the recipients mentitned that they were aware of

the snurce of FFW commodities., When asked specifically, 62 per cent

mentioned America, 13 per cent ''Father'', 7 per cent prgect supervisar,
3 per cent gang leader and 1 per cent Panchayat and 1 per cenit mission.
13 per cent mentio'ned ©ther sgdurces.



0.4 Consumption of FFW commodities

0.4.1 On averége', a'recipient ate food made of FFW commodities
8 times a week.

0.4.2 85 per cent of the- recipients stored FFW commodities for
later consumption. B

0.4.3 About 64 per cent of the recipients consumed the commodities
in the second orsubszqu=nt - weeks after payment,

0.4.4 TIn about 56 per cent of the cases recipients .shared FFW
commodities with their wives and children. 55 per cent of those
who share this commodities weremales and 45 per cent: fenialas

0.4.5 Most frequently (47 pef cent of the cases) recipients made 'khichri'
out of bulgar/corn/oil supplied to them. Other recipies prepared included
'roli', 'bhat' and'kari'

0.5 Expectation of benefits

0.5.1 48 per cent of the recipients mentioned that they hoped to benefit
from the completed projects. 47 per cent did not expect any benefits and
5 per cent did not respond . to this enquiry.

0.5.2 Asked as to the nature of benefits 20 per cent mentioned allotment
of house, 13 per cent levelling of their land and 3 per cent more production,
Others could not specify benefits that would flow to them.

0.5.3 31 per cent of the recipients were able to add to their personal
assets with additional income from FFW - projects. 64 per cent mentioned
that they could not do so and 5 per cent did not answer this question.

0.5.4 Items added by way of assets included, in order of frequency,
cooking utensils, furnture , cots, house extension, clothes, bullocks
and pottery. Other assets mentioned included bicycles, construction of
house, milch cattle and radio/transistor.

0.5.5 On average, FFWprojects provided additional employment to
recipients for 48 days in a year. Their average employment outside
FFW was for 212 days.

0.5.6 When employment for other members of the recipients household

is taken into account the additional employment provided by the FFW project
increased to 95 days. Employment outside FFW for recipients and 2 other
members of the family is estimated at 621 days.

0.5.7 The average income from working on FFW projécts 2tas “Rsi757%9/-
and that derived from outside FFW activities at Rs. 1, 420/~ Incomg-

-contributed by non-FFW workers was Rs, 703/-. On this basis the total
household incem= per annum is estimated at Rs. 2693/~ during the year
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in which the recipieni worked on FFW project, The average
household incoma in the year prior to FFW groject is estimated
Rs. 1,777/~ . This marks an a increase of 52 per cent in post-
FFW y=ar as compared to pre~FFW vyear,

0.5.8 26 per cent of the recipients mentioned that FFW pro-
jects facilitatd better performance of the most important social
functions such as celebration of festive occasions,going on pili-
ogrimage etc,

0.5.9 86 per cent of the recipients acknowledged that they
would work on FFW projects even if no direct benefits were to flow
to them,

0.6 Nutritional status of recipient familing-

0.,6,1 44 per cent of the active recipient householdswere observed

to be above the minimum required calorie norm as against 38 per cent
of non-activefanrilipm ‘Coniparison-of calorizitmmtake of:ctiveand non=
activd:recipient: famities! showed significently higher intake for active
- recelpient families,

0.6.2 84 per cent of active recipient families had a protein

intake above the rzquired minittn. The corrapanding percentage

for non-active workers is 81, Not only is the protein intake of active
worker fainilies significantly hichzr, but protein deficiency for all
~families is less than calorie deficiency.

0.6.3 No significant difference was observed in calorie or protein
intake as between scheduled Castes, Scheduled Tribes or backward
classes and other castes, Thus, there is no evidence that Scheduled
Castes, Scheduled Tribes and backward communities are particularly
mal-nourished,

0.6.4 Likewise, not much difference is observed in calorie or
protem/mtake as bem*een small and marglnal farmers and other |
farmers.

0.6.5 Results also do not indicate any significant differentials of
calorie protein intake as beiween different income categories.

0.7 Nutritional status of children

0.7.1 I'n relation to Indian norms of weight for age index, for
non-active recipient families the percentage of normal children was 9
~ and those with mild mal-nutrition around 67 . The corresponding percent
of children from active recipient families as normal and with mild
mal-nutriticn were 3 and 72 respectively. Thus non-active recipients
had hicher percentage of normal children as compared to active
recipients, Further, giris showed significantly better nutritional
status than boys, Wlan analysed according to American standards,
the extznt of nutritional deficiency is significantly higher for
children of active recipients, Also nutritional deficiency is higher
for girls than boys.
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0.7.2 By helght for age index accordmg to Indian norms, the

results showed higher percentage of children with moderate mal-nut-
rition among active retipients as compared to non-active recipients,
Further, the percentage of normal girls was higher than thatse of
boys. The results as compared to American standards showed similarity
with those of Indian standards. However, by XAmerican standards the
extent of mal-nutrition is somewhat higher.

0.7.3 Weight for height index showed greater deficiency among
children of active recipients., Analysed in terms of Indian standards,
the percentage of normal children was higher for non-active recipients
as compared to active recipients. Further, between boys and girls
the percentage of girls with mild mal~-nutrition was higher as compared
to boys. When analysed according to American standards, .
deficiency was of the same order in non-active as well as active
reclp1ents

0.7 .4 By Combined he1ght for age and weight for height index

the results show that by Indian staridards almost 76 per cent of .
non active recipients' chi idren and 85 per cent of the active recipients
children ate normal. The corresponding percentages by American
standards are 47 and 67 . Also by combined index the level of second
and third degree mal-nutrition by Indian standars is observed to be
limited to about 8 per cent but by American standards the level of
second and third degree mal-nu trition increasés to 43 per cent in

the case of children of non-active recipients and 28 per cent in the
case of children belonging to active recipients.
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1. Introduction and Method

1.1 The Study and its objectives

1.1.1 The United States Agency for International Development
in India (USAID) assigned the Centre for Research, Planning and
Action (CERPA) an evaluation study in Bombay zone in regard to
recipients of Food For Work Projects funded from Title II commodi~-

ties. The objectives of the recipients (workers receiving food)
evaluation s tudy were to provide,inter alia, information on

recipient characteristics including average recipient family income,
number of days worked annually and days per year worked on FFW
projects., The eater characteristics were to be a scertained to
determine what happens with the FFW Commodities once these

are delivered to the recipients. The study was also intended to
know the effects of commodities on the nutritional status of
recipient families, especially children,

1.2 Food For Work Projects

1.2.1 The Catholic Relief Services (CRS) with its headquarters
at New Delhi carries out a substantial programme intended at

rural development and relief for the poor through FFW Projects.

The CRS implements this programme through its five regional offices
located at Bombay, Calcutta, Cochin, Delhi and Madras.

1,2,2 During FY 1980 CRS distributed food under this programme
corresponding to 21.8 million mandays. 30.3 per cent of these
mandays were accounted for by Bombay zone, 39.0 per cent by
Calcutta zone, 11,6 per cent by Cochin zone, 5.1 per cent by Delhi
zone and 14.0 per cent by Madras zone,

'1 .1 Distribution of Mandays Utilized by
Zone during FY 1980

Zones Mandays Percentage

(in 000) ‘ share
Bombay 66,19 30.3
Calcutta 85,16 39.0
Cochin 25,36 11.6
Delhi 11,06 5.1
Madras 30,51 14.0
Tota 7,18,28 100.0

1.2,3 The evaluation studies of FFW projects were extended to
all zones . Different activities/projects and project areas were
selected in different zones keeping in view the share of each
activity /project area in total mandays utilized, Further, adminis-
trative and financial constraints were also kept in view,



1.3 Choice of Activities

1.3.1. In Bombay zone, during FY 1980, four major activities
were identified These four activities namely, (a) land-levelling
(b) fow ¢ost housing, (c) tanks and dams and (d) road construc-
tion respectively accounted for 28,0, 18.1, 14,5, and 13,1 per
cent of mandays utilised during FY 1980.

1.3.2 The study did not cover tanks and dams (Activity A3)
which ranked 3rd by mandays utilised in FY 1980, because it was
felt that its share in the total mandays utilised in FY 1980 might
be lower, It was known through CRS, Bombay office that in FY 2981
manday utilisation for road construction is likely to exceed the
mandays utilised for tanks and dams which was latér confirmed
when actual information became available.. Furthermoré, a compre=
hensive evaluation study in respect of tanks and dams was already
commissioned in Delhi Zone. It was, therefore, considered
appropriate to restrict the recipient profile study to land-levelling
low cost housing and road construction.

1.4 Choice of Consignees

i,4:1 Having made the thoice of activities the next stage
Involved thé choice of consignee. The broad criteria was that the
survey should be carried out amongst the largest consignees in
terms of total mandays utilised in each of the three activities
selected, For this the information on" number of projects in

each consignee area for the year 1979 was made use of,

1,4,2 It was observed that consignees which had a large

share in one activity had a relatively small share in other activities,
However, on the basis of general pattern of projects completed

by the consignees for dif ferent types of activities five consignees
were selected,

1.2 Distribution of consignees by activities ‘Studied

Consignee Activity

Nadiad Road Cionstruction, land levelling,
: low cost housing

Kumhari Road construction, land levelling

Dharampur Land levelling

Kalol Low c'ost housing

Thabua Low ¢ost housing,



1.5 Selection of Projects, Villages and Recipients -

145_"1 It was decided to select two on-going and three completed -
projects in each consignee area under different activities. How-
ever, in some activities only one on-going project was available.
The on-going and completed projects were selected on the ..basis
of highest mandays utili§ed s The detaild are shown in table 1.3,

1.3 Distributisn 6f completed. arid on-going Projects

Number of Projects

Activity/ConSicjne’e‘ e _; ;Corﬁple‘fed 7 On-goiﬁg Totél

Road Construction '

Nadiad 3 2 5

Kumhari 3 - 3
land Levelling

Nadiad 4 - 4

Kumhari 4 1 5

Dharampur 5 - 5

Low-Cost Housing

Nadiad 1 - ]

Kalol 4 1 5

Thabua 5 - 5

Total /1 R . 33

1.5.2 For each project selected two villages were selected,

Further, it was decided to select 20 recipients from each of the
selected cluster of two villages. The details are given in table
below, -

1.4 Distribution of aélected recipients by consignee
area and activity

Consignee Activity No. of No. of
A Recipients Villages

Nadiad Road Construction 91 6

Land levelling 78 6

Low Cost Housing 20 1
Kalol Low~Cost Housing 100 6
Dharampur Land levelling 100 10
Thabua Low-Cost Housing a5 10
Kumhari Land Levelling 100 8

Road Construction 60 3

Total 644 50
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1.6 Sampling Design '

1.6.1 In brief, the selection procedure adopted in the study

can be broadly classified as stratified two-stage sampling. The
identified project within each consignee area of an activity forms
the stratum, villages (or clusters of villages) within each projec-
ct as primary sampling unit and the recipients within each village
(or cluster of villages) as the secondary sampling units, Within
each stratum a certain number of clusters of villages were selected
and from each selected cluster of villages a certain number of
recipients were selected. The selection at both the stages was on.
the basis of equal probability sampling without replacement,

Direct interviews were conducted by CERPA data collectors with the
help of a structured schedule a copy of which is attached at the
end of the Report,

1,6.2  On the ba51s of selection procedure adopted, an appropriate

estimation procedure has been used for estimating the population

averages /totals/percentages. Details of estimation procedure are
provided in Appendix 1.1.

1,7 The Interview Setting

1.7.1 The selected recipients were directly interviewed generally
at their house, by experienced data collectors. The Schedule used
for recording data was carefully prepared and pre-tested and approved
in a joint meeting of the representatives - of USAID CRS and CERP&

1.7.2 The data collectors were given comprehensive training by
project leaders including a survey statistician. The fraining

also included a field work demonstration. The interviews conducted
in the course of training/pre-test do not form part of the analysis.

1,7.3 In addition,data collectors were provided with instructions
both for selection * of respondents and canvassing of the schedule. ,
The instruction book, besides explaining the various terms used, also
provided aids to the data collectors to assist them in memory recall.
For example, to identify the age of a respondent a calendar of
festivals and other major events was used. Likewise, to correctly
assess the age :of children various methods were employed including
counting the number of teeth showing at the time of interview. The
instruction book also provided equivalents of local weights in metric
units., These instructions also provided the standard terminology for
whatever local terms observed to be in use with regard to land, area
crops etc,

1.7 .4 For the measurement of height and weight of 1~5 year old children,
specific instructions were given to data collectors. This was followed

by demonstrations in the pretest/training programme. The children were
required to‘stand erect against a wall and a triangular wooden frame

with two of its sides making vertical angle was used to make sure that

the height measured was correct, The. wooden frame was placed on the
head of the child and the point indicated on the wall, Wherever a
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straight wall was not available the children were made to stand .
against the wooden frame of a door which is generally straight and
vertical, Wherever the childreh were too young to stand they were
made to lie on a table butted against a wall with legs stretched
with feet to the wall and the necessary measurement was taken
using the wooden triangle and measuring tape.

1.8 The Report

1.8,1 The report of the study comprises 7 sections. The socio-
economic and demographic characteristics of the recipients are
discussed in section 2, The organisational framework of FFW
.Programme including recipient preferences and reactions is .
discussed in section 3. The eater characteristics concerning mainly
the consumption, storage etc of FFW commodities are presented

in section 4. The impact of FFW projects on employment, income,
calorie consumption etc is discussed in section 5 whereas nutrition=
al status of recipient families is discussed in section 6. Section 7
provides comparison of health and nutritional status of children
with established norms, both Indian and American.
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2, Socio~Economic and Demographic Characteristics

2.1 The socio-econimic and demographic profile of recipients is
discussed in this chapter. Throughout the presentation emphasis is
on inter-activity (between activities) and intra-activity (within activity)
differentials, in respect of each characteristic. All tables in this
chapter have been given a uniform format. The first 3 rows of the tables
relate to activity road construction, next 4 rows to land levelling and
the last 4 rows to low cost housing. Under road construction the
consignees are Nadiad and Kumhari’ under land levelling, Nadiad,
Kumhari and Dharampur? and under low cost housing, Nadiad, Kalol

and Jhabua. Thus, inter-activity comparison is in case of Nadiad

and Kumhari only, since for other consignees data refers to only one
activity.

2.2 Age and Sex

2,2,1 Activity-wise distribution of recipients by sex is presented

in Table 2.1, It indicates that there are more intra-activity variations
as compared to inter-activity variations. The percentage of male
beneficiaries was lowest at 74 under Road Construction (RC) as compared
to 80 per cent and 87 percent in Land Levelling (LL) and Low Cost
Housing (LCH) respectively. In Road Construction Projects - the share
of males were 94 percent and 62 percent in Nadiad and Kumhari
respectively. For Land-Levelling projects the share. of males was
respectively 76,75 and 91 per cent in Nadiad, Kumhari and Dharampur,
For Low Cost Housing Projects, the share of males was 79, 92 and 96
percent in Nadiad, Kalol and Jhabua respectively.

2.1 Distribution. of Recipients by Sex
o i (per cent )
Activity/Consignee Sample Male Female Total
Size :
Road /Construction '
Nadiad 91 94 6 100
Kumhari 60 62 38 -~ 100
Average 151 74 26 100
Land Levelling ) '

: Nadiad 78 76 24 100
Kumhari 100 : 75 25 100
Dharampur 100 91 9 100
Average 278 80 20 100

Low Cost Housing ' '
Nadiad 20 79 21 100
Kalol 100 92 8 100
Jhabua ' 95 86 14 100
Average 215 . 87 13 100

Qverall 644 81 19 100

" G = Gm G T D s S D ED e B G G S D D D P S D SR G P S D S G ) D S D D GO GE G Y D TR SR R G SR s D e Gm e TR W SR G G S e e
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2,2.2 1 " The distribution of recipients by age presented in

‘Table 22 indicates that the recipients were mostly in the age group

- of 21 to 50 years, Further, the highest percentage for almost all the -
activities was in the age group of 31 to 40 years. Recipients in the
age group thore than 65 years were negligible, Dharampur had 24 per
cent of récipients in the age group 51-65 years. For Kumhari (Road
Construction) this ratio was 16 per-cent, For all other consignees/
activities this ratio was" less than 6 percent,

2,2, Distribution of Recipients by Age

: (Age in years ) (Per cent )
Activ1ty/ Sample Upto 21-25 26-30 31-40 41-50 51-65 Over Total
Consignee Size 20 o 65
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Road Cons-~
truction
Nadiad 91 9 23 28 22 14 4 - 100
Kumhari 60 10 14 10 32 18 16 - 100
Average 151 10 17 i7 28 17 11 - 100
Land Level-

___in__g__‘ 5 . : o . y
Nadiad 78 9 ) 29 31 18 ‘5 - 100
Kumhari 100 9 12 20 34 18 6 1 100
Dharampur 100 - .9 18 30 19 24 - 100
Average 278 6 10 22 32 18 11 1 100
Low Cost

Housing N

Nadiad 20 5 21 26 48 - - - 100
Kalél 100 3 14 20 38 19 6 - 100
Jhabua 95 13 12 16 36 19 3 1 100
Average 215 8 15 20 39 14 3 1 100
Overall 644 7 13 21 33 17 9 - 100
2.3 Education:

2.3.1 The distribution of recipients by education presented in

table 2.3 reveals that most of them were illiterate. The share of
illiterates was 7 3 per cent for land levelling, 77 per cent for Low

Cost Housing and 78 per cent for Road Construction activities. For
Projects relating to road construction, there were 76 per cent
illiterates in Nadiad and 80 per cent in Kumhari, For Projects relating
to Land levelling, there were 67 per cent illiterates in Nadiad, 75 per-
cent in Dharampur and 76 per cent in Kumhari., Further, among low-'-cost
housing projects there were 53 per cent illiterates Nadiad as against
80 percent in Kalol and 90 per cent in Jhabua. The percentage of
recipients who attained middle level education or higher was very
low, the highest being 10 per cent in Nadiad (Low Cost Housing)



-14-

6 per cent.in Dharampur as against less than 3 per cent in other
areas, Those with primary education ranged from 3 per cent in

Jhabua (Low Cost Housing) to 26 per cent in Nadiad (Land
Levelhng and Low Cost Housing).It is worhtwhile mentioning
here that for all India the literacy rate is 47 per cent for males
as per 1981 Census. Thus CRS has shown preference for
illiterates which is one good indicatdr of the desirable target
group.

