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A C K NOW LED GEM E N T.

Centre for Research Planning Cc Action, 16 Dakshneswar, 10
Hailey Road, New Delhi - 110001 was contracted by the United
States Agency for International Development (USAID) to undertake
an impact evaluation of Food For'Work projects carried out
through Catholic Relief Services _ in Bombay Zone .. The :study
was limited to recipients (those receiving food for work) profile
includ ing s ocio-economic characteri$ tics of recipients I

utllizationof fooo receiv'ed and its impact on nutritional status
of the recipient's family, particularly his children in the age
group of 1-5 years.

This is one of the several studies similarly designed to assist
USAID and CRS to better understand the working of FrWProjects'
and their impact on welfare and nutritional status of the
recipients. The results of this evaluation are presented in
this Report. In performing these functions CERPA has been
ably guided by the Technical Advisiory Committee ( TAC ) cons is';"
ting of representatives from USA~" CRS and CERPA.

For. successful com'pletioh of this" report many thanks are due
to CRS I New' Delhi, in particular, Mr. T. M •Kirch,' Director,
CRS and Mr. V.. C.Rallan,Evaluation Co-ordinator,. Also, Zonal
Director , Bombay, his consignees, proj ect-holders, their staff
and recipients contacted. At the USAID, we have benefitted much
from the advice and consultationswlth Mr. David R. Nelson,
Mr. John R.Westely, Dr. F.J.Young and Mr. M.C.Gupta. Also
from continu ous and critical interest of Mr .. John P .. Chudy at all
stages of the progress of this study .. We" owe a debt of gratitude
to Dr. Richard Brown and Mr .. Harry H. Houck for the understanding
that we received from them from time to time. Thanks are also
due to Dr. Padam Singh for his able guidance as member of TAG D

. S.P .Ahuja
Project Coordinator
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o. Executive Summary

0.1 Introduction

0.1 .1 This summary refers to the evaluation study carried out among
recipients of FF'V'r commodities in Bombay Zone of Catholic' Relief Services.

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

O. 1 • 3 In all 33 proj ects have been covered of which 29 ~Nere 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 rNere selected from which 644
recipients were selectAd for interview of which 76 (11.8 per cent) were
?ctive recipients i. e • they were working on FF",,~r proj ects and eating
FF'V" commodities at ~he time of survey.

0 0 2 Socio-economic characteristics

0.2 0 1 81 per cent of the recipients were male and 19 per cent female.

0.2.2 7 pGr cent of the recipients were below 20 years of age and 9 per cent
ah6ve 50 years of age. About 50 per cent of the recrpients were in the age
group of 31- 50 year~ and 34 per cent in the age group of 21- 30 years.

0 .. 2 • 3 75 per cent of the recip~.ents were illiterate and 7 per cent literate
but \r'lithout formal education. Of those who had received formal education
14 p-er cent had reached primary standard, 3 per cent middle and 1 per cent
secondary level.

0.2.4 - 37 per cent of the recipients belong-ed to Scheduled Castes, 30 per
cent to Scheduled- Tribes and 24 per cent to backward classes. Only 9 per
cent belonged to other clas s es •

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

0.2.6
and :4

93 per cent of the recipients ONere marrIed, 3 per cent unmarried
per cent were either tNidowI~Nidower or separated.

02 :7 94 per-cent of the recipients belonged to the district in which the
project tNaS located; 6 per cent caITl.-e from o~tside the district.

0.2.8 67 per cent-described their occupation as agriculture, 23 per cent
as agricultural labour I 9 per cent as non-agricultural labour and 1 per cent
as artisani service etc.

oc 2 .'9 By status- of land ownership 45 per cent were-marginal fa-rmers (owning
u~ to 2.5 Clcres of land ) 31 p-er cent small farmers (owl'lhg 2.6 to 5 acres of land
i:1J.d 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- m:qnthly household income
of Rs. 201 to 300/24 per cent had Rs. 10l'to4'OO, 27 percent had Rs., 301
to 500 and 10 per cent had Rs. -S 01 to 750 .. Onty 1 percent of the recipients
had a monthly lncome Rs. 100 or less. 3, per dent received more than
Rs. 750 per month. '

, . ,

0.2.11 -, Almost none of the recipients had the, f~ci1ities of latrine
'or bathroom. ,Only 3 per cent nad electri?ityinside the house,IO per cent
had the benefit of electricity outsid-e' the house. 7 8- per cent had no
access to electricity either inside or outside the house.

0.2. 12 7 a -per cent arranged their drinking wafer supplies from well
outside the nouse, a per cent from' a hand-pumpotitside the house and
6 percent from a tap outside the house. 2 per cent used canal water and
5 per cent used tank water.,

a.2. 13 99 per cent of the recipients owned the house' which they
lived in.