2, '3 Distribution of Recipients by Level of Education

o , . , (per cent)
Activity/ Sample Illi- Literate Pri-  Middle  Secon- Total
Consignee size terate butno = mary dary

o formal

education

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Road Const~

ructioh

Nadiad 91 76 4 18 2 .- 100
Kumhari 60 80 5 13 . - 100
Average 151 78 5 15 2 - 100
Land '
Levelling

Nadiad 78 67 4 26 2 1 100
Kumhari 100 76 11 12 1 - 100
Dharampur 100 75 7 12 6 - 100
Average 278 73 7 16 3 1 100
Low Cost . :

Housing o o o :
‘Nadiad 20 53 11 26 10 - 100
Kalol 100 80 9 7 2 2 100
Jhabua 95 90 6 3 w 1 100
Average 215 77 8 10 4 1 100
Overall 644 75 7 14 3 1 100
- e o e S e e o e et 0 o o i b 0 o B e o e i o e il o e o o e e e e B e G o

2.4 Caste

2.4,1 The recipient population may be divided, in the Indian
context; irto 4 major taste groups: (i) Scheduled castes (i1)
Scheduled tribes; (iii) backward castes and (iv) other castes. The
Scheduled castes are considered to be the weakest sections of
Indian society having been dis-advantaged on account of their
caste for a long time. The scheduled tribes are those whose
dis-advantage largely arises from their location i.e. hill areas,
backward areas etc. or because of tribal or nomadic nature of
their cummunities., These population groups also come among the
weaker sections and are deserving of special heip,
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2.,4,2 Backward classes who constitute the weaker sections

of society are engaged in the service sector and include cobblers
butchers, etc. " Others" are those castes which may not be
particularly disadvantaged because of hlstorlcal or economic factors
but mlght still be poor.

2, 4 3 ” In brlef whereas scheduled castea, scheduled tribes
and- backward claSses constitute a more desirable target group.

in that order of priority," others" can also be a deserving target
group. ;

2,4.4 The distribution of recipients by caste (Table 2.4) presents
a complex picturei There are both intra<activity and inter-activity
variations. Further, intra- activity variations were dommant over
inter-activity variations. ' :

2.4 Distrlbutlon of Rec1pients by Caste

e (per cent) - o
_________________________ Lugag;géza;;a_-_--Aha—__---__ud--n——b-u--
Activity/ Sample Scheduled Scheduled Back~ Others Total
Consignee size Caste”  Tribe* sward :
bd 0 e e s o e [ S YV .u...-..u..o.u.ul- -----------------------------
Road Const-
ruction : ’
Nadiad 91 27 1 70 - 2 100
Kumhari 60 53 29 13 5 100
Average 151 43 19 34 4 100
Land '
Tevelling ,

Nadiad 78 79 - 12 9 100
Kumhari 100 47 30 21 2 100
Dharampur 100 - 85 - 15 100
Average 278 39 41 12 8 100
Low Cost

Housing ‘

Nadiad 20 63 - - 37 100
Kalol 100 16 3 74 7 , 100
JThabua 95 1 64 28 7 100
Average 215 23 24 38 15 100

Overall 644 37 - 30 24 9 100

o o e . G e e . o S S Bo G . Sy G G WD Gm = iy D D G W S G S e SR n B AN S G R G G Gn GG D Gm ) TO W G Gm G0 W0 W G N D g mp Te WS =
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2,4,5 The percentages of scheduled caste were 23,39 and 43 in
low cost housing, land levelling and road constructlon activities
respectively. Within low cost housing projects, thei'e were only

1 per cent scheduled castes in Jhabua as against 16 pet cent in
Kalol'and 63 per cent in Nadiad. In the projects relating to land
levelling, there were no schediiled caste recipients in Dharampur

‘as against 47 per cent in Kumhari and 79 per cent in Nadiad. Further;
in the projects relating to road construction, there were 27 per-

cent scheduled castes in Nadlad and 53 per cent in Kumhari,

2‘ 4,6 The pé'rcentage of s¢heduled tribes (ST) were 19,24 and

41 in road construction, low cost housing and land levelling
projects respectivelyi Within road construction projects,s the
percentage of scheduled tribes varied from 1 per cent in Nadiad to
29 per cent in Kumhari; in projects relating to land levelling it
ranged from nill in Nadiad.to 30 per cent in Kumhari and 85 per cent
in Dharampur, whereas in projects relating to low cost housing.
these were nil in Nadiad, 3 per cent in Kalol and 64 per cent in
Ihabua.

2.4.7 The share of backward classes was 12 per cent for land
levelling projects, 38 per cent in low=-cost housing and 34 per
cent in road construction projects respectively. In the road
construction projects this share was as high as 70 per cent in
Nadiad as against only 13 per cent in Kumhari. The representation
of backward classes in Dharampur was nil, in Nadiad 12 per cent
and in Kumhari 22 per cent (Land Levelling). In projects relating

to low-cost housing, the percentage of back-ward classes was

nil in Nadiad, 28 per cent in Jhabua and 74 per cent in Kalol,
Nadiad itself shows a very large variation in terms of representation
:of backward classes into different types of activities ranging from
nil to 70 per cent.

2,4.8 The share of other castes was 4 per cent in road construction,

8 per cent in land levelling and 15 per cent in low-cost housing. Further,
in the projects relating to road construction this share was 2 per cent

in Nadiad and 5 per cent in Kumhari, For land levelling projects, it

was 9 per cent in Nadiad and 15 per cent in Dharampur? and for

- low cost housing 7 per cent each in Kalol and Jhabua and 37 per cent

in Nadiad.
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2,5 Religion _

2.5.1 The distribution of recipients by religion (Table 2,5) indicates
that a large proportion (93 per cent ) of them were Hindus. Muslims
were reported only ih Kuimhari (road construction) and kalbol being 2

per cent in each case, Christians were 18 per cent in Jhabua, 15 per
cent in Dharampur, 10 per cent in Nadiad (land levelling) and 2 per cent
each in Kumhari (road construction) and Kumhari (land levelling),

2.5 ]jivs”{iribution ofReciplents by Religi:ih ‘

e ¥ : © .. (Per cent) - ..

ek e v o o e e e G b 0 e i e G e o o B T e e e G S e G S e o O o - B A N
Activity/ Sample Hindu Chris- Muslims Others Total
Consignee  Size - tian -
Road Const- L: 2._ T 3‘ 1 S -g‘
ruction S . S
Nadiad 91 100 - - - 100
Kumhari 60 9% 2 2 - 100
Average . 151 97 1 2 - 100
Land Levell- -
Nadiad 78 90 10 - - 100
Kumhari 100 98 2 - - 100
Dharampur 100 85 15 - - 100
Average 278 92 8 - - 100
Low Cost §
Housing

NP P - - - - 100
Raord 138 97 - 2 1 100
Jhabua 95 81 ° 18 - 1 100
Average 215 92 6 1 1 100
Overall === 644 93 6 1 - - 100
- e o - = - - S5 S S Y L L L L TR - b e - - -
2.6, Marital Status h = o
2,6,1 Marital Status of the recipients (Table 2.6) shows that

majority of them (ranging between 84 to 96 per cent ) were married .The
percentages of unmarried weére nil in Dharampur, 1 per cent in Kumhari
(land-levelling) and between 3 to 7 per cent in the rest. The percent-
ages of widow/widowets were 6 per cent in Kumhari (Road Cohstruction),
?; per cent in Dharampur, 5 per cent in Kalol and 3 per cent in Kumhari
land levelling), Ohly 3 recipients who worked on road construction .
projects were separated from their spouces.
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2.6 Distribution of Recipients by Marital Status

_ (per cent )

Activity/ Sample Married un- WldOW/ Separa- Total
Consignee Size . married Widower ed

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Road Const-

rtuction 1 . 1 - ¥ '
Nadiad 91 95 4 - 1 100
Kimhari 60 84 -7 6 3 100
Average 151 38 6 4 2 100
Land

Tevelling ‘ _
Nadiad - 78 92 7 1 - 100
“Kumhari . 100 96 1 3 - 100
Dharampur 100 95 - 5 - 100
Average 278 94 3 3 - 100
Low Cost

Housing ,

Nadiad 20 95 5 . - 100
Kalol 100 92 3 5 - 100
Jhabua 95 95 5 - - 100
Average 215 94 4 2 - 100
Overall 644 93 3 3 1 100
2.7 Place of Residence and Location of Project

2.7 .1 The distribution of recipients by place of their residence vis-a-vis
location of the project is presented in table 2.7 . It is observed from this
table that except Nadiad (Road Construction) 97 per cent or more recipients
belonged to the district where the project was in operation, ' In Nadiad
(Road Construction) there were 61 per cent recipients belonging to district
other than the one in which project is located.
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2{7 Distribution 6f Recipients by Location of Project

" site.

_ ‘ 1 (per cent )
Activity/ - Sample - Within the Outs idé .tﬁe Total
Consignee .. size ‘ district district _

1 2 3 4 5
Road Construction

Nadiad - 91 39 61 100
Kumhari 60 100 - 100
Average 151 78 22 ~ . 100
Land lLevelling B |

Nadiad 78 97 3 100
Kumhari _ 100 98 2 100
Dharampur . 100 100 - 100
Average 278 98 2 100
Low Cost Housing

Nadiad 20 100 - 100
Kalol 100 99 1 100
Jhabua 95 100 .- : 100
Overall : © 644" 94 6 100
2.8 Océupatlon

2,8.1 Distribunon of recipients by occupation (table 2.8) presents a mixed
picture, Those having agriculture as occupation were the highest throughout,
excepting Kalol and Nadiad (Road Construction). The share of those with
agriculture as occupation was 22 per cent in Kalol, 31 per cent in Nadiad -
(Road Constrliction) and miore than 53 per cent among others, The share of
agricultural labourers was 3 per cent in Dharampur, 5 percent in Jhabua,

15 per ¢ent in Kumhari (Land Levelling) and more than 30 per cent in the

. rest, Non-agricultural labourers were nil in Dharampur, 3 per cent in Kumhari
(Road Construction), 2 per cent in Nadiad (Land levelling); 7 per cent in
Jhabua and between 16 per cent and 39 per cent in the rest, Rural artisans
were 15 per cent in Kalol. It may be added that for all India tHe percentage
of males engaged in Agriculture, Agriculture Labourers and others dre 44,

20 and 36 respectively.



2.8 Distribution of Recipient:s;kby Occupation

| ’ (per ce‘nt )
Activity/ ‘Sample  Agri-  Agri+  Non-  Artisan/  Total
Consignee Size culture culture .Agri- Service
Labour culture etc
- Labour » _
Road Construction
Nadiad 91 31 30 39 - 100
Kumhari 60 68 30 2 - 100
Average 151 55 30 15 - 100
Land Levelling - ‘
Nadiad 78 61 - 37 2 - 100
Kumhari 100 81 15 4 - 100
Dharampur 100 96 3 - 1 100
Average 278 80 18 2 T - 100
Low Cost Housing
Nadiad 20 - 52 32 16 - 100
Kalol 100 22 44 27 7 100
Jhabua 95 86 5 7 2 100
Average 215 53 26 17 4 100
Overall 644 67 23 9 1 100

- Ot S 0 S B0 B S0 e 0 o S e e S e W P e ) e e e e S e B S VS e 0 e o O e e e e o o o WD Y o

2 9 Parmer Catggory_

2.9.1 The distribution of recipients by farmer category (Table 2.9)
shows that they were mainly marginal farmers, small farmers and agricultural
labourers. Marginal farmers were highest in road construction projects,

the percentage being 73 for Nadiad and 46 for Kumhari. Small farmers

were highest in land levelling projects being 72 per cent in Dharampur,

25 per cent in Kumhari and 23 per cent in Nadiad. As against 16 per cent -

of agricultural labour - for the zone, ¢his proportion was highest (40 per
cent) for kalol consignee area.

2,92, Thus it will be seen that except in Dharampur and Jhabua, marginal
farmers have a clear edge over small farmers in FFW imployment.
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2,9 D1str1but1on of Rec1pients by Parmer CategozY

R L | (per cent)

Activity/ ' Svamplve' Other Small Marginal Agricu= Nén- . Total

Consignee Size Farmers Farmérs Farmers “lture agricul-
(withmore (2,6to " fupto labour ture
than 5acre) 5.0ac) 2.5 ac) labour :

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

. Road -
Construction '
Nadiad 91 - i’ 73 18 3 100
Kumhari 60 5 35 46 11 3 100
Average 151 3 17 62 15 3 100.
Land
Tevelling ‘
Nadiad 78 - 23 43 34 - 100.:
Kumhari 100 3 25 57 12 3 100.%
Dharampur 100 3 72 25 - - 100.¢
Average 278 2 39 43 15 1 100.°
Low Cost

‘ ﬁousing ' : :
Nadiad 20 - 16 74 10 - 100. :

~Kalol 100 14 1 17 40 28 100 -
Jhabua 95 - 59 31 3 7 _ 100, .
Average . 215 6 27 35 ° 19 13 100..
Overall 644 3 . 31 45 16 5 .100.°
Note: Table 2.8 and 2.9 have to be compared with caution. 'Occupation’

in table 2. 8 refers to activity, which contributes the largestproportion of the
rec1pients income, Farmer categories are related to landholdings alone.

2,10 ILand owned and Leased

2.10.1 The average land owned, leased in and leased out is
given in table 2,10, This table relates to those recipients who owned
land i.e, Big, Small and Marginal farmers as in table 2.9 For the
Bombay zone as a whole, land owned by an average recipient is
estimated at 3.2 acres. Land leased in is 0.3 acres and land leased
_out is 0.2 acres. This gives a per capita net operational holding of
" 3.3 acres.

2.10.2 The average land owned had both inter-activity and intra-
activity variations. The average was 4,5 acres for road construction,

2.7 acres for land levelling and 2.6 acres for low-cost housing. In
actvity road construction it was 4,4 acres in Nadiad and 4.5 acres in
Kumhari, In land levelling it was 1.9 acres in Nadiad, 1.9 acres in Kum=
hari and 4,2 acres in Dharampur and in low cost housing it was 2,2

acres in Nadiad, 4.5 acres in-Kalol and 1.1 acres in Jhabua.

BEST AVSILAZLE COTY
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2,10 Average Land Owned, Leased In and Leased Out

(Area: in acres)

e 0 e e B e e e B G e e D e St G B B G S (R G O B e 0 e G e S B o B0 B S S o - S G e T S B 0 D 0 G S e Gt e S B e B G e p O e S 4D

Activity/ Land-owned Iand Leased in Land Leased Out
Consignee  Unir- Iri-~ lotal Unir- Irri- Total Unirri- Irrig- Total
a gatted gated rigated gated gated ated :

Road .
Construction
Nadiad 1
Kumhari 3
Average 2

Land

Levelling

Nadiad 1.3 0
Kumhari 1.9 -
" Dharampur 2.2 2
Average 1.8 0

[ N I S

o1 L

47

Low Cost
Housing

Nadiad
Kalol

1
1
Jhabua 1
Average 1
Overall 2

Note: Averages refer to those ®dwning land, .- ° - .

2,10.3 The percentage of irrigated area showed wide variation. Against
38 per cent for the zone , it was 47 per cent in road construction, 33 per cent
in land levelling and 50 per cent in low cost housing. Further, in road :
construction it was 66 per cent in Nadiad, 27 per cent ini Kumhad, in landi
. levelling 32 per cent (Nadiad), 48 per cent (Dharampur), and nil in Kumhari,
- in low cost housing 14 per cent in Nadiad 78 per cent in Kalol and Nil in
Jhabua.

2.10.4 The land leased in per recipient was reported 0,2 acres in
.Radiad (Road Construction), 0.3 acres in Nadiad (low cost housing), and 1.4
acres in Jhabua whereas land leased out per recipient was 1.6 acres in
Nadiad land levelling only.
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2,11 Income

2.11.1 The income of recipients (from all sources including FFW) is
given in table 2,11, It is observed from the table that the percentage
of recipients with income less than Rs. 100 p.m. and more than 750/~
p.m. was very small. The percentage of recipients of road construction
with income range 101-500 was 92 in Nadiad and 93 in Kumhari. For
land levelling in the same income range were 87 per cent in Nadiad, 99
per cent in Kumhari and52 per cent in Dharampur, For low cost housing
74 per cent in Nadiad, 96 per cent in Kalol and 87 per cent in Jhabua.
About 60 per cent of the recipients families have a monthly income

of Rs. 300 or below, '
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Activity/ Sample ©  Rupees per month

Consignee Size 1-100 101- 201- 301- 501- Over Unwill~
200 300 500 750 750 ¢ngto
disclose

1 2 3 4 ) 6 7 8 9
Road Construction :

Nadiad 91 1 17 47 28 7 - -
Kumhari 60 4 34 39 20 = - 3
Average 151 3 28 42 23 3 - 1
Land Levelling : ‘ :
Nadiad A 1 15 33 .39 7 5 -
Kumhari 100 1 33 47 18 1 - -
Dharamplr - 100 - 1. 12 39 31 17 -
Average 278 1 i8 32 31 12 6 -
low Cost Housing :
Nadiad 20 - 16 32 26 26 - -

Kalol 100 4 56 34 6 - - -
Jhabua 95 . = 18 36 33 io 2 -
Average 215 2 32 34 21 10 1 -
Overall 644 1 24 35 27 10 3 -
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2.12 : Sanitation

2:.12;1 Data on possession of toilet and bathroom facilities by recipient
families shows that almost none of them had any such facility. Only one
recipient of Kumhari (Iand Levelling) said he had bathroom facility.

2,13 Water Supply

2,13,1 - The distribution of recipients by source of water supply (presented
in able 2,12 ) shows that most of them had well water outside the house.
Further, 48 per cent of Kalol recipients had tap water outside the house, 22
per cent of Kumhari Road Construction recipients and 20 per cent of Kumhari
Land Levelling recipients had hand pump outside the house. 17 per cent of
Dharampur recipients and 16 per cent of Jhabua recipients drew water from
tank. Also 17 per cent of Jhabua had canal water.



2,12 Distribution of recfpients by source of water supply
Source of Water Supply * (per cent )

Activity Sample Hand Pump Well Water Tap water Canal Tank No. | Total
Consignee Size Outside Inside  Outside Outside water Water response
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Road Construction v
Nadiad 91 - - 97 2 1 - 100
Kumhari 60 22 - 76 2 - - - 100
Average 151 14 - 84 2 - - 100
Land Levelling ,
Nadiad 78 4 - 92 2 - 2 100
Kumhari 100 20 - 78 - - 2 100
Dharampur 100 ' - 1 82 - - 17 - 100
Average 278 9 - 83 1 - 7 - 100
Low Cost Housing |
Nadiad 20 - - 100 - - - - 100
Kalol 100 - - 41 48 - - 11 100
Jhabua 95 - - 67 - 17 16 - 100
Average 215 - - 65 19 6 6 4 100
Overall 644 8 - 78 6 2 5 1 100
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2,14 Electricity

2.14.1 The distribution of recipients by availabilit C 1
y of electricit

f}?g:rs ﬂ‘}:athmOSt of the recipients (7@per cent) had no electricity.yOf
o P? who had elegtrlcitx the percentage of receipients having it inside
et ch;se was '16 in Nadlad low' cost housing, 6 in Kalol, 5 in Nadiad
¢ { onsmctlon and '3 in Nadiad land levelling, Of thé.se, having
electricity outside the house the largest proportion (63 percent) was
in Kalol, 32 per cent in Nadiad (Low Cost Housing), 24 per cent in

Kumhari (Land Levellin ‘ in Kumhari (Road Construction
1ling), 24 per cent in Kumhari (R
and less than 6 Per cent in "rest" . ' t t fon)

213, pistribution of Recipients by availability of,

electricity
- ’ ‘ o (per cent)
&-—'-.r-——--~—-———;- ————————————— b e oud b bk e e o e e ———----‘--——u——----—-—-é-

Letivity/ Sample Inside Outside No Elec=  Total

- Consignee Size House House - tricity ,
1 <2 3 4 5 6
Road Construction ( :
Nadiad 91 5 - 1 94 - 100
Kumhari 60 - 26 74 100
Average 151 2 17 81 100
Iand Levelling
Nadiad 78 3 6 91 100
Kumhari 100 - 24 76 100
Dharampur 100 - 3 . 97 100
Average 278 1 12 - 87 100
Tow Cost Housing
Nadiad 20 16 32 52 100
Kalol 95 6 63 31 . 100
Jhabua 100 - T 99 - 100
Average 215 6 33 61 100
Overall 644 3 19 78 100
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2,15 Housing _
2.15,1 The distribution of recipients by ownership of house is

given in table 2.14 (a). Almost all recipients (99 Per cent) had a house
thier ownrs The disiribution of recipients by structure of house given in
table 2,14 (b) shows that except in Kalol more than 90 per cent had kutcha
houses i Also 43 per cent of Kalol recipients had a hut and 30 per cent
‘mixed houses,

2, 14 @) Distribution of recipients by Possession of House

B - ~{per-cent)- - -
Activity /Consignee - Sample ~Yes -~ No - - Total -~ -
00 M SO
Road Construction
Nadiad | 91 ' 97 3. 100
Kumhari 60 100 Co- , 100
Average - 151 99 1 100 }

Land Levelling 78 99 1 100
Nadiad ' 78 99 1 100
Kamhari - ) 100 . 99 - 100
Dharampur i, 100 - 100 - 100
Average . 278 98 2 100
Low Cost ‘Housing |
Nadiad 20 100 - 100
Kalol 100 98 2 - 100
Jhabua ' 95 100 - .- 100
Average 215 100 - 100
1 - 100

Overall , 644 99
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2,14 (b)" Distribution ofRecipients by Structure of
—I:I,-QB.-S-’-S,,'. ' (Per cent )

o e 0 o ke 20 0 i B e o O B A g e Gk e B e s O B o D B B S b B i i . . S ki i W e N S o s S - 0 e B 20 B e S W

Activity/ ~  Sample = Hut Kutcha  Mixed Pucca No Total
Consignée  Size: _House ' House House -~ House

s o e e 2 Oed S5 S e o e S -.;'-‘u.ﬁ.'—---—;--‘-;-'---;t:.ﬂ-;-;-'.;;n&-—---&--u---w—.}---uu--------}_-‘l—-
1 2 3 4 5 . 6 -7 - 8

————— “-‘ﬁ:—-“-.-l---ﬂ--‘“;iﬂ—--“—-n‘-;.——;—:-:--—--.-‘-.‘ﬂ-—-——-M--“r--;ﬁﬁﬂ“‘ﬁ-h—u----ﬁ---‘

Rqad Construction

Nadtad . . 91 5 92 - -3 100
Kumhari’ 60 Co- 98 2 - .- 100
Average 151 2 96 1 - 1 100
Land Levelling )
Nadiad 87 1 95 3 - 1 100
Kumhari 100 - 99 - - 1 100
Dharampur 100 2 95 1 1 - 100
Average 278 1 97 1 - 1 100
Low Cost Housing
Nadiad 20 - 100 - - - 100
Kalol 100 43 25" . 30 . - 2 : 100
Thabua 95 5 %0- - -3 2 - 100
Average 215 " 19 68 . 13 - - 100
- - 100

Overall 644 7 88 9
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3. Organisational Framework of FFW Projects

3.1 Introduction

3,1.1 This chapter describes the organisational framework of FFW
Projects . The discussion covers all aspects such as knowledge about
FFW projects, recommendation for employment on FFW projects,
reasons for working under FFW projects; timeliness, periodicity,
place and mode of payment of FFW Commodities and a wareness of
source of FFW commodities. Recipients' preference and reactions are
also discussed, Where necessary, inter-activity and intra-activity
differentials have been considered.

3.2 Source of knowledge of FFW Projects

3.2, 1 The distribution of source of knowledge of FFW projects *(presented
in table 3.1) reveals that Gang Leader, Village Panchayat, " Father" project
beneficiary and to some extent social workers helped in bringing awareness -
among recipients about FFW projects. Nadiad recipients of Road Construction -
Housing (49 per cent), Land Levelling (91 per cent) and Low Cost . Bralyd
(59 pér cent) came to know about FFW projects through project beneficiaries.

- Good . number of Thabua recipients (38 per cent) also came to know about it
through project beneficiaries. Kumhari recipients of Road Construction (50 per
cent) and Iand Levelling (59 per cent) came to know about FFW project from

" Father" . Dharampur (36 per cent), Jhabua (53 per cent), Nadiad Low Cost
Housmg (26 per ¢ént) and- Nadiad Road Construction (11 per cent) recipients
had also known about it through " Father" . Gang leaders helped 50 per cent
of Kumhari Road Construction recipients, 28 per cent of Kalol récipients and
21 per cent of Nadiad recipients in bringing awareness of FFW projects.
Village Panchayats helped 58 per cent of Dharampur recipients 42 per cent
Kalol fecipients and 32 per cent of Kumhari Land Levelling recipients. Self-
Knowledge could bring awareness among 26 per cent of Kalol recipients and
Social workers among 7 per cent of Nadiad Road Construction recipients.

*Parish Priest who is the project holder,



3.1 Distribution of Recipients by Source of Knowledge about FEW

______ (Per cent ) -30-
Activity/ Sample Parish Project Village Gang Self Social Others Tofal
Consignee : » Size priest Beneficiary Pancha- Leader Know- Worker ‘
‘ . vats ledge
1. Road Construction
Nadiad 91 11 49 - 21 7 12 - 100
Kumhari 60 50 - - 50 - - - 100
Average' 151 26 30 - v 33 4 7 - 1100 -
II. Land Levelling \ _ ‘ |
Nadiad ‘ 78 1 - 91 . - 3 3 2 - 100
Kumhari - 100 59 2 32 - 1 3 3 100 -
Dharampur 100 36 1 58 - 5 = - 100
Ayerage 278 34 27 32 1 3 2 1 100
ITI. Low Cost Housing |
Nadiad _ 20 26 59 - - 5 5 5 100
Kalol 100 2 2 : 42 28 26 - - 100 .
JThabua - 95 53 38 5 - 2 1 1 100 -
Average 215 27 23 22 13 13 1 1 100
IV, Overall ‘ 644 30 26 21 12 7 3 1 100

@ Gang Leadesr is a person who collectsworkers and organises work on the project.

@



3.2 Distribution of recipients by B2teonAagency thatyregommended them
for twork on FEW Proj ect .

e mrwmm———————— e e mm e —m e e m e — e m e e e !Eer;s_ezlz_)___;__-
Activity/ Sample  Father Project Social Village Gang Direct Others Total
Consignee Size Bene- Worker Panchayat Lead- Appli-
: : - ficiary : : er cation
I. Road Constr- |
uction : : ’ .
‘Nadiad 91 18 ' 39 21 2 20 - - 100
Kumhari 60 ' 91 2 - - 7 - - 100
Average 151 - 47 24 13 1 15 - - 100
II, Land Levelling | ‘
Nadiad 78 2 84 8 3 2 1 - 100
Kumhari 100 44 3 10 29 1 - 13 100
Dharampur 100 76 - 19 7 - 1 - 100
Average 278 44 25 13 12 1 1 5 100
III, Low Cost = - 2 : - - - - -
Housing
Nadiad 20 21 79 . = - - - - 100
Ka lol 100 4 - 7 37 28 22 . 2 100
Jhabua 95 63 20 15 1 1 - - 100
Average 215 32 16 .10 18 13 10 1 100

IV. Overall 644 - 40 22 12 11 8 4 3. 100

e = e o = e S . e A . . o = S = S = =t = = S D S e B T = S o = s e 0 b = S e s S B G e, D e Y e e e o S Yo S S e o e = s N S S e Y S e o
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Thus, source of awarehess was to some extent area speécific.
(Please see table 3.1)

3.3 Recommendation for Employment under FFW Projects

3.3.1 Asked who recommended for employment to work under FFW
projects highest number of recipients mentioned that they were recommended
by " Father" followed by project beneficiary. Further, Village Panchayats,
Social Workers and Gang Leaders also recommended some workers in
getting” employment tinder FFW projects: Nadiad recipients of Land Levelling . .
- (84 per cent), Low Cost Housing (79 per cent) and Road Construction (39 pet
cent were recommended by project beneficiary. Kumhari recipients were
recommended mainly by * Father" :'Road Construction (91 per cent) and Land
Levelling (44 per ceht). Dharampur 76 (per cent) and Jhabua (63 per cent)
recipients were also recomménded by " Father" . Thus the recommendations
were also, to a large extent, area specific (Please See Table 3.2),

_3.4 Method of Mélrking at"cenda-nce

3.4,1 The distribution of recipients according to method of marking
attendnace is given in table 3.3. It is seen from this table that except
for: Dharampur, Supervisors generally marked attendance. In Dharampur the
marking of attendance was mostly by the recipients themselves,

3.3 i Distribution of recipients byMethod of Marking Attendance

(Per cent)
Activity/ Sample Super- Self Gang Father Sar- Proj- Total
consignee size visor Lea~ . pan ect -
der ~ch . Bene-
: ’ "7 ficia
— ry
I, Road Construction =~
Nadiad 91 61 - 39 - - 100
Kumhari 60 83 - 13 2 - 2 100 .
Average 151 70 - 29 1 - - 100
II, Land ILevelling -
Nadiad 78 98 1 1 - - - 100
Kumhari 100 99 - - - - 1 100
Dharampur 100 4 91 - 2 3 - 100
Average 278 65 33 - 3 1 - 100
III. Low Cost Housing |
Nadiad 20 95 - 5 “ - - 100
Kalol 100 . 98 - 1 - - 1 100
Jhabua 95 92 6 1 1 - - 100
Average 215 96 .3 1 - - - 100

IV Overall 644 77 15 7 1 - = 100
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3.5 ‘Whether recipiants sign food d1str1but10n reglster :

3.5. 1 Most of the reciplents reported that they 51gned the food -
distribution register. However, 48 percent of Kumhari Land Levelling
recipients and 32 per cent of Kumhari Road. Construction recipients,
20 per cent of Nadiad Road Construction recipients and 7 per cent of
Nadiad Land Levelling recipients did not sign,When asked as to who
signed the register, of those who did not sign themselves (17 per
cent), 3 per cent each m enttonsdgang leader and supervisor and 1 per
centhead of a family. The remaining (10 per cent) did not know who
signed thlS register,

3.4 Distribution of récip'ients by whether t}iéy sign.
food distribution register,

____________________________________ (Percent) .. __ .. _______.
Activity/ Sample Yes No 'I‘otal
Consignee Size
I, Road Construction.
Nadiad 91 80 20 100
Kumhari 60 68 32 100
Average 151 75 25 100
II. Land Levelling
Nadiad 78 93 7 100
Kumhari 100 : 52 48 100
Dharampur 100 99 1 100
Average 278 80 20 100
1. Low Cost Housing ‘
Nadiad 78 93 7 100
Kalol 100 87 13 100
Thabua 95 97 3 100
Average 215 93 7 100

IV. Overall 644 83 17 100
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2.6 Whaether recinients themselves feceive FFW commodities

-

3.6.1 The distribution of recirients according to whether they received
JFW commodities themselves is presented in table 3.5 It is observed
from thic table that ebout 97 per cent of the recipients received FFW
coimmedoties themselves. Other 3 (per cent) who did not receive,

reported that commodities were received by either head of the family

geng leader or brother or son. In Nadiad, 10 per cent (Low Cost Housing),
7 per cent (Lancd -Levelling) mentioned head-of-family receiving thée
commodities .

3.5 Distribution of recipients by whether they receive
I'FW commoditics’ themsalves.

(per cent)

Letivity Sample Size Yes No Total

Zoncicnes

;;_pad C-;;jstruction

Madiad 91 939 1 100
zymhert 60 98 2 100
Avarage 1357 29 1 100
Lead Lev “ling

Nadizd = 78 93 7 100
Kumhari 100 150 - 100
Dharamgur 100 25 5 100
Avearage 278 96 4 100
Invr Cost Housing _
Nediad 20 S0 10 100
Kalol 100 . 99 1 100
Jh=zbua , 95 99 1 .100
Avrorace 21¢ 98 2 100
Overail 644 - 97 3 100
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3.7 Timeliress of Payment oi Wages

ey 1 e s B e )

3.7.1 Distribtution of recipierts aczording to whether wages were
paid in iime is presented in terle 3.6, Iiis cratifying to note that
9¢S per cent of the r:cipients answerad th'z in the affirmative.

3.6 Distribulion cf reciplerts by winether wages

28 peid ir e SR ,

SL£8 pead T AME | ‘Per cent )
Activity/ Sampla Ter No Total
Consignee Size

D R R L R I I e R e T e e R Y T

I. Road Consiructici:

. —. —— e

Nadizd g1 39 19 100
Kuinheri 59 =90 - 10"
Fveorsg: 151 32 1 10C
II. ILand Ievp_llmg ,
Nadiad 7e 99 1 109
Kumna:i i 0(} 35 1 100
Dhar~mpur 1CH 100 = 100
Averag=z 273 99 1 100
ITII. Low {'»st Iousing '
Nadiad 20 15 S 100
Kalo! 100 100 - 100
Thabua 95 99 i : 100
Average 215 99 1 100
IV. Overall 644 99 : 1 100

BEST AVAILAZLE COTY



3.4 Reasons for working on FFW Project

3.8.1 The distribution of recipients according to reasons for
working on FFW project is presented in table 3.8 . Most of the
recipients reported that they worked on FFW projects because they
had no alternative emplcyment opportunity, The recipients of
DHharampur reported that it was due to land levelling activity
that they chose to work on FFW projects whereas Kalol and
Jhabua recipier:ts reported that it was because of low cost housing
activity that they worked on FFW projects. This indicated the

- preference of the activity in particular region as one of the important
factors for workers to choose FFW Projects. In some cases, the
hope of benefitting from the project is an important consideration
in coming forward for FFW project work. In such cases the
recipient and the benefiticary are one and the same.