0.2.14 8a,'per cent of the recipients lived in a kutcha house, S per cent
in a 'mixed' house I while 7 per cent lived iii a hut.- - -
0.3 QrganisationaJ.£,rameworkofFFWprojects

o;-:L130 percento!J~e re'cipients1earht about the Ff'V\! projects
from Parish Priest, 26 'per cent fromprojectbeneffciary and 21 per cent
from villa(;ie Panchayat,. Other source of information regarding FFW projects
inclUded; -, gang leader (12 per ce~t)andsocialwork-er (3 percent). About
7 per cent of the recipients had learnt about FFW proj ects directly.

0.3 4 2 , - 40 pef Centolthe-recipients'had been suggested by the ~arish '
Priest (project holder) to work Ql1 the project, 22 per cent by the project
ber.eficiary and 12 pet' cent by the social worker • 11 per cent of the
rec~pients had been suggested by the V'illage Pancnayat, -8 per cent by
ganiJ leader and 3 per cent were re-comm~&ncred by other sources. Only 4
per cent came in directly to work on the proj ect •

0.3" 3 The attednance in -the case of 7T per cent of the recipients was
marked by the sup~rvisor. ForI5 per cent of the recipients pttendance
w-as marked by recipient 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 the Food Distribution --
Register I 17 per cent did not do so. For th~se v"ho did hot sign the Food
Distributign Register it was signed by the gang leader or supervisor etc.

- -

O. 3.5 97 per cent of the recipients received FFVI commodities
thefnseleves, 3 per cent clid not receive the commodities th-emselves. In
thes.e ca"ses the c9mmodities were received by the head of family,gang
leader I brother Or son.
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0'. 3.6 ~99 per cent acknowledg ed that commodities were paid
to them on time. Only 1 per cent said otherwise.

0.3.7 - 40 per cent of the-recipients received their wages in commodities
on a ho1·1day, 10 per cent on a working day during lun ch,- 32 per cent
on- a \"!orkrng day aIter working hours and 1 per cent on working day- during
working bours , About r6 per cent of the reciplents had other duration in
regard to payment of commndQties and sqme of them even received after
the completion of the prej eqt •- -
0.3.8- ,Asked as-to reasons for vlorking on FFVV project- 69 per cent
mentiCilned unemproyment. ro per cent worked on FPvV project to get
the benefit oIa low-cost house a'"hd 14 per~cent to get their land
levelled. ABout 7 per cent gave Qther reasons including assured payment,
timelines s of payment and fair wages.

0.3.9 51 p-er cent of the recipients received thefr wages -weekly and
32 per cent-f~J1~~~.Another 16 per ce-nt (all belongiI1"g to Dharampur)
received post Proj ect. 1 per cent mentiQned other periodicity such as
irrgular intervals.

0.3.10 76 per cent expres sed Preference to receive their wages weekly
and 16 per cent fOrtrright1·y.. Other choices mentioned were 'in advance' and
I 10th/11th dayl etc.

o. 3:.11 ~t the aggregate 67 per-cent of the recipIents received bulgar
and 18 per cent cnrn, bulgar -and ofl" 8 per cent corn-and oil and 6 pet
cent bulgar only. A feV'l als0 received corn and nil only.

- -
0.3.1. 2 44 per cent preferred tr') receive bulgar and oil, 34 per cent corn
and oil and 14 per cent c0rn, biilgar and oil. 8 per cent gave nn indication
of their preference in regard ~o commodities.

0.3. [3 85 per cent receIved their wages at \varehouse and IS per cent
at proj ect s fie. 'In terms of preference I 83 per cent des ired to receive -their
wages at prnject site and only '9 per cent expre-ssed their preference fnr
payment at warehouse. 8 . per cent expressed' 'l1Dpreference in regard to
place of payment. '

0.-3.14 92 per cent of the recipients owned the toof5 with which they
wArked. To 8 per cent these were provided by the proj ect holder.

- -
0.3.15 7 per c-ent of tbe receipients were working on a prOject ,
at lhe time 0f conduct of interview, Others had earlier wOrked On Fr,,"
prOject.

0.3.16 1'\l10-st of the -recfpientsmentiOned that they were aware of
the sOurce of FF\tiT c()mmodities. V\'hen asked specificallY, 62 per cent
mentioned Americ~, 13 -'per ceI!t It Fatherl' I 7 per cent pri:ject supervisir,
3 per cent gang leader and 1 per cent Panchayat and 1 per cemt missD"n.
13 per centmentbtned nther sdurces. '
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0.4 Consumption of FF,\,y commodities

.0.4.1 On average", a recipient ate food made of FF\fIl commooities
8 times a week.