3.7 Distribution of recipients by reasons for working‘
“n FFW Projects .

( per cent)
Activity/ Sample Assu- Timeli Fair Un em-Due  Due to Cthe Total
Consignee Size red ness Wages ployed to Land rs
pay-  inpayme- House Level~
ment nt of ing ling
wages ' benef- benefits
its ‘
1. Road Construction
Nadiad 91 1.4 4.4 - 97 .2 - - - 100.0
Kumhari 60 ST 2.5 - 97 .5 - - - 100.0
Average 151 0.6 2.0 - 97 .4 - - - 100.0

II. Land Levelling
Nadiad 78 6.3 4,0 9.0 79.0 0.5 0.2 1.0 100,0

Kumhari 100 - - - 100.0 - - - 100.0
Dharampurl00 - - .- 4.7 - 95.3 - 100.0
Average 278 1,9 1.2 2.8 64.9 - 28.9 0.3 100,0

IIT, Low Cost Housing
Nadiad 20 10,5 - 15.8 73.7 - - - 100,0
Kalol =~ 100 - 0.3 - 22,0 75.8 0.3 1.6 100.0
Ihabua 95 - - = 85.1 14.1 - 008 100'0
Average 215 2.8 - 4,0 58.0 34.0 - 1.2 100.0

IV. Overall 644 1.9 1.0 2,6 69,3 10.2 14.5 0.5 . 100.0
3,.‘9; Periodictiy of Payment
3. 9=1

3 Amly_c:in ~f poriadicity »f paymonts {baszd on sampla . L
~bsurvatisns) raveals that 51 por cont pf the rociniants wors pald
wzzkly while 32 ‘por cint wisrs paid on fortnightly basis. An~th-r 16 per.
c ntall bzlonging to Dharampur “(tand L.velling) r.p-rtad past-pr~jct
p:':}ym-;rlfgs . Avorage lifs af a pref et for this-consignea -~ sto-d 28 déy;é'
Min> recipients bel-nging £~ . Thabua. ( Low Cost Housing) reported

other perizdicity such as pre-project and at irreqular intervals during -
life of project. _—



..37-

3.8 (a) Distributioh of Recipients by Periodicity = of

payment,
(No. of Sample Recipients)

Activity/ Sample  Weekly Fortnightly Post Others
Consignee Size Project
Road Construction
Nadiad ' 91 - 91
Kumhari 60 60 - -
Land Levelling
Nadiad 78 48 30 -
Kumhari 100 79 21 : - -
Dharampur - 100 - - 100
Low Cost Housing
Nadiad 20 - 20 - -
Kalol 100 100 - - -
Thabua 95 40 46 - 9
Overall 614 . 327 208 100 9
3.9.2 Table 3.8 (b) presents the recipients' preference for

periodicity of payment of FFW commodities. This table reveals that
excepting for Dharampur the recipients' preference was for payment
of FFW commodities every week . Dharampur recipients gave their
preference for fortnightly payments,



 3.8(b) Distribution of recipients by their preference
of Periodicity of Payment of FFW Commodities

_ (Per cent )
Activity/ Sample In Ad- Daily Weekly Fort- Post 10th  12th Nores  Total
Consignee Size vance nigh Proj- day day ponsc
: tly cts
1 _ | 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
I. Road. Construction
Nadiad 91 2,7 6.1 76.9 14,3 - - - - 100.0
Kumhari 60 . - - 100.0 - - - - - 100.0
Average 151 1.0 2.2 91.7 5.1 - - - - 100.0
II. Land Levelling
Nadiad 78 = 0,8 97 .5 1.7 - - - - 100.0
Kumhari 160 - 1.1 87 .6 10.4 - - 0-9 - 100.0
Dharampur 100 - - 1.8 75.4 2.7 1.3 - 18.8 100.0
Average 278 - 0.6 - 64.7 27.6 0.9 0.3 0.3 5.6 100.0
III. Iow Cost
Housing
Nadiad 20 - - 94,7 5.3 - - - - 100.0
Kalol 100 - - 98.1 1.9 - - - - 100 .0
Jhabua 95 - - 63.7 3.5 0.8 1.5 - 30.5 100.0
Average 215 - - 84.8 3.2 0.4 0.4 - 11.2 100.0
0.57 0.27  0.15 6.16 100.0

IV. Overall 644 0.20 0.74 76.13 15.78
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3.10. Coxhrnbdities Paid

3.10.1 Distribution of recipients by commodities paid presented
in table 3.9 (a) reveals that recipients mostly received bulgar and
oil, Few recived bulgar, Corn and oil. Fewer still received corn and

oil only,
3.9(@) Distribution of recipients by commodites paid
(No. of sample recipients)
Activity/ Sample Bulgar  Bulgar+ Corn+ Bulgar +
Consignee Size only 0Oil 0Oil Corn +
0il
Road Construction
Nadiad 91 - 44 - 47
Kumhari 60 20 40 - -
‘Iand levelling
Nadiad : 78 - 68 10 -
Kumhari 100 - 100 - -
Dharampur 100 81 18 1
Low Cost Housing
Nadiad 20 - 6 - 14
Kalol 100 8 92 - -
Thabua 95 - 75 B 20 A
Total 644 28 506 48 62
3.10,2 The distribution of preference for FFW commodities

presented in table 3.9(b) shows that there are differenceSin preferences
over regions. Kumhari (Road Construction) and Land Levelling recipients
were in favour of bulgar plus oil, Nadiad Road Construction, Low Cost
Housing and to some extent Land Levelling recipients were in favour of corn-
plus oil? Dharampur recipients were in favour of bulgar plus oil or corn

plus bulgar plus oil, Kalol recipients were in favour of corn plus oil and
Thabua recipients were in favour of corn plus oil or bulgar plus oil. Thus,
the preferences for FFW commodities were more area-specific rather than
activity specific, ‘
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3.9 () Distribution of recipient by preference
of Commodity Paid

‘ (per cent)

Activity/ Commodities Preferred
Consignee Sample Corn & Bulgar  Corn & No response Total

Size Oil & 0Oil Qil }
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 |
Road Construction ;
Nadiad 91 71 3 26 - 100
Kumhari 60 - 99 - 1 100
Average 151 43 41 16 - 100
Land Levelling :
Nadiad 78 95 - 5 - 100
Kumhari 100 34 66 - - 100
Dharampur 100 33 20 5 42 100
Average 278 51 31 3 15 100
Low Cost Housing :
Nadiad 20 20 25 55 = 100
Kalol 100 -1 93 5 . | 100
Thabua ’ 95 7 36 44 13 100
Average 215 5 62 27 6 100
Overall 644 34 44 14 8 100
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3.711 Place of Payment

3.11.1 The distribution of recipients by place of payment is given in
table 3.10 (a). It is observed from this table that >xcepting
Kalol most of the recipients were paid at warehouse. Kalol
recipients were paid at the project.

3.11.2 About the choice of recipients for place of payment the results
are presented in table 3.10(b) . Most of the recipients were
in favour of receiving the payment at project only. The
percentage of this response was more than 72 excepting
Thabua where it was 55 percent.
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3.10(@)  Distribution of recipients by place of payment

(per cent)
Activity / Sample Project Warehouse No respon- Total
Consignee Size Site se
Road Construction
Nadiad 91 - 100.0 - 100.0
Kumhari 60 - 109.0 - 100.0
Average 151 - 100.0 - 100.0
Land Levelling
Nadiad ‘ 78 2.4 97 .6 - 100.0
Kumhari 100 1.4 98.6 - 100.0
Dharampur 100 6.6 92.1 1-3 100.0
Average 278 3.4 96.3 0.3 100.0
Low Cost Housing '
Nadiad 20 - 94.7 5.3 100.0
Xalol 100 100,0 - ° - 100.0
jhabua 95 13.4 85.4 1.2 100.0
Average 215 43.1 56.5 0.4 100.0
Overall 644 14.6 85.1 0.3 100,0
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3.10{b) Distribution of recipients by nrafarrd . place of Payment

(per cent)
Activity/ Sample Project  Warehouse No respon- Total
Consignee v Size se
1 2 3 4 5 6
Road Construction
Nadiad - 91 90 8 2. 100
Kumhari 60 78 22 - 100
Average 151 85 14 1 100
Land Levelling
Nadiad 78 92 8 - 100
Kumhari 100 \ 88 11 1 ~ 100
Dharampur 100 72 9 19 100
Average 278 84 9 7 100
Low Cost Housing g -
Nadiad 20 95 5 - 100
Kalol 100 100 - - 100
JThabua 95 55 13 32 100

Average 215 80 6 14 100
Overall 644 83 9 8 ¢ 100
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312 Provision ~f Tools _ -42-

3.12.1 The disiribution of recipients by who provide tcols of
work is presented in table 3.12. It is seen from this that excepting
Kalol and Nadiad (Low-Cost Housing), more than 95 per cent
reported that the tools were their own. Further, 79 per cent of
Nadiad (Low Cost Housing) and 62 per cent of Kalol recipients

also reported that they utilized their own tools., 38 per cent of

Kalol recipients, 21 per cent of Nadiad Low Cost Housing recipients.
S per cent of Dharampur recipients and 4 per cent of Nadiad Road
Construction recipients were given tools by project holders.

3.1 Distribution of recipientsby person providing Tools

of Work
(per cent)

Activity / Sample Project Self Total
Consignee Size Holder Owned
1 2 3 4 5
Road Construction
Nadiad 91 4 96 : 100
Kumhari 60 - 100 100
Average 151 2 98 100
Land Levelling
Nadiad 78 - 100 100
Kumhari 100 - - 100 100
Dharampur 100 5 95 100
Average 278 2 98 100
Low Cost Housing
Nadiad 20 21 79 100
Kalol . 100 38 62 100
JThabua 95 1 99 100
Average 215 20 80 100
Overall 644 8 92 100
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3.13 Present Status of Working

3.13.1 The distribution of recipients according to their present
status of working is given in table 3.13. It is seen from this

table that most of the recipients were not currently working. The
percentage ranged from 78 percent in Nadiad Road Construction to
100 per cent each in Nadiad Land Levelling Nadiad Low Cost Housing
and Dharampur Land Levelling.
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3.12 Distribution of recipients by whether they are
' Currently Working on FFW projects

“(per cent)

Activity/ . Sample Yes No Total
Consignee ) Size _

1 2 . 3 4 5
Road Construction :

Nadiad 91 22 78 100
Kumhari 60 .10 90 100
Average 151 14 86 100
Land Levelling '
Nadiad 78 Co- 100 100
Kumhari 100 14 96 - 100
Dharampur 100" - 100 100
Average 278 6 94 100
Low Cost Housing _
Nadiad 20 - 100 100
Kalol 100 8 92 100
Jhabua 95 1 99 100
Average 215 4 96 100
Overall 644 7 93 100
3.14 Awareness of §ource of FFW Commodities

3.14.1 Asked whether recipients were aware of the source of FFW
commodities most of them answered in the affirmative. Their most
common~: answer about the specific source was America. A good
percentage reported supervisors as the source of supply.
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3.18 Distribution of recipients by source of supply of FFW Commodities
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Activity/ Sample ‘Gang  Father Amer- Pro- Panch- Mis- Othe Total
Consignee Size Leader ican ject ayat ssion rs
' Super-

Vet cent )
Road Construction

Nadiad 91 1 12 58 1 3 3 22 100
Kumhari 60 - 4 91 - - - 5 100
Average 151 1 8 71 1 2 .2 15 100
Land Levelling
Nadiad 78 - 18 60 1 - 2 19 100
Kumhari 100 - - %L - - - 4 100
Dharampur 100 - 3 64 - - - 33 100
Average 278 - 6 74 - - 1 19 100
Low Cost Housing
Nadiad 20 - - 68 - - 16 1ls 100
Kalol 100 20 26 9 42 2 - 1 100
JThabua 95 - , 29 62 i 2 - 6 100
Average 215 9 25 . 38 20 2 1 5 100
1 1 13 100

Overall 644 3 13 62 7



_45_

4, Consumption of FFW (Gommodities

4,1 Introductioﬂ

4,1.1 This chapter describes tha quantities of FFW commodities
received, consumed and shared. Aspects like whether FFW
commodities are stored, time span of their consumption and recipe
prepared out of FFW commodities are also commented upon.

4.2 FFW Commodities received

4,.2.1 Table 4.1 presents quantities of FFW commodities paid

along with periodicity. This analysis, based on sample observations,
shows that while most of the recipients received bulgar and oil as
wages, 17 per cent received corn also. In Nadiad (Road Construction),
over 50 per cent of the recipients received both corn and bulgar. In
Kumhari ( Road Construction) all recipients received bulgar. Further,
whereas all 60 recipients got bulgar only 40 got oil. In Dharampur
(Land-Levelling) 18 per cent received corn alone. In Nadiad (Low
Cost Housing) 14 out of 20 recipients received both bulgar and corn.
In Kalc: whereas all the 100 recipients got bulgar, only 92 got oil.

4,2.2 Dharampur recipients were also beneficiaries of the completed
asset, They were on the average paid commodities for 96 working
days. The average life of the operations was found to be 33 days .
This suggests that on a numbear of operations there were more than one -
person working on whose - behalf the food had been received by
the recipient-cum-beneficiary. This explains the large one-time
payment. Food was subsequnetly .paid to other workers on the
operation by the recipient/beneficiary.
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1/
4.1 Periodicity of Payment and Quantities Paid per Payment
Activity/ A)Periodicity (No. of sample recipients) B) Quantities (Kg. per recipient)
Consignee Sample Weekly Fort- Post- Others Bulgar Oil Corn
size ' nightly project ' ‘
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

Road Cons*Fiction

Nadiad 91 - 91 - - 33.4 1.5 23.5
' ' (91)* (91)  (47)
Kumhari : 60 60 - - - 18.0 0.6 -
(60) @o)

Land Levelling

Nadiad 78 48 30 - - . 30.8 0.9 21
: ' ' _ (68) (78) (10)
Kumhari 100 79 21 - - 21.6 0.7 -
S (100) (100) -
Dharampur 100 - - 100 - 337 9.1 = 256
(82) (100) (19)
Lor Cost Housing
Nadiad 20 - 20 - - 29,2 1.5  22.5
: (20) (20) (14)
Kalnl 100 100 - - - 21.2 0.7 -
(100) (@2) -
Jhabua 95 40 46 - 9 - 29,7 ' 0.96 25,2
(75) (95) (20
QOverall 644 327 208 - 100 - S ‘

- 1 / Based on sample observations; no population estimates are attempted,

* Figures in brackets are numb.r »f sample recipients,
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4,3 Frequency of eating

4,3,1 Table 4,2 presents how many times a week FFW commodities
were consumed . The results indicate that it was highest i.e 13 times

in Kumhari Road Construction, 9 times in Kumhari Land Levelling and
~ betwéen 5 and 7 times in the rest, For all recipients together the
average works out at 8 times per week.

4,2 Number of Times FFW Commodities are eaten

in a week.
Activity/ Road Construction —__Land levelling "~ _Low Cost Housing
Consignee Nad- Kum~- Ave- Nad- Kum- Dhar-paye- Nadi- Ka- Jha- Av-
iad hari rage iad hari ampur page ad lol bua erage
(1) (2) @ (4) (5) 6) () (8) (9) (1p)a1) a2)
No. of 9. 13 11 5 9 7 7 5 7 7 6

Times

4,4 Storage of FFW Commodities

4,4,1 Table 4,3 presents the results according to whether recipients
store FFW Commodities for later consumption. Excepting for Kalol a
very large percentage, (72 or more) answered in affirmative, For Kalol
this percentage was 55.
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4,3 Distribution of Recipients by whether they Store FFW
Commodities
(Pet cent)
Activity / Sample Yes No Total
Consignee Size
1 2 3 ) 5

Road Construction

Nadiad 91 100 - 100
Kumhari 60 72 28 100
Average 151 89 11 ; 100

Iand Levelling

Nadiad : 78 99 1 100

Kumhari 100 81 19 100
Dharampur 100 100 - 100
Average 278 92 8 100

Low Cost Housing

Nadiad ' 20 90 10 100

Kalol 100 55 45 100
Thabua - 95 86 14 100
Average 215 72 28 | 100
Overall 644 _ 85 R ) 100
4,5 Time Span for Consumption of FFW Commoditieé
4.,5.1 Table 4.4 presents the time span for consumption of

FFW commodities, Excepting for Nadiad (Road Construction ) and
Dharampur it was reported that these were largely consumed
either same week or in the next week, Further, 47 per cent

of Nadiad (Road Constructicn),60 per cent of Dharampur and

26 per cent of Jhabua recipients reported that they consumed

it after 2 weeks,



4.4 Distribution of Recipients by Time-lag of
o Consumption of FFW Commoclities

(Per cent)
Activity/ Sample Same ‘Same Next After  After No Res- Total
Consignee Size day Week week 2 weecks 4 weeks ponse
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
Road Construétion
Nadiad 91 1 16 36 47 - - 100
Kumhari 60 43 45 - - 12 100
Average 151 0.6 27 4Q 27 - 5 100
Iand Levelling
Nadiad 78 - 75 17 7 - 1 100
Kumhari 100 - 28 58 1 - 13 100
Dharampur 109 - 1 15 60 24 - 100
Average 278 - 31 31 24 g 6 100
Low Cost Housing
Nadiad 20 - 21 69 5 £ - 100
Kalol 100 - 16 53 1 - 30 100
Thabua 95 - 22 30 26 1 11 100
Average 215 - 19 49 12 1 19 100
Overall 644 neg 25 39 21 4 10 100