0.4.2 85 per cent of th~~"" recipients s.tored FF'VIf commodities for
later consumption.

0.4.3 About 64 per cent of the recipients consumed the commodities
in the second orsu·bsequ'ent·" weeks after payment.

0.4.4 In about 56 per cent of the cases recipients .shared FFW
commodities with their wives and children. 55 per cent of those
who share this commoditie9.:*~"Gmalesand 45 per cent .. ·femila.s

0.4.5 Most frequently (47 per cent of the cases) recipients made Ikhichri'
out of bulgar/corn/oil supplied to them. Other recipies prepared included
Iroli', Ibhat' 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 proj ects. 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 hous e ,. 13 per cent levelling of their land and 3 per cent more production.
Others could not specify benefits that would flow to them.

o.5 • 3 31 per cent of the recipients were able to add to their pers onal
assets with additional income from FF,\J\f' 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 I in order of frequency I

cooking utens ils I furnture I cots I house extension I clothes I bullocks
and pottery. Other assets mentioned included bicycles, construction of
house, milch cattle and radio/transistor.

0.5.5 On average, FF~VVprojects provided additional employment to
recipients for 48 days in a year. Their average employment outside
FF'.v 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 FF'AT project
increased to 95 "days. Employment outside FFVif for recipients and 2 other
members of the family is estimated at 621 days.

0.5.7 The average income from working on FFi.'V proj"ects ?Xas "R.~r~?S1Ie/

and that derived from outside FFVf activities at Rs. 1, 420/- mcome:-
-contributed by non-FFV{ workers was Rs. 703/-. On this basis the total
household 1inc:-aml3 per annum is estimated at Rs. 26"93/-':'- during the year
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in which the recipien~:~ worked on FF'''' proj ect. The average
household income in the year prior to FFV'l project is estimated
Rs. 1,777/- • This marks an a increase of 52 per cent in post
FFW yaar as compa.red to pre- FFvV year.

0.5.8 26 per cent of the recipients mentioned that FFW pro-
j ects facilitat)d'better performance of the most important social
functions such as celebration of festive occasions, going on pili-
grimage etc.

o•5 .9 86 per cent of the recipients acknowledged that they
w'ould work on FF'.Af projects even if no direct benefits were to flow
to them.

0.6 Nutritional status of recipient famillog·,.

0.6.1 44 per cent of the active recipient householdswere observed
to be above the minimum required calorie norm as aqainst 38 per cent
of non-acti'·..Tefam<~ti:i3.-n:t .. fe·om.parls~on·'of ccrlorie'lirrtaJ(E! bf.i:.<.ic·ti\i.$":o:nd' non
acJi~@tre~i}pion:t~.!~l1)ili~~l~')h:o:Areds ignific2ntly higher intake for active
. receipient families.
o•6 • 2 84 per cent of active recipient families had a protein
intake ebove the r8quired minitDn. The corr-lsp.0TIcHng percentage
for non-active workers is 81 .. 'r-Jot only is the protein intake of active
wor~(er families s ignificantly hi~fhorI but protein deficicncy'- for all
'·fa:nilies is less than calorie deficiency.

0.6.3 Nos ignificant difference was obs erved in calorie or protein
intake as between scheduled Castes, Scheduled Tribes or backward
clas'ses and othel~ castes. Thus, there is no evidence th:lt Scheduled
Castes, Scheduled Tribes and backward communities are particularly
mal-nourished.

0.6.4 LikeV\dse, not much difference is observed in calorie or
proteinAntake as be:vl,"een small and marginal farmers and other
farmers.

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

0.7 Nutritional status of children

o.7 •1 rn relation to Indian norms of weight for age index I for
non-active recipient families the percentage of normal children was 9
~ und those with mild mal-nutrition around 67. The corresponding percent
of children from active recipient families as normal and with mild
mal-nutriti.on were 3 and 72 respectively .. T~us non-act ive recipients
hC:el his-her perceatage of normal children as compared to active
recipients. Further, girls showed significantly better nutritional
status than boys. Vir!2n analysed a.ccording to American sti3.ndards,
the ext3nt of nutritional deficiency is significantly higher for
children of active n=':!cjpients. Als 0 nutritional deficj.ency is higher
for girls than boys.
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0.7 .2 By height for age index accordi~g to Indian norms, the
results showed higher percentage of chHdren with moderate mal-nut
rition among active reCipients as compared to non-active recipients.
Further, the percentage of normal girls was higher than tha.t~f~ of
boys. The results as compared to American standards showed similarity
with those of Indian standards. However, by American 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 vlith mild mal-nutrition was higher as compared
to boys. When analysed according to -America.n standards, ."
deficiency was of the same order in non-active as well as active
recipients.