4,6  Sharing of FFW Commodities

4,6,1 The distribution of recirients by relation with whom FFwr
commodities are shared is presented in table. 4.,5(a) It is seen from

this table that it was mainly children and wife who shared FI'W commodities
with the recipient, It is important to mention here that the results

also indicate, to an extent, family structure of recipienis.
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4 5" (@) Distribution of'Recipients by Relation with whom

the Recipient was sharing the FI'W payment

(Per cent)
Activity/ Sample Wife and Self Bro- Sis- Mo~ Fa- Others Total
Consignee Size Children ther ter ther ther
R 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Road Construction
Nadiad 91 61 22 3 2 3 3 6 100
Kumhari 60 49 19 5 5 4 4 14 100
Average 151 54 20 4 4 4 4 10 100
Land Levelling
Nadiad 78 53 16 7 6 7 4 7 100
Kumhari 100 56 19 4 2 5 2 2 100
Dharampur 100 57 15 3 2 2 2 19 100
Average . 278 55 17 4 3 4 3 14 100
Low Co;t Housing
Nadiad 20 45 14 13 9 5 4 10 100
Kumhari 100 62 18 5 2 4 2 7 100
Jhabua 95 55 14 7 5 5 4 10 100
Average 215 58 16 6 4 4 3 9 100
Overall 644 56 18 5 3 4 -3 11 100
4,6.2 The sex of relatives who  share FFW commodities

presented in table 4.5 (b)ro-z~1s that males were higher than
females throughout, the percentage of males varying from 51 to
56 . This may be partially kecause a large proportion of male

workers might be single as compared to female workers.,

ULADLE COPY
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4,5() Distribution of riecipients by sex of relations
sharing FFW Commodities

(Per cent)
Ac'tivity/ Sample Male Female Total
Consignee Size
Road Construction
Nadiad 91 52 48 100
Kumhari 69 55 45 : 100
Average 151 53 47 100
Land Levelling
Nadiad 78 51 49 100
Kumhari 100 56 44 - 100
Dh arampur 100 52 48 100
Average 278 53 47 100
Low Cost Housing
Nadiad 20 55 45 100
Kalol ’ 1c0 60 40 100
Thabua 95 53 47 100
Average 215 56 44 100
Overall 644 55 45 100
4.7 " Recipe prepared cut of FFW Commodities
4,7.1 Analysics of the quantities of commodities prepared

shows that the quantities prevared are between 1- 2 Kg. throughout,

4.7 .2 As to how FFW commodities are prepared the results
are tabulated in table4 .6. It is seen from this table that the types
of recipe prepared are more area specific rather than activity-
specific, which are mainly because of food habits,
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4.6 Distribution of recipients by recipe of
FFW Commodity Prepared

(Per cent)
Activity Sample Roti Khichri Bhat Kari Halwa  Total
Consignee Size
Road Construction
Nadiad 91 17 71 12 - - 100
Kumhari 60 8 25 67 - - 100
Average 151 13 53 34 - - 100
Land Levelling
Nadiad 78 3 94 3 - - 100
Kumhari 100 11 18 66 - 5 100
Dharampur 100 12 55 - 33 - 100
Average 278 9 53 2% 12 1 100
Low Cost Housing
Nadiad 20 - 100 - - - 100
Kalol 100 94 6 - 100
JThabua 95 40 52 8 - - 100
Average 215 61 35 4 - - 100

Overall 644 27 47 20 6 Neg 100
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S. Benefits from FFW Projects

5.1 Introcuction

5.1,1. The benefits to recipients by FFW projects is discussed in this
Chapter. The discussion in this chapter is on the expectation of recipients
about benefits, nuture of henafits, tvpes arnd valves of asszis added,
shanges in cmployment and income etc.

5.2 Expectation of PEenefits

5.2.1 The distributicn of recipicnts according to expectaticn of benefits
from FFW projects is given inu Table 5.1, It is seen from this table that
97 percent of Dharampur and 98 per cent of Kalol recipients expected to
get from these projects benefits in addition to food for work such as low
cost houses or levelled land. in other words, theywill be koth beneficia-
rieg and recipients., rurther, 48 per cent of Thabua recipients, 32 per cent
of Nadiad {Low Cost Housing) recipients, 26 per cent of Naidad(Land
Leveliing) recipients, 22 per cent of Xumhari (Land Levellin:j) recipients,
15 per cent of Nadiad (Road Constiuction' recipients and 14 per ceat of
Kumhari (Road Construction) recipiznts also reported that they expected
henefits from these proiscts, The per-centage of of non-response io this
question was 21 in Xumhari (Road Construction), 10 in Nadiad (Low Cost
Housing) and 6 in Kurmhari (Land Levelling). g

5.1 Distribution of Recivients bv whether *hey
exnect o receive any Bensliits from completed
projecic .

(ver cent )
Activity/ Samvie . Yes No No Res~ Total
Consignee Size ponse

T. Road Construction

Nadidd 91 15 82 3 100
Xumhari 60 14 65 21 199
Average 151 14 75 11 100
II. Iand Levelling
Nadiad 78 26 73 1 100
Kumhari 100 22 72 6 100
Dharampur i00 97 1 2 1560
Lvrerage 27 8 50 47 3 10¢
ITI. Low Cost Housing
Nadiad 20 32 53 10 10C
Kalol 100 98 - 2 100
Thahbua 38 42 . 50 2 100
Averace - 215 79 27 3 100

V. Overall 644 48 47 S 100
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5.3 Nature of Benefits

5.3.1 The distribution of recipients by nature of benefits presented

in table 5.2 shows that 64 percent of Dharampur recipients, 18 per cent
of Kumhari (Land Levelling) recipients and 3 per cent of Nadiad (Land
Levelling) recipients reported that they had benefitted from levelling of
their land. 14 per cent of Nadiad (Land Levelling) recipients, 8 per cent
of Dharampur recipients, and 2 per cerit of JThabua recipients reported
that they had benefitted by way of more production. 96 per cent of Kalol
recipients, 25 per cent of Thabua recipients and 10 per cent of Nadiad
(Low Cost Housing) recipients reported that they had benefitted by way -
of allotment of houses.

5.2 Distribution of Recipients by " Nature of
Benefits" received

: Nature of Benefits (In percent)
Activity/ Sample Aillot- Land More Increase- Nil/ Total
Consignee size ment Level- produc- ing Trans- NR
of led tion port
House
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
I. Road Construction
Nadiad 91 1 - - 1 98 100
Kumhari 60 - 2 - - 98 100
Average 151 1 1 - 1 97 100
II., ILand Levelling
Nadiad 78 - 3 14 - 83 100
Kumhari 100 - 18 1 - 81 100
Dharampur 100 2 64 8 - 26 100
Average 278 1 30 7 - 62 100
III. Low Cost Housing
Nadiad 20 10 - - - 90 100
Kalol 100 96 - - - 4 100 .
Jhabua 95 25 - 2 - 73 100
Average 215 57 - 1 - 42 1c0

IV. Overall 644 20 13 3 - 64 100




5.4 Assets Added

5.4.1 When asked whether they had been able to add to their
personal assets with additional 'income' accrued through FFWP,
majority from Dharampur (93 percent) and Thabua (69 percent)

repoted that they had added to their assets. Further, 32 per cent

of Nadiad (Low Cost Housing), 20 per cent of Nadiad (Road
Construction), 14 percent of Kumhari (Land Levelling) and 7 per

cent of Nadiad (Land Levelling) recipients also reported that they
have added to their assets with additional income from FFW projects.

5.3 Distribution of Recipients by Whether they
have been able to add to their Assets with
Additional Income from FFW Employme nt

( per cent)
Activity/ Sample Yes ~ No " No Res- Total
Consignee Size ponse
1 2 3 4 5 6
I. FRoad Construction
Nadiad 91 ‘ 20 76 4 100
Kumhari 60 - 93 7 100
Average 151 12 83 5 100
II. Land Levelling
: WNadiad - 78 7 93 - ) 100
Kumhari 1G0 14 81 5 - 100
Dharampur 100 93 5 2 100
Average 278 : 40 57 3 100
III. Low Cost Housing ’
Nadiad 20 - 32 58 10 100
Kalol 100 3 91 6 100
Thabua 95 69 28 ’ 3 : 100
Average 215 34 60 6 100
Overall 644 C31 64 5 100

5.,4.2 The distribution of items added to assets during the last
year shows that the addition of cooking utensilswas reported by
53 per cent of Nadiad (Road Construction) recipients, 33per cent
of Kumhari (Land Levelling) recipients. 33 per cent of Nadiad
(Low Cost Housing) recipients, 13 per cent of Jhabua recipients
and 12 per cent of Dharampur recipients, The addition of milch
cattle was reported by 14 per cent of Kumhar1 (Land levelling)
recipients, Addition of bullocks was reported by 36 per cent of
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Kumhari (Land Levelling) recipients and 17 per cent of Nadiad
(Road Construction) recipients. The addition of poultry was reported
by 19 per cent of Dharampur recipients and 9 per cent of Jhabua
recipients. House sites extension was reported by 29 per cent of
Kalol (Low CosSt Housing) recipients, 20 per cent of Jhabua recipients
18 per cent of Dharampur recipients and 6 perc%n} of Nadiad (Road
Construction) recipients. The construction work was reported by
17 per cent of Nadiad (Low Cost Housing) recipients and 7 per cent
of Nadiad (Road Construction) recipients. The addition of jewellary
and wrist watch was reported by none, Further, the addition of
radio/transistor was reported by only Kumhari (Land Levelling)
recipients, The addition cf bicycle was reported by 9 per cent of
Kumhari (Land Levelling)recipients. The addition of cots was
reported by 27 par cent of Jhabua recipients and 20 per cent of
Dharampur recipients; of clothes by 75 per cent of Nadiad (Land
Levelling) recipients, 24 per cent of Kalol recipients, 12 per cent
of Jhabua recipients and 11 per cent of Dharampur recipients, The
addition of furniture was reported by 33 per cent of Nadiad (Low
. Cost Housing) recipients, 25 per cent of Nadiad (Land Levellmg)
recipients, 18 per cent of Thabua and Dharampur recipients. and
7 per cent of Nadiad (Road Construction) recipients. Non response
was 100 per cent in Kumhari (Road Construction), 47 per cent in
Kalol recipients, 17 per cent in Nadiad (Road Construction) recipients
and 1 per cent of Jhabua recipients.,

5.4,3 The average value of assets added in activities Road
Construction, Land Levelling and Low Cost Housing were Rs., 247,
348 and 281 respectively average at aggregated level of Rs, 292,
Further, within Road Construction, the range was Rs. 494 in Nadiad
to Rs., NIL in Kumhari. In activity Land Levelling, it was Rs, 468 in
Nadiad, Rs. 564 in Kumhari and Rs. 13 in Dharampur. Further, in
Low Cost Housing activity, it was Rs, 479 in Kalol, 137 in Jhabua
and 278 in Nadiad. ( please sce mev page)

5.5 Employment

5.5.1 Table 5.5 (a) presents the - employment of recipients.

It is seen from this table that recipients of Road Construction

Project worked for 38 days on FFW projects, 218 days on other

than FFW projects and remainaduinemployed for the remaining

period of 109 days in a year. The recipients of Land Levelling

worked for 45 days on FFW projects, 212 days outside FFW projects-

and remained unemployed for 107 days. The recipients of Low Cost

Housing projects worked for 59 days on FFW pro;ects’ Q06 . days owtside FRW
awd Yomained  Thus, the extent of unemployment was more or less of the same order
wnemployet Fov  for the re01p1r>’1ts regsvdfess og- aci‘v.r'cg. o T Toosting
iob doys. e, T e , oty

1 / Cons’ruction refers to addition to recipients own property
from additional income generated through FFW, e.g. repairing/
developing of house. .

BEST AVAILALLE COFY
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5.4, Distribution of Respondents by items added to Assets
with additional income .

(Per cent)

R Activty /Consignee

Road Construction Iand Levelling ’ Low Cost Housing

Nadiad Kumhari Average Nadiad Kumhari Dharm-Aver- Nadiad Kalol Jhabua Average Overall

: : ' : -pur - age a _

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13
Cooking Utensils 59 48 - 33 12 14 33 - 13 16 25
Furniture €.9 - 7:4" 24,6 < 17 .7 15.4 33.3 - 7.8 19.8 13.8
Cots - - - 20:4 16,2 - < 26.7 19.8 12,1
House Site 5.9 - 7.4 - 17 .7 14,5 - 28,9 19.8 16.5 10.7
Extension ’ ' ' ‘
Clothes - - - 75.4 - 11,3 13,7 - 23,7 12,4 9.9 8.8
Bullocks 17 .2 - 14,8 - 35.5 1.9 6.0 - - - - -~
Polutry . - - - - 18.5 14,5 - - 9.3 6.6 7.2
Bicycle 3.4 - 3.7 - 9.1 0.8 1.7 - - - - 3.7
Construction of 6.9 - 7.4 - Co- - - 16.7 - - 3.3 3.0
house etc, ' :
Milch Cattle 1.1 - 11,2 - 13.6 - 1.7 - - - - 0.9
Radio/Transistor - - - - 9.1 - 0.9 - - - - 0.1
No Response - 100.0 - - - - 1,7 16,7 47.4 1.0 6.6 7.7
Total 100.6 100,0 100.0 100,0 100,0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 _100.0
Sample Size - a1 50 151 78 100 100 278 20 100 75 215 644

= == === == ===== = ====
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5.5.2 Intra-activity variations were more prominent than
inter-activity variations. In Road Construction Project, Nadiad
recipients worked on FFW Projects for 49 days as against 27

days for Kumhari. In Land Levelling project Nadiad recipients
worked for 27 days on FFW projects, Kumhari for 77 days and
Dharampur for 32 days. In Low Cost Housing activity the employ- .
ment on FFW projects 3 was 45 days for Nadiad recipients, 89

days for Kalol recipients and 42 days for Thabua recipients.

5.5.3 The employment of recipient himself /herself on outside
‘FFW projects was 164 and 170 days only for Kalol (Low Cost Housing)
and Kumhari (Land Levelling) recipients; it was 246 days and 235
days for Dharampur and Jhabua recipients: and was between 212

to 224 for the rest,

5.5 (@) Average Employment for Recipient

(Mandays /year)
Activity/ Sample On FFW = OQutside Unemp- Total
Consignee Size FFW loyed
1 - 2 - 3 4 5 6.
I. Road Construction
Nadiad 91 49 } 224 92 365
Kumhari 60 27 212 126 365
_Average 151 38 218 . 109 365
II. lLand Levelling
Nadiad 78 27 222 116 365
Kumhari 100 77 170 118 365
Dharampur 100 32 246 87 365
Average . 278 45 213 107 365
III, Low Cost Housing
Nadiad -~ 20 45 220 100 365
Kalol 100 89 164 112 365
Thabua 95 42 235 88 365
Average 215 59 206 100 365

IV, Overall 644 48 212 105 365
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5.,5.4 Table 5.5. (b) presents the employment of recipient -
household (defined as comp rising the recipient and two other
major workers belonging to the same household), as provided

in the survey schedule. It will be seen that in the zone as a whole,
recipient family was given FFW employment ol the order of 95 days
in a year. The employment offered on land levelling projects was
highest (122 man-days) followed by Road Construction (78 man day)
and Low Cost Housing {73 mandays). In terms of consignee areas
FFW employment varied from 42 mandays for Jhabua (Low Cost Housing)
to 140 mandays in Nadiad (Low-Cost Housing). Non-FFW employment,
for the zone as a whole, is estimated at 621 mandays per household.
Significantly non-FFW employment was highest among road const~
ruction  activity (694 mandays A comparision of Table 5.5, (a) with
5.5.(b), suggests that recipientd own share.of employment on FFW
accounts for over 50 per cent of total household employment of FFW,

5.5. () Average employment per recipient Fousehold @

' ‘ (Mandays /Years)
Activity/ Sample Cn FFW  Outside Unemployed Total
Consignee . Size - FFW :

. Road Construction

Nadiad 91 98.4 726.,5 270.1 1095

Kumhari 60 46.8 646.0 402.2 1095

Average 151 - 77.8 694.5 322.,7 1095
Land Levelling ‘

Nadiad 78 71.4 606.3 417 .3 1095

Kumhari 100 - 156.4 479.9 . 458.7 1095

Dharampur 100 125.8 744.,6 224.,6 1095 .

Average 278 121.5 610.6 362.9 - 1095
Low Cost Housing -

Nadiad : 20 140.6 659.6 294.8 1095

Kalol 100 89.1 - 473.0 532.9 1095

JThabua 95 41.7 685.1 368.2 1095

Average - 215 72.9 584.,0 438.1 1095

Overall 644 95.0 621.3 378.7 1095°

.@ Defined as comprising recipient and other two members
of the household.



5.6 Income ~60-

5.6.1 The impact of FFW projects on annual family income shows

that in the post FFW pgind there was a big increase in income as
compared to year before = FFW, The extent of increase per recipient
_family varied very widely. In activity Road Construction/increased [iF
from Rs., 2240 to Rs. 2810; in Land Levelling from Rs. 1970 to 3390

and in Low Cost Housing from Rs, 1204to 1891 . Within Road- Construction
it increased from Rs. 2380 to 3000 in Nadiad Rs, 2040 to 2530 in
Fumhari ; in Land Levelling from Rs. 1160 to 1460 in Naidad from

Rs. 1650 to 4280 in Kumhari and Rs., 2930 to 4000 in Dharampur, in

Low Cost Housing from Rs., 1790 to 3340 in Nadiad, from Rs. 1490

1850 ’n Kalol and Rs. 780 to 1630 in Jhabua,

5.6 Average Annual Income of Recipient
Household by Source

(Rupees)

Activity/ Sample From Outside  Non FFW All . Year
Consignee Size FFW FFW members Sources before
: FFW

Road Construction

Nadiad 91 620 2330 40 3000 2380
Kumhari 60 200 1450 880 2530 2040
Average 151 450 1990 370 2810 2240

- Land Levelling _

Nadiad 78 140 820 ~ 500 1460 1160
Kumhari 100 1260 1590 14310 4280 1650
Dharampur ~ 100 790 2090 1120 - 4000 2930
Average 278 770 1550 . 1060 3390 1970
Low Cost Housing

Nadiad 20 350 1850 1140 3340 1790
Kalol B 100 320 880 250 1850 1490
Jhabua 95 460 640 530 1630 780
Average 215 380 864 475 1891 1204

Overall - 644 570 1420 703 2693 1777
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5.7 Financial Status before FFW Project

5.7.1 The financial status of recipients before FFW projects

is presented in table 5.7 . There are variations both inter

activity & intra-activity. In activity Road Construction, Nadiad
recipients used to borrow (38 per cent) or do iabcur (35 per cent)
whereas Kumhari recipients used to do other things (77 per cent)

or do labour (17 per cent). In activity Land Levelling, Nadiad
recipients used to borrow (49 per cent) or do labour (44 per cent),
Kumhari receipients used to do other thing (73 per cent ) or do
labour (13 per cent) ', Dharampur recipients also used to do other
work (61 per cent) or do labour (31 per cent). In activity Low Cost
Housing, Nadiad recipient used to do any work (32 per cent ) or
do labour (26 per cent). Kalol recipients largely used to do labour
- whereas Thabua recipients used to labour (45 per cent) or any work
(37 per cent).

5.7.2 Two things are evident from this analysis. Firstly,
Kumhari recipients irrespective of activity had similar financial
status in terms of either doing any work or doing labour and so
was the case broadly with Nadiad recipients.

5.7 Distribution of Recipients by Financial
status before FFW

Activity/Consignee

Road Constru- Land Levelling Low Cost Housing
ction

N Km. Av. N. Km. D. Av, N, K1l T Av,

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

Sell Asse-

ts 7 - 4 2 - - 1 10 - 1 1

Borrow 38 3 24 49 8 3 18 5 - 7 4

Do Lab~ :

our 35 17 28 44 13 31 26 26 83 45 61
1 /Serv-

ice 2 1 2 - - - - - - = -

2 /Other , _

thingg 8 77 35 2 73 51 49 32 8 37 23
3 /Shop - - - - 1 6 3 - - 2 1

Ag. Lab- '

our 2 - 1 - - - - 21 - - 2

No Res- '

ponse 8 2 6 45 - 3 5 9 9 8

Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100

Sample :
Size 91 60 151 78 100 100 278 20 100 95 215
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1 / referes to work in a government establishment

2/ This is conatrued to mean as the respondents inability to
rationalize his financial position in the absence of regular
flow of reasonable income etc.

3 / means that the recipients were living on Petty trades such
as way-side shops.

5.8 - Performance of Social Functions

5.8.1 The response of recipients in terms of better performing
social functions after FFW is given in table §.8. It is seen from this
table that Dharampur (7 3 per cent) and Jhabua (75 per cent) recipients
reported better reformance in the discharge of their various social and
economic obligations in the “akK® . of FFW, Further, about 12 per cent
of Kumhari Road Construction/Land Levelling recipients also reported
in the affirmative.

5.8 Distribution of Recipients by whethter they
were able to Better Perform Their Social
Functions with additional Income from FFW

(per cent)
Activity/ Sample Yes No No Res- Total
Consignee Size ponse
1 2 3 . 4 5 6
Road Construction
Nadiad 91 3 96 1 100
Kumhari 60 12 85 3 100
Average 151 7 92 1 100
Land Levelling
Nadiad - 78 - 59 1 100
Kumhari 100 10 89 1 100
Dharampur 100 73 27 - 100
Average 278 30 69 1 100
Low Cost Housing :
Nadiad 20 5 95 - 100
Kalol . 100 1 92 7 100
Thabua . 95 75 23 2 100
Average 215 34 62 4 100
Overall 644 I 26 72 2 100
5.8.2 Of those who reported in affirmative results on types of

- social obligations met show that it was mainly in terms of having
ma e social contacts. However, 62 per cent of Dharampur and 45
per cent of JThabua recipients reported that they could celebrate
festive occasions also,
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5.8() Distribution of Recipients by Functions
in which improvement was noticed.

(per cent)
Activity/Consignee
Road Construction Land Levelling Low Cost Housing

' N Km. Av. N. Km. D. Av. N, Kl. J. Av,
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
Marriage of .
dependents 2 - 1 - - - - - - - -
Celebrate
festival
occasions 1 - - - 2 62 23 - - 45 20
Go on pilgri- _ _
mage - - - - - 2 1 - - - -
Repay old )
Debts. _ - 12 5 - 10 8 6 S 1 4 3
"Have more
social _
contacts . 97 88 94 100 88 28 70 95 99 51 79
Total 100 100 100 100 100 ,10,0 100 100 _100 100 100
Sample ' , " : .
Size 21 60 151 78 100 100 100 20 100 95 215
5.9 Int ention to work

work
5.9.1 The distributior of recinients by their intention. to/is presented
in table 5.9 . It is worthwhile mentioning that a large majority of
them reported that they would work even if no benefits flow to them other
than food received against work done. Some of the recipients are
attracted to FFW projects because these in addition to providing food
for work also provide an opporwunity toacquirer assets such as a low
cost house, levelled land or well etc.
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: lﬂ(,_ - _‘_",A}
Distribution of Recipient by Willingness to
Work even if no benefits from the project Flow

to the worker recipients

_ (per cent)
Activity/ Sample Yes No No res- Total
Consignee Size pose. :
Road Construction ) : _
Nadiad 91 82 16 2 100
Kumhari 60 86 3 11 100
Average 151 ' 85 8 7 100
Land Levelling :
Nadiad 78 75 18 7 100
Kumhari . 100 94 3 3 100
Dharampur 100 98 2 - 100
Average 278 90 7 3 100
Low Cost Housing
Nadiad 20 58 37 5 100
Kalol 100 79 20 1 100
Thabua 95 - 97 1 2 100
Average 215 81 17 2 100
Qverall 644 86 10 4 100
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6. Nutritional Status of Recipient Families

6.1 Introduction

6.1.1. This Chapter describes the nutritional status of recipient
families by taking into account the quantity of different commodities
consumed and converting them into calories/proteins using Indian
Council of Medical Research (ICMR) norms. A comparison of the
nutirtional status of families by caste categories, farmer categorias
and income categories has been attempted. Comparison of nutritional
level of active recipients (i.e. corresponding to on-going projects)
and non-active recipients (corresponding to complete projects) has
also been focussed,

6.2 Per Capita. Minimum Calorie Requirement Norm

6.2.1 Per Capita. minimum calorie requirement norm has been
worked out separately for different consignee area making use of
the information on average family size (i.e. number of adults and
children) and the ICMR recommended minimum calorie norms of
2800 for adult males, 2200 for adult females and 1500 calories
for children upto the age of 15 years. The results are presented in
table 6.1, It can be seen that the norm for the aggregate is around
2200 calories which is very close to 2250 considered by Dandekar
and Rath in thelir studies on poverty in India, (Dandekar, VM and
Nilakantha Rath, ? overty in India, Indian School of Political Economy,
Poona, 1971). However, there are variations from region to region
because of differences in family structure,

6.1 Family Composition and Minimum Norm ofConsun}ption.

Activity - Minimum  No,of
calorie families - Total Composition
norm (per Total Total Total
capita Adult Adult Child~
per day) _ Males Females ren

Road Construction

Nadiad 2133 91 129 117 148
Kumhari- 2219 . 60 v 114 110 89
Land Levelling . '

Nadiad 2086 78 129 132 183
Kumhari 2096 100 165 144 220
Dharampur 1975 100 110 120 290
Low Cost Housing '

Nadiad 2156 20 48 43 50
Kalol 2124 100 184 139 218
JThabua 2047 95 187 145 298
Aggregate 2185 _ 644 1086 950 1488
N .B. The norms of per capita calorie consumption are derived

using amily composition and recommended norms of 2800
2200 and 1500 of Adult Male, Female and children
respectively.
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6.3 Average Calorie Consumption

6.3.1 The average calorie consumption for active and non-active
recipient families together with percentage of families above minimum
calorie norms in different groups is presented in table 6,3. It is seen
from this table that active recipients in Kumhari (Land levelling) had higher
per capita calorie consumption as compared to non-active recipients.

The comparison of percentage of families for adtive and hon-active

above the minimum norm, i.e. 75 to 100 per cent of the norm did not

show significant difference at theaggragatebut for Kumhari (land

levelling) again the results indicated better nutritional status of active
recipient families as compared to non-active recipient families. However,
for Nadiad (road construction) non-active families had better nutritinnal
status as compared to active recipient families,

6.2 Average Calorie Consumption and perdentage of
Families according to different calorie out-off

Activity No. of —Average .
families calories Percent of families
a b b b
: 1 2 3
Road Construction
Nadiad 55 1751 33, 15 49 2
(36) (1715) (19 ) @2) (25) (14)
Kumhari 60 1957 35 30 35 -
Land Levelling :
Nadiad 78 1978,,, 31 50 19 -
Kumhari 80 2107 46 , 4.0 35 17 2
(20) (2664) @5) (10) ) ()
Dharampur . 100 2070 51 39 10 -
Low Cost Housing
Nadiad 20° 2216 45 55 - -
Kalol 807 2164 44 52 4
. (20) (2164) (30) 4o0) (10)
Jhabua 95 1735 19 54 22 5
Average 568 1982 38 41 19 2
(76) (2081) (44) (33) (16) @)

Note: 1/ Eigures_ in brackets correspond to active recipients

2/ a= above the norm
b3 Between 75 percent and 100 percent of the borm
b2= " 50 percent to 75 percent of the norm
b= Less than 50 per cent of the norm,

* Significant at 10 per cent proabbility level,

*#**Significantat 4 per cent probability level,

wwd» SHnihtank al | Poy cenh  levels
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6.4 Average Protein Consumption

6.4.1 The results of protein consumption similar to that of
calorle consumption are presented in table 6.3. It can be seen
that the final inference in terms of comparison of active and non-
active recipientgis same as that of calorie consumption, But

at the aggregate level active recipients showed better nutiritional
status as compared to non-active recipients. Thus, protein
deficiency is of smaller magnitude as compared to calorie
deficiency. This supports Prof. Sukhatmes hypothesis that in India
the major deficiency is in calorie intake and once this is taken
care of the protein requirement is automaticallymet. -

6.3 Average Protein consumption and percentage
of families according to different protein
cutt-off

Activity No. of Average
families Protein Percentage of families

Consumption @ by

Road Construction

Nadiad 55 33 g3** 17
(36) (62) (67) (33)

Kumhari 60 46 55 45

Land Ievelling

Nadiad , 78 61 87 ysns 13

Kumhari 80 50 69 31
(20) ‘ (63) (100)

Dharampur 100 52 89 11

Low Cost Housing '

Nadiad 20 46 65 35

Kalol 80 69 100 -
(20) (80) (100)

Thabua : 95 ' 58 81 19

Aggregate 568 54 81 19

: 76) (67) (84) (16)
1, Figures in bracketscorrespond to active recipient families
2. a= Above the norm

b.= Between 75 oto 100 percent of the norm
Difference significant at § per cent level
Tkdd Difference: signifcant at 1 per cent level.

Kk



6.5 Comparison by Caste Cat egories

6.5,.1 The average calorie/protein consumption by caste
categories for active and non-active recipients is presented in
table 6.4 These results do not support the general belief that
recipients belonging to SC/ST have lower calorie/protein consump-
tion as compared to recipients belonging to backward classes

or other higher castes,

6.4 Per Capita Calorie and Protein intake by
Caste Cateogry

Caste ] .

Calorie Intake ‘Pfotein- Intake
'‘Non-Active Active Non-Active Active

Scheduled Caste 7038 2230 52 67
(161) (19) '

Scheduled Tribes 1894 3076 55 _ 67
(196) (6)

Backward Classes 1987 1894 62 65

‘ (157) 45)

Others (non- 1895 2885 58 o

farmers) (54) (6) '

Total ' 1960 2149 56 67
(568) (76)

Note:- Figures in brackets are number of families.

6.6. Calorie and Protein Intake by Farmer category

6.6.1 For active and non-active recipients of different

farmer categories the average calorie/protein consumption
are presented in table 6.5,

6.5 Per Capita. Calorie and Protein Consumption
by Farmer Category ‘

Farmer Category

Calorie Consumption Protein Consumption
Non-Actv e Active Non-active Ac:ive

Small Farmers 1913 2714 53 68

: (178) @)

Marginal Farmers 1920 2006 54 57
(253) (37)

Other Farmers 2192 3469 63 59
(16) (1) '

Other(Non-~farmers) 2083 2203 64 77
(121) (34)

Total 1960 - 2151 56 67

‘ (568) (76)

-Note:Figures in brackets are number of families.
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6.6.2 Resul ts indicate that average calorie consumption of
small farmer &marginal farmer was lower than those of big farmers
both for active and non-active recipients.

6.7 Protien and Calorie Intake by Income Category

6.7.1, The result of average Calorie. /protein consumption by
income category are presented in table 6.6. ,

6.6 Average Calorie and Protein Consumption
by Income Cateogory

Income '

(in Rs.,) - Qalories Consumption  Protein Consumption

‘ Non=Active Active = = Non-Active Active

utpo 200 1997 2106 57 66
(17 3) (39) ' '

201-300 1954 2240 53 69

_ (189) (25)

301-500 ’ 1927 2057 54 72
(139) (10)

Above 500 2083 2284 67 52

_ (67) (2) ' : '

Total 1960 2149 56 67

(568) (76)

Note: Figures in brackets are number of families,



7. Nutitional Status of Children =70~

7.1, Introduction

7.1.1 The nutritional level of children of the recipient families

have been discussed in this Chapter. Throughout the chapter the
emphasis is laid on difference, if any, between the children of

active recipients and non-active recipients. The active recipients’
are those who were working and currently eating FFW commodities,
and non-active recipients are those who had earlier worked on projects
and currently/eating FFW commodities .’ /not

7.1.2 The nutritional status of children has been analysed in

terms of height and weight vis-a-vis the corresponding norms. The

norms considered are both in Indian standards as well as American
standards. The Indian standards used are taken from Rao, Satyanarayana
and Sastry, Growth Pattern of Well-to~do Hyderabad pre-schoold
children, National Institute of Nutrition- , ICMR, Hyderabad, July, 1975,
The American standards were the National Centre for Health Statistics
standards,

7.1.3 It may be mentioned that the data collected in the present
study relates to children between age of 1 to 5 years only,.

7.2  Nutritional Status by Weight for Age Index

7.2,1 The weight of children in different age groups were compared
with the standards, On the basis of the ratio of actual weight to the
standard norms the nutritional status of children were classified
according to the following:

Weight for age index ' Classification of Nutritional
Gomez classification Status
Percentage of Standards)

Greater than 90 Above normal
75 to 89.9 Mild malhutrition
- 60tn74.9 Moderate malnutrition

Less than 60 Severe malnutrition

7.2.,2 The results of nutritional status of children acording to above
- classifications are presented in table 7:1 (a) and 7.1. (b} corresponding
to Indian standards and American standars respectively.

7.2.3 When analysed in relation to Indian standard norms, for
non-active recipient families the percentage of normal ehildton was

9 and with mild malnutrition around 67 . The corresponding percentage
of children from active recipient familiés as normal and with mild
malnutrition were 3 and 72 respectively. Thus, non-active recipients
had higher percentage of normal children as compared to active
recipients.
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7.2.4 The analysis of results for girls showed that their
nutritional status was significantly better than those of boys
The percentage of normal girls and girls wi th mild deficiency
was 12 and 73 respectively. The corresponding percentages for
boys were respectively 6 and 65.

7.2,5 When analysed according to the American Standards, the

extent of nutritional deficiency is significantly higher for the

children of active recipients., The results when analysed by

sex showed that the percentagesof normal - boys & girls were

of the same magnitude between 3-5 percent. The mild-nutritional
deficiency among girls was observed as higher as compared to boys

but the moderate dificiency was lower in girls as compared to

boys. Thus, the extent of nutritional deficiency on the overall

can be taken as lower for girls as compared to boys when analysed accor-
ding to American Standards also,-

7.3 Nutritional Status by Height for Age Index

7.3.1 For purpose of classifying the nutritional status of
children according to height for age index the following have been
utilised:

Height for age index Classification of nutritional
(Percerntage of standards) Status
Greator than 94,9 Normal '
90 to 94.9 Mild malnutrition
85 to 89.9 Moderate malnutrition
Less than 84,9 Severe malnutrition

7.3.2 Tables 7.2(a) and 7.2 (b) present the nutritional

status of children by hecight for age index corresponding to Indian

and American standards respectively, According to Indian norms, the
resulte show higher percentage of children with moderate malnutri~
tion among active recipients as compared to non-active recipients.
Further, the percentage of normal girls was higher than those

of boys.

7.3.3 ‘The results as compared to American standards showed
similar ity with those of Indian standards. However, the extent
of malnutrition is nigher as compared to Indian standards.

7.4 Nutrit ional Status by Weight for Height Index

7.4.1 For studying the nutritional status of children by
weight for hvight index the following classification have been
used,

Weight for height Index " Classification of Nuiritional
({percentage of Standard) Status

Greater than 89.9 Normal

80 t0 79.9 Mild malnutrition

70t0 79.9 Moderate malnutrition

Iess than 69.9 Severe malnutrition,
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- 7.442 The results presentéd in tables 7.3 (a) and 7.3. (b)
clearly indicate that deficiency by weight for height index is
more in the active recipient families as compared to non-active
recipient families, Analysed in terms of Indian standards the
percentage of normal children was higher for non-active recipients
as compared to active recipients, Further, between boys and
girls the percentage of girls with mild malnutrition was higher
as compared to boys.

7.4.3 When analysed according to American standards the
deficiency was of the same order in non-active as well as active
recipients. Further, girls showed better nutritional status in
terms of having large number with mild malnutrition as compared
‘to boys, ' ;

7.4.3 Nutritional st_étu,s _byébmbined height for age and
weight for height index . ‘

7.5.1 For studying the nutritional status of children by both height
for age and welght for height index the following classifications were
used: .

®

Waterjow classification Nutritional Status
\percentage of Standard) __ .

Weight for height index « 80 Wasted and Stunted
and height for age index < 90 X

Weight for height index <. 80 ¥-"sted

& height for age Index > 90

Weight for height index > 80 Stunted

& height for age index = 90

Weight for height index > 80 Normal

& height for age index > 90

7.5.2 The resultsaccording to above classification are presented

in tables 7.4 (a) and 7 .4 (b) corresponding to Indian and American
norms respectively.

7.5.3 The results show that whereas by combined height for
age and weight for height index (Indian standard) almost 76 percent
of non~active recipients and 85 percent of active recipients children
are normal, by American standard the respective proportions are 47 and 67.
The higher proportion of normal children by combined wieght for height
and height for age standard arises from the change in cut-off point as
compared towh'erany one of the norms are applied.

: degree
7.5.4 By combined index the level of second and third/malnutrition
by Indian standard is fairly limited (to about 8 percent ) but it is not so
b%American standard when level of 3nd and 3rd degrec malnutrition is
observed at 43 per cent in the case of non-active recipients and 28 per
cent in the case of active recipients children,



7.14a) Nutritional Status (weight for age index Gomez
Classification compared to Indian Norms) of
Children by Age, Work Status of Recipients and

by Sex,
(Per cent )

Age(Months) ' _ ' '

Sample Non=-Active - Sample Active Sample Overall

size N I 29 30  Size N 10 20 30 Size N 10 20 30
12-24 51 5 67. 27 1 17 - 50 44 6 68 4 65 28 3
25-36 60 15 69 15 1 8 13 63 24 - 68 16 68 15 1
37-48 37 12 79 9 - 10 - 100 =~ - . 47 11 83 6 -
49-60 34 2 56 40 2 4 . 100 - - 38 3 .63 31 3
Total 182 _ ) 67 22 2 39 wR*3 72 22 3 221 9 69 20 2
Age(Months) Sample " Boys i Sample QGirls Sample QOverall

Size N 1Y 29 39 Size N 10 20 3P Size N 10 20 30
12-24 32 2 55 38 5 36 5 72 23 - 68 4 65 28 3
25-36 39 9 77 14 - 29 26 55 16 3 68 16 68 15 1
37-48 21 - 85 15 -~ 26 18 82 - - 47 11 83 ©6 =
49-60 15 4 28 68 - 23 : 89 ~ 7 4 38 3 63 31 3
Total 107 *%g %65 27 2 114 *¥%]12 *73 “*1*3 2 221 9 69 20 2
N= Normal, 90 percent of standard or more * Significiant at 10 percent level
10 =Mild malnutrition 75 to 89.9 percent of standard ** Significant at 5 percent level
29= Moderate manutrition 66~74 .9 percent of standard * *% Gjgnificant at 2 percent level

3%= Severe malnutrition 0-59,9 percent of standard **+*  Gignificant at 1 percent level



7.1.(b) Nutritional Status (weight for age index

Gomez classification compared to American

Norms) of Children by Rge, Work Status of

Recipients and by Sex.

(per cent)
Age(Months)
Sample Non-Active Sample Active Sample - Overall
Size N I° 29 30 Size N 10 209 30 g8ize N 10 20 30
12-24 51 8 24 62 6 17 6 - 70 24 68 7 18 65 10
25-36 60 3 - 47 48 2 8 - 25 63 12 68 3 44 50 3
37-48 37 5 46 49 - 10 - 30 70 - 47 4 43 53 -
49-60 34 - 26 68 6 4 - - 75 25 38 - 24 68 8
Total 182 5 36 56 2 39 3 13 €9 15 221 4 32 59 5
XS PR EE ok sk .
Age (Months) _ '
Sample Boys Sample Giris Sample Qverall
Size N 1 2 3 Size N 1 2 3 Size N 1 2 3
12-24 32 13 12 63 12 35 3 22 67 8 68 7 18 65 10
25-36 35 3 43 54 - 29 3 45 45 7 68 3 44 50 3
37-48 21 - 24 76 - 26 8 58 34 - 47 4 43 53 -
49-60 15 - 7 87 6 23 ~ 35 56 9 38 - 24 68 8
TEE : fhk R
Total 107 ) 25 65 5 114 3 39 52 o 221 4 32 59 5

IN= Normal, 90 pefcent of staniard or mor~

19= Mild malnutrition 75 to 89.¢ percent of standard
29= Moderate malnutrition 60-74.9 percent of standard
3°= Severe malnutrition G-59.9 percent of standard

** Signficant at 5 percent level
*¥%% Significant * at 2 percent level
****Significant at 1 percent leve],



7.2, (@) Nutritional Status(Height for age index compared to Indian
Norms) of Children by Age, Work status of Recipients and

by Sex.
: (per cent)

Age(Months) Sample - Non-Active Sample - Active ' Sample Overall

Size N 1Y 20 30 N 10 20 30 N 10 20 30
12-24 51 24 43 21 12 17 -6 50 39 5 68 20 46 24 10
.25-36 60 19 56 19 6 8 13 38 38 11 68 19 54 19
37-48 37 19 52 24 5 10 29 971 =~ =~ 37 i9 53 22 6
49-60 34 11 78 9 2 4 - 60 40 - 38 11 76 10
Total 182 19 55 **]9 7 39 13 51%*%*3]1 5 221 18 56 19
Age (Months) Sample Boys Sample Girsl ’ Sample Overall

Size N 1o 20 30 Size N 10 20 3V Size N 1© 20 kY

12-24 32 19 41 33

7 36 21 49 15 15 68 20 46 24 10
25-36 39 17 54 21 8 29 19 56 19 6 68 19 54 18
37-48 21 - 67 26 7 26 34 45 18 3 47 19 53 22
49-60 15 8 84 8 - 23 11 70 15 4 38 11 76 10 3
Total - 107 - *%¥3 0 57% 23 7 114 *** 23 53 *16 8 221 18 56 19
N= Normal , 95 per cent of standard or more *Significart at 10 percent level
19= 90-94,9 percent of standard(Mild) **Significant at 5 percent level
2°= Moderate, 85-89.9 percent of standard ***Significant at 2 percent level

30= Severe, 84.9 percent of standard or less



7.2(b)

Nutritional Status (Height for age index compared to

American Norms) of Children ky Age, Work Status of

Recipients and by Sex.

(per cent)

Age (Months)

Non-Active

Sample Sample __ Active ~ Eample Overall
Size N 10 20 30 Size N 10 29 3 0Size N 10 20 30
12-24 51 4 43 31 22 17 18 47 17 18 68 21 28 44 7
1 25-36 60 12 48 32 8 8 13 62 25 - 68 7 31 50 12
37-43 37 16 57 19 8 10 10 80 18 - 47 6 17 62 15
49-60 34 18 65 14 3 - 25 75 - 38 3 21 6C 13
‘total 182 12 51 26 11 3¢ i3 58 24 7 221 1C 25 53 12
Age (Mionth) TR ,
Sample Boys Sempic Girlz Sampie Overall
Size N P 207 308ize N T 10 2707 "3 8ize N I0 o 30
12-24 32 13 40 25 22 36 3 47 21 1¢ 63 21 28 44 7
25-36 39 13 44 36 8 29 10 ) 24 7 68 7 31 50 12
37-48 21 5 57 2 10 26 23 65 8 4 a7 6 17 62 15
42-60 15 7 53 409 - 23 22 65 9 4 36 3 21 60 16
Total 107 T0#*%4y #8532 11 114 13 ®%355 «%¥15 10 221 13 25 53 12

N= Normal, 95 percait of standard or more
10=30-94.9 percent of standard ( 1)
20=Mcderate 85-89.9 percent of standard

39=Severe 84.9 percent of standard or less

BEST AVAILAZLE COFY

*¥*Significant at 2 percent level.



7.3. (@) Nuttitional Status (Weight for Height Index Compared
to Indian Norms) of children by age, work status of
recipients and by sex.

77~

{per cent)
. Age(Months) '

Sample Non- Active Sample Active Sample Overall

Size N 10— 20 3° Size N ° 20 30 Size N 19 20 3
12-24 51 35 43 20 2 17 24 29 41 6 68 32 40 25 3
25-36 60 48 38 12 2 8 25 63 12 - 68 46 41 12 1
37-48 37 65 30 5 - 10 40 60 - - 47 60 36 4 -
49-60 34 35 59 6 - 4 100 - - - 38 42 52 '3 3
Total 182 *45 42 12 1 39 * 36 41 20 3 221 44 42 12 2
Age (Months)

Sample Non-Active ’ Sample Active Samrgle QOverall -

Size N 10 20 30 N 1I© 20 30 Size N 1°© 20 3
12-24 32 25 41 31 36 39 39 19 3 68 32 40 25 3
25-36 39 49 43 8 - 29 41 39 17 3 68 46 41 12 1
37-48 21 62 33 5 - 26 58 38 4 - 47 60 36 4 -
49-560 15 73 20 7 - 23 22 74 - 4 38 42 52 3 3
Total 107 43 %37 14 1 114 40 *46 11 3 221 44 42 12 2

N= Normal, 90 percent of standard or more
10= Mild, 80-89.9 percént of standard
20= Moderate, 70-79.9 percent of standard

30= Severe, 69.9 percent of standra rd or less

*Significant at 10 percent level.



7.30b

N

Nutritional Status (Weight for Height Index compared
tio American Norms) of C TEN Dby age, wWo

of recipients and by sex.

-78-

(per cent)

Age Months)

Sample Non-Active - Sample Active Sample Overall

Size N 1Y 20 3Y Size N 1 2V 39 Size N 10 20 30
12-24 51 31 45 18 6 17 18 35 35 12 68 28 43 22 7
25-36 60 38 45 14 3 8 25 63 12 - 68 37 47 13 3
37-48. 37 49 37 11 3 10 20 80 - - 47 43 46 9 2
49-60 34 15 76 6 3 4 100 - - - 38 24 68 5 3
Total 182 34 49 13 4 39 28 49 18 5 221 33 49 14 4
Age (Months) _

Simple Boys Sample Girls Sample Overall

Size N 10 20 30 Size N P 29 39 Size N 10 20 30
12-24 32 19 41 28 12 36 36 44 17 3 68. 28 43 22 7
25-36 39 44 a3 13 - 29 28 51 14 7 68 37 47 13 3
37-48 21 43 43 14 - 26 42 5C 4 4 47 43 46 9 2
49-60 15 40 47 13 - 23 13 83 - 4 38 24 68 5 3
Total 107 36*%* 42 18 4 114 31 **55*%1() 4 221 33 49 14 4

N= Normal, 90 percent of standard or morc
1°= Mild, 80.89.9 percent of stnadard

20= Moderate, 70.79.9 percent of standard
30= Severe, 69.9 percent of standard or less

** Significant at 5 percent level



7.4@) Nutiritional Status (combined height for age Indian norms -79~
and weight for height index waterlow classification) of children
by age, work status of recipients and by sex.

(per cent)

Age (Months)

Sample Non-Active Sample Active Sample Overall

Size N 10 20 308ize N 1- 29 30 Sae N 10 20 30
12-24 51 71 12 11 6 17 53 41 6 - 68 67 19 10 4
25-36 60 88 7 5 - 8 75 12 13 - €8 87 7 6 -
37-48 37 84 8 8 - 10 1006 - - - 47 87 6 7 -
49-60 34 - 91 9 - - 4 75 25 -~ - 38 89 11 - -
Total 182 % 83#%9 7 1 39 *72*R3""5: L 221 82 11 6 1
Age (Months)

Sample Boys ' Sample Girls  Sample Overall

Size N. IV 290 3@ize N 0O 20 30 Size N To 20 30
12-24 32 57 28 9 6 36 . 75 11 11 3 68 67 19 10 4
25-36 39 90 5 5 - 29 83 10 7 - 68 87 7 6 -
37-48 21 81 14 .5 - 26 92 - 8 - 47 87 6 7 -
49-60 15 80 20 - - 23 9% 4 - - 38 g9 11 - -
Total 107 *** 76%*16 6 2 114 *F4g5rkky 7 1 221 82 11 6 1

P

Sigrificant at 10 percent level
**  Significant at 5 percent level
*** Gignificant at 2 percent level.



7 .4 (b) Nutritional Status (Combined height for age American
norms and weight for height index water low classifi-

cation) of children by age, work status of recipients

and by sex.,

(Per cent )

Age(Months)

Sample Non-Active Sample Ace ive ~  Sample Overall

Size N 1Y 29 2Y Size N 10 20 3P Size N 10 20 3
12-24 51 41 12 43 4 17 29 18 29 24 68 38 13 40 9
25-36 60 65 3 30 2 8 38 - 50 12 68 62 3 32 3
37-48 37 70 8 22- - 10 60 - 40 - 47 68 6 26 -
49-60 34 76 6 18 - 4 - 25 75 - 38 68 8 24 -

. R ok ’

Total 182 #***g] 7% 30 2 39 wRk*3p 10*% 41*%**13 221 57 8 31
Age(Months)

Sample Boys ‘ ‘Sample Girls : Sample Overall

Size N 1 2 3 N 1 2 3 Size N 1 2
'12-24 32 38 16 34 12 36 39 11 44 6 68 38 13 40 9
25-36 ' 39 54 5 41 - 29 72 - 21 7 68 62 3 42 3
37-48 - 21 52 10 38 - 26 81 4 15 - 47 68 6 26 - -
49-60 15 40 13 47 - 23 87 4 9 - 38 68 8 24 -

) # % & ‘

Total 107 #%%% 47 - *]1(0 39 4 114 ***%g7 *5 #%*25 3 221 57 8 31

*** Significant at 2 percent level
****Significant at 1 per cent level,



APPENDIX 1,1

ESTIMATION PROCEDURE

The estimates of average have been : worked out at different
stages which were weighted with the respective populations
to arrive at the aggregate estimate.

The estimation procedure for each consignee area is as
follows:

Let Np be the number of projects in the h-th consignee

area np the number of projects selected out of Ny, in the
sample from the h- th consignee area. Further, let M, ; be
the number of recipients in the i-th project of h-th consignee
area and my,; the number of recipients in the sample out of
Mh . Also, iet Yhi; be the value of the character under study
for jthe j-th recipient of i=th . project in the h-th consignee
area. The estimate of population total for h-th consignee
area is given by

A N .nh , W%;v
- Nn M. L
A ", % " Mhe er Y

Addirg the estimates for all consignee areas the estimate of
total for the zone as a whole is given by

A = A
Y= 2,
=
,where L = Number of consignee
areas in the zone.

Having obtained the estimate of total, the estimate of mean

- were worked out by dividing the population estimate by the
population size.

Ahkkrrbrrrrk Nttt



GLOSSARY

Recipients
Active Recipients
Non-Active Recipients

Scheduled Castes

Scheduled Tribes

Backward Classes

Marginal Farmer
Small Farmer
Agricultural Labour

Artisan

The workers who work on FFW projects
and get remuneration in FFW commodities
such as bulgar, corn and oil.

Recipients who were working on-on-—go-
ing projects and currently eating FFW
commodities,

Those who worked on FFW projects which
had been completed before the date of
interview,

This is a section of Hindu community
notified by the Government of India, The
castes included are generally such as
have been disadvantaged over long yearg
€.g, sweepers, cobblers etc.,

Some weaker sections of society in
India are identified as scheduled tribes
because they had a traditional and
tribal existence and are, therefore,
deserving of help, Most of these tribes
live in mountain areas, deserts etc and
are sometimes nomadic in character,

Some of the economically weaker sections

outside Scheduled Castes and Tribes
have been identified for special help

and are classified as backward class-~
es, These largely include persons
engaged in pottery, smithy etc.

Having less than 2.5 acres of unirrigated
agricultural land or upto 1.25 acres of
of irrigated land.

Having less than 5 acres of unimrigated
agricultural land or upto 2,50 acres of
irrigated land.

Those who earn their livelihood by
working ‘on agricultural activities
on the fields of other farmers.

Skilled workers .in some specific field such
as Sculptor, Carpenter, etc.



Kutcha House

Pucca House

Mixed House

Village Panchayat

Surpanch
Gang leader ’

Father

Project Beneficiary
Supervisor

FFW Commadities
Roti

Khichri

‘ Bhat

Kari

Halwa

House built with mud and having thatched
roofs.

House built with bricks and stone etc.

House built partly with bricks and partly
with mud.

Refers to an assembly of village wisemen -
(generally elected) to whom day~to-day
problems of the village are referred.

Chairman who presides over the Villages
Panchayat

Himself a worker, looking after the interests
of all his team mates working on a project,.

A distributor, generally a parish Priest
looking after FFW projects under his dis-
tributorship.

A person who gets benefits from an
asset created through FFW,

A person incharge of FFW work and keeping
daily record of work done on the spbt.

These are the remuneration to the recipient
in kind as bulgar, corn, oil etc,

An unleavened cake made of wheat flour fre-
quently used in most parts of India.

A recipie mixed with rice, pult and some-
times vegetables and spices too. Rice is
the major component in Khichri. It is very
common and easy to cook, recipients add
grounded bulgar/Corn to it.

Mixture of bulgar, rice and raw sugar (gur)

A preparation made of flour balls and contains
gravy.

A sweet dish made out of wheat, oil and sugar.



CENTRE FOR RESEARCH, PLANNING AND ACTION

16, DAKSHNESHWAR, 10-HAILEY ROAD, NEW DELLE-110 001

USAID FFW EVALUATION ; RECIPIENT PROMLE

Particulars of FFW Project {with recference to which the recipient has becn

- sclected for interview)

1.1. Name of consignee.......ccceevevvirveecinnnee.. 12, Name 0f the distributor. ... coioee e eeeerevreeenen

1.3. Name of FFW Project.........ccccveeivnevenen.nsnn . Code Mo.........

1.4. Location of FFW Projest

2, Profile of the Selected FFYY recipient

2.1 Dame and address of the selected recipient......

2.2. a) ULate of actual cmployment on FFW Pro_"ect................ ...................................................

b) Whether currently working on a Project: [J 1 Yes [J 2 No
1.3. FEW Projects on which worked during preceding 12 ealendar months :
Alame and address of the Da:ste and month  No of days TL of days Distoence
Project From To worked or which from place
paid of living
(in lim)

2.4 Szx: [ 1 Male J 2 Female

2.3 2,06 (in COMPICIEA FOATE) . veevunernereiieriniarorereenesitrmsesserannsresesassieascsssesnsanensanassnsns

2.6. Fducation: [J 1 Illiterate [J 2 Literate but no forma!l education [J 3 Primeary [J 4 Middie

[J 5 Secondary [J 6 Graduate and above

2.7. Caste: [J1S.C. [:I 2 S.T. [J 3 Backward [J 4 Others

2.8. leligion : {3 1 Hindu [J 2 Muslim [J 3 Sikh [J ¢ Christian [J 3 others

2.9, HMarital Status : [0 1 Married (J 2 Ynmerried O 3 Widow/widower [[] 4 Separated

2.10. Whether identified as : [J 1 Small farmers [} 2 Marginal farmer [J 3 Agr. Labourer [ 4 Otker

(specif¥)....cceenne



2

2.11 Occupation : [ 1 Agriculture [ 2 Apr. labour [0 3 Momn-agriculture labour [J 4 Artisan
O 5 Dairy farming [0 6 Business/profession [ 7 Service [ 8 Femsion [J 9 Student
1 10 Others (specify)............ : ‘
2.12. Approximate moathly income of the houschold during last 12 months (in Rs)
o1 1-500Q 2 51-100 [ 3 101-200 O 4 201-300]5 30i-500([7] 6 501-750
07 751-1000 [0 8 above 1000 [ ¢ Unwilling to disclose/Unable to specify
2.13.  Housing, sanitation and hygiene:
Sl Item - - Inside. Outside -8l Item ‘ Inside
No. the the No. the
hous: house . house
1. Water Supply : 4, Struciure gf_rHouse
Hand pump 10 21 Mo house 10
Well water 30 40 g Hut 2 M
Tap water - 50 6 Katcha house 30
Canal water X 73 - Mixad house 40
Tank water X 8O Puocea house 50O
Tubewell "X 97 '
2. Electricity » : S. Dumbeor of living rooms :
Available 10 2 6. :..;Szzaift_a;tcicip
‘3, ":’;9._”""’...@;:. : o ELatrine - O Yes [ No
ancd ' [0 Yes [JNo Bath O Yes [JNo
3. Working Place :
3.1. a) * Do you belong to the district where project is located ?- [J 1 Yes [ 2 No
b) Ifno, ask distance of permanent place ef stay (native village) to the projest site............... kms.
c) Why have you migrated? (i) [J 1 FFW »mployment (ii) [J 2 Other employment (iii) [J 3 Other
reasons (SPecify)..e...cceveenreienns
-d) Incase of (i) above, will you go back to vour native village after completion of Project ?
O 1Yes 02No
4. Employment and FFW Commedity Paymentis
4.1. How did you come to know about FFW ? [ 1 Gang leader (] 2 Village Panchayat [ 3 Self
knowledge [ 4 Other sources {specify)....ccunnee.n.
4. How were you employed ? [J | Recommended by village Panchayat [J 2 Recommended by a

Social Worker [J 3 By djrect appiication [0 4 Through Gang lcader [0 5 Others (specify)

LR R P R YT R R T P T ® o012 0000000000000 a00000” g0 0anpen



3 ,

4.3, How is your attendance marked ? [ 1 by self [J 2 by gang leader [J 3 by supervisor [ 4 by
someone else (SPeCify)ece.uiireriiiiiiiii et e ee e cevoriereeneeee [ 5 Not marked

4.4, Do you sign Food Distribution Register ? [] Yes [] No

4.5, If.not who signs the Food Distribution Register [] | Head of family [0 2 Gang lcader T3 3
Someone €152 (SPECify).eeeeruirueeeniimiireniiaieretierainenianeana. [0 4 No one signs.

4.6. Do you receive FFW coemmoditics your self : [ Yes [ No

4.6. a) If not who receives the commoditics ? [ ! Head of family [J 2 Gang leader [ 3 Someone
else (SPECIfY)ecuiernnn iiirs o rmecencer e ci e e e

4.1. Are wages paid timely ? [] 1 Yes [] 2 No

4.8. When are wages paid ? [J 1 Ona holiday [J 2 On a working day during lunch break [ 3 On
a working day during working hours [J 4 On a woriing day after working hours.

4.9. Why do you work on FFW Projects ? [ 1 Assured employment [] 2 Assured payment of
wages [J 3 Timely payment of wages [ 4 Fair wages [J 5 Nothing else todo [] 6 Other
(speCify)....ceeveveeernns

4.10. Periodicity of FFW commodities payment, kind of commodiiies, rate of payment and recipient
preference : ‘

Payment of Commodity Recipienis Commodity Paid  Recipicnt Place of Payment

Pericdicity Preference Preference  Place Payment Recipient
Preference

In advance []1 . g1

Daily 02 a2 Corn only a1 a1 Projact O -1

Weekly a3 : O3 Bulgur a2 o2 At store 02 2

Fortnightly [0 4 o4 it - O3 0as3

Monthly s s Coran+-Bulgur[] 4 14 Any other

Post Project [16 . as . ; (specify) 03 o3

Any other  [17  O7 Com+0il OS5 05 eeereerenne

SPetifyene.ieineiee i Bulgur+0Gil [ 6 o6

Corn+-Bulgur a7
400 07
4.i1. How much commodity you reccived at each payment

[&]

Commodity Unit Mo. of unit
COTE ™ eevevveeroree teeriecseneaes

Bulgur
Qil



a 'I’
|
4
5. Receipt, Disposal and Storags of FFW wages received in kind :
5.1, What do 'you do with FFW commeodities received: [J I Sell aund purchase required ones
[0 2 Barter [] 3 Consume myself [] 4 Share with the family
5.2. If bartered or sold any amount of FFW commodity received in the past 12 months, please give
following details :
FFVWY Commodity Sold/Bartred - Locai Commodity Received
ame : Qty. fMame iv.
kas. kgs.
5.3. a) If share with the family give following details of members who share.
Relation - Age Sex Rzlation _ Age Sex
1 . P
2 et teeeeees T e trrreetiee ereeereee tmeeeeeien
O 8 e vt e,
A, i e, 2O
T U D () 2 P

5.3. (b) (i) If some family members do not share give their number: Adults............children... . ......
(1) Reasons for Not SHATIME......ce.ceeiueierereeniitii et crneen e ceees s tneanssesere st aaneinens s nas

5.4, (i) How long docs FFW commodity received by you at each payment last till it is consumed.
[ 1 Less than 1 week ] 2 1-2 week [0 3 3-4 week [ 4 more than one month

(ii) What do you do if FFW commodity is cxhausted before the next payment becomes due :
O 1 Borrow FFW food [] 2 Borrow moeney to buy non FEW food [ 3 Draw upon home
stock [] 4 Others (spugify) ..ooeenneieiiennne
5.5, " How mﬁch of FFW commodity i5 prepared per day in the home (in kg)............
5.6, How is of FFW commodity normally prcpmjed in the home (interviewer should state recipe)

S eB N G. s eee ANt e 00 0000000000000 sesane ot asaans

f P 0800 e 000 0s 800 a0eBVeio0ear 0 00c0n00n000ac0s 000Gty co aa000s 0000000000 00000s 00s P qa0

5.7. If you have FFW commoditics at home how many times per week are these caten............
RN 6)) Do you store FFY/ commoditics for use for latar consumption 7 [] 1 Yes [J 2 No
(ii) If yes, when do you consume them: [ 1 Same day [ 2 Same week ] 3 Next week
[0 4 After 2-4 week [J 5 After 4 weeks
5.:2. (1) Are you aware from where FFW commodities are being received? [J 1 Yes [] 2 No

(ii) If yos, please mention 30UTCS fi..crerieee i meniene i



Interviewer :

(i)

LR

amcso e

If source mentioned is other than U.5.A./U.S, peoplé/U.S. dopations Check ? From where
he/they get the focd (and record answer verbatim).........

6. Family size and Work Force :
S Mumbers -
Family size Vinle Female Total
Working Membors
Adults  eeieiiiis eeeerieiess sereeiecaseeen
Children = eerreeee eereeneea
ToOtal  erieieesteer cereeeeseems eeeeesesanaese
Non-working Members
Adults e e
Children e eereeienes
Total = i eeeeeeeen
7. Impact on Employment : (Przceding 12 calendar months)

Mandays worked

Sclf

Others (1).eceeieinen.e. .

QOthers

(ii)

{
Nanig of the i
9

Activity - ? From

Mo. of
tdandays

From .|  .To

To

MNo. of

; From
Maundavs §

To

No. of
Mandays

o 1@ e @ )

(0)

()

(8

(9)

(10)

A. On FFW

B. Qutside
Fiw

.......................................

C. Un-
employed

................

...............

...................

.........................

...........................

...................................

............

.................

............................

[

Total - i

|

Mote : Provide details for 3 working membess.
against others above.

State relationship to self in the space provided



]
i {
L
6 i
8. Impact on Family incomeg { (Preceuing 12 Calendar Months)
Sourece Persons INCOME . o
! Kind Ouantity l Value of ] Cash i Total
E Type received - col. 4 Rs. Rs.
(Xgs) 5_ (Rs.) ]
(1 2 3 4 HREEE G (7
A From FEW — -
(participaﬁng Self ............... ﬂ .......................................... a .....................................
mermbers) ¢ ;
Others \I) ....................................... !’ ------------------ ﬂ .....................................
Otbcrs (2) ....................................... m.;;. ............. § .................. ; ................. ) ..
Total o . . .
B. OQusido FFW 5 ;
(panici{;atimg Sclf ..................................................... e P eseoesstaaansrsnn nne
meinbers) {
Otbcrs (1) ......................................................... a .....................................
{
Oihcrs (2) ......................................................... i .....................................
. . ! :
Toal _ 5 .
i
C. Non-FFW member g
(1) ...........................................................................................................
(2)---.. ssssecpesessabocsranan -:’;........---u.....o. esssssvessesrssnne --o-.......-...-..:; .................
"+ Total _
G. Total
A+4+B4-C ;
¥eer Before T
FEF'¥ (Total)

Fop non-participating members provide relationsbip in the space provided against

Moto : (1) and (2)
9. Assessment of impact on Agrienltural activity (in case recipient is a cultivator)
9.1, Land Holding : (acres 00.0)
Total Cultivated Trrigated
Owned Land U PR TS . .-
Land leased in . .

Land lcased out

Total operational holding

.......................................

....................................




~I

9.2. Crops sown, harvested. and ma keted (12 moiiis pieceding date ofintarview) (Interviewor :
Write _V‘* mf Crops ﬁrst fo]lowcd Sy x’:ra,bx umpa)
Crop - Produce Eeps for home
';_._:z_{]arketed = ~ e FzONSUMPtion
(quintals) ‘ " (quintals)
€00 00.0
1 2 5
1, . O e PO £ 0 PRUR. 2ot SRR PN .
2 et e emeeeeeee LD el i eeree i eseitoes eeetieieiiesesteeeneraenenans
K TSPt .
5. . ceeea? S 1 & SOOI
10. Assessment of impact on socio-economic life cf recipient
10.1. Have you been able to add to your assets with the additional “jncome from FFW employment;

10.3.

10.4,

10.5.

10.6.

[0 1-Yes [32'No- [ 3 Mo answer
[J 1 Cooking utensiis [J 2 Milch cattle [ 3 Bullocks? [] 4 Poultry
OS5SPigs [O6 Donl eyq/Mules [0 7 Housc site extension [0 8 Construction [1 9 Jewellery

‘[j 10 Wrist watch [] 1f Radio/Transistor [] !2 Bicycle [ 13 Stove [] 14 Table 1 15 Chair

[J 16 Beds [0 17 OthErs (SPECHEY).ivvruveuuesiveeueenes e eueserems e ee s eeesesensennessesese e aeiueneeneeneen

What is the value of asscts added Rs.

Have you been able to better perform your social functions- with additional -income from FFW :

[ 1.Yes [J2No»

If yes: [] 1 Could you with easc perform marrinas - of a dcpendent ] 2 Visit relatwcu ,,h"
marriage [1 3 Celebrate festival occasion [] fi-iiff

[J 6 Have more social contacts 7] 7 Cithers (specify).

a" o‘d dd‘zs

Before FFW projcéi startcd were you required to b

things (SPECIfY) ceeivieveienreinr vieennreeseennesnsenenneses tom

“{if tHS worker s 4 viotiia with pre-schaat¢hildred ask @) what arrangement do you make for

children when you gZo to work ? [J ! Leave at home with elderly people [J 2 Leave at home
with neighbours to look after [ 3 Leave at home with siblings [] 4 Bring them to work-site

[J 5 Other arrangzments (SDCCITY) e eerueereees veveeeieeemenenreemsnesseseneeeenns



11. Nutritional Standards :

11.1.

Food eaten by tha family in the last 24 hours : (if

yesierday was

a feast or fast day,

the

information for the day previcus to that may be taken; All seplies are to be in Standard metric

upits in weight or volume.

Name Unit Qnty. Néme Unit QCnty. MName Unit Qnty
Bajra ... e Jowar e e Maize, dry o e
Ragi . Rice ... Wheat flour ... .l
Other cereals and  ...... e Bengalgram ... ...l Blackgram ... ...
millets
Greengram ... .. Khesari dal ... ... Leoti L Ll
Redgram ... ...l Soyabean = ... ol Giher pulses .
Leafy ﬁ'zgetablcs ............... QCther ycgstablee v e Carrot i e
Onion, big ... e Potatc o Tapioca .. e
Other roots and crerer eeeeeeses Croundnut ..o eeeeee. . Other nuts and crere eeeeesaes
tubers oilseeds
Condimenis and  ...... ﬁ . Amla ceee eeerenens apple L
spices.
Banang, ©ipe veeeee  seseeene.  Lime & Opange ... ceeeeeses  Mango, rips L. ...l
Mclon, water verese  eeses Papaya, ripe = ...... e Qauvaripc . . .. veeens
Tomato, rine cesser, seeneeee Other fruits ... Fish, fresh ... ...l
Prawns cevees  seceens.s  MEEE creane ceeeeren.  Fish dry creeer e
Chickea L vseeee s eereseans  LdVET, goat ceeree  eeneense.  Rgg, hen ceeree  eieeenns
Milk ceeess " eeveseees  Skimmed milk cevee eneeeess Chezze 0 il el
liquid
Butter sspr  esasnases Ghee L Eydrogenated oi] ......
Cookirg oil recves  eneseem.  Betel leaves cemeer eeeee..e. Ristuits . .
Bread =~ ... ceereeee.  Sugar . viee.ee.  Jaggery
Papad SO URPRRE < 7.1« JC U -Todc& ..........
Bulgur (FFW) e e Corn (FFW) eree vevveeans OIL(FEW) s e,




11.2.

Weight for height screening of children : (information to be recorded for children ! to 5 years)

o

N

Name Sex = 7 Agc - Whether Eats FFW commodites
Year Month

11.3. a) Measure and record childs hei.hit to nearest 1/10 is of a centimeter.

, . ist Child 2nd Child 3rd Child
Agein months 1.  .eeeeen... ctereseeiee e,

Trial

[y

- 0ooo 0ooo Oooo

Tial 2 0000 0ooo 0000

Trial 3 Lo QJOoo ooOonO uooo

Average

E RS B S

11.3 b) Measure and record child's weight to nearest 1/10 is of a kilograme.

ist Child .. 2nd Child “3rd Child

ﬁﬁyﬁﬂfﬁ:j; oooo ¢t e . goon L oBoo

Trial 3 ... Oooo _ oooo Oooono

Avernge 0ooo m ]|l Oooo

et LS SR A T T



12.1.

12.1.

13.

13.1.

13.2.

13.2.

10
Assets owned

Deozs the worker own any of these asscts :

Livestock o Number : Qthor Assets

BuTaloes ’ : eenrareaenen 4 Bicycle 1
Cows L iveresecenees YWricteatch 2

Geat/Sheep : et eeenm s aeens Jewellery gold
Bullock ‘ Jewellery silver
Pigs Stove

Qthers (specify) eeveennnen e Radio

0 I A R Y I O O
-

Choir
Tegle .
Brass/Eteel utensils a0 9
Vesseles/Utensils - Ol 1o
Sewing machine o 1t
Bed . 012

Miscaiianeous

(i) Do you cxpect to receive any Ecﬁeﬁis from the projest when completed ? [1'1 Yes [ 2 Mo

(i 1If yes, describe the nature of ’umcﬁté;

08800000000 50000000000000000000B0000s00s1000800000s0000000000000arcceiacssss Beoes o0irasana ey

00 600000 020000000000 ,4.000000,000r0295 0003008008 cautonP0000s000a0ascesecassse-0sresestinsacsss®ltossostocs®eocsetonrcae

{#:8k those recciving benefite) If ne benefits were to come {rom the project when completed
wili you still work on the FFY project [] | Yes [] 2 No

¥/ho provided the tools of work [J 1 Project holder [ 2 Contractor [ 3 Self owned

Flame of the Toierviewer . et reeeerennneens | SR /L

AL e ettt et i et e tr e aay e : TN rceeertienararens wrneitaes

Checked by.........

tssemecsess a0rennsne