, .

o~ 7 .4 ,By 6dtnblned height for age and weight for height index
the results show that by Indian staridards almost 76 pet cent of . I

non active recipients· chi Idreh and 85 per cent of the active recipients
children ate horma1. '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 increases 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 0 1 The Study and its obj ectives

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 v"-'ork Proj ects funded from Title II commodi
ties 0 The objectives of the recipients (workers receiving food)
evaluation study \overe 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
proj ects. The eater characteristics were to be a scertained to
determine what happens with the FFW Commodities once these
are delivered to the recipi'ents. 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 Proj ects

1.2 It 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 FF\t\T Projects It

The CRS implements this programme through its five regional offices
located at Bombay, Calcutta, Cochin, Delhi and :rv1adras.

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 2,18,28 100.0

1.2.3 The evaluation studies of FFVv proj ects were extended to
all zones .. Different activities/proj ects and proj ect areas were
selected in different zones keeping in view the share of each
activity /proj ect area in total mandays utilized. Further, adminis
trative and financial constraints were also kept in view.
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1 • 3 Choice. of Activities

1.• 3.1. In Bombay zone, during FY 198 0, four major activities
were identified, These four activities namely, (a) land":'levelling
(b) tow COost h~ousing, (c) tanks and dams and (d) road construc
tion res pectively accounted for 28. 0, 18. 1, 14.5, and 13. 1 per
cent of mandays utilised during FY 1980.

1.3.2 rrhe study did not cover tanks and dams (Activity A3)
'which ranked 3rd by mandays utilised in IT 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
m~ndays utilised for tanks and dams which was laterqqnfirmed
When actualitiformation became available o. Furthermore, a cbmpre
hensive evaluation study in respect of tanks and dams was already
commissioned in Delhi Zone 0 It was, therefore, considered
appropriate to restrict the recipient profile study to land-levelling
low cost housing and road construction.

1.4 Choice of Cons ignees

i.4il . . . Havihg made the bhdib~ of activities the next stage
involved th~ 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 proj ects in
each consignee area for the year 1979 was made use of.

1 0 4.2 It was observed that .consignees which had a large
share in one activity had a relatively small share in other activitJes.
However, on the basis of general pattern of projects completed
by the consignees for different types of activities five consignees
were selected.

1.2 Distribution of consignees by activities ··studied

Consignee
Nadiad

Kumhari

Dharampur

Kalol

Jhabua

Activity
Road C:onstruction, land levelling,
low cos t hous ing
Road construction, land levelling

Land levelling

Low c'ost housing

Low cost housing,
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1.5 Selection of Projects, Villages and Recipients

1 4 5,1 It Was decided to select two on-going and three completed .
projects in each consignee area under different activities. How
ever I in some activities only one on-going proj ect was available.
The on-going and completed projects were selected on the "basis,
of highest mandays utilis~, 'the details are shown in table 1.3.

1 0 3 Distributidrt, 6A,ooIllpletecf. apd on-going Projects

Number of Proj ects ..

ActivityICons ignee

Road Construction
Nadiad
Kumhari

Land Levelling'
Nadiad
Kumhari
Dharampur

Low- Cost Housing

Nadiad
Kalol
Jhabua

Total

.Completed

3
3

4
4
5

1
4
5

29

On-going

2

1

1

4

Total

5
3

4
5
5

1
5
5

33

1 .5 .2 For each proj ect selecteq two villages were selected.
Further I 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 ttelected recipients by consignee
area and activity

Consignee Activity' No. of No. of
Recipients Villages

Nadiad Road Construction 91 6
Land levelling 78 6
Lovi Cost Housing 20 1

Kalol Lo\v-Cost Housing 100 6
Dharampur Land levelling 100 10
Jhabua Low-Cost Housing 95 10
Kumhari Land Levelling 100 8

Road Construction 60 3

Total 644 50
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1.6 Sampling Design

l~6.1 In brief, the selection procedure adopted in the study
can be broadly classified as stratified two-stage sampling~ The
identified proj ect within each consignee area of an activ~ty forms
the stratum, villages (or clusters of villages) within each proj"ec-
ct as primary sampling unit and the recipients within each vill~ge

(or cluster of villages) as the secondary sampling units. 'tVithin
each stratum a certain number of clus ters 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 replatement.

D.irect interviews were conducted byCERPA data collectors with the
help of a structured schedule a copy of which is attached at the
end of the Report, r

1 .6.2. On the bas is of s election procedure adopted I an appropriate
estimation procedure has been used for estimating the population
averages/totals/percentages. Details of estimation procedure are
pto\rided in Apperidix 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 I eRS and CER~A ,6

1 .7 .2 The data collectors were given comprehensive training by
project leaders including a survey statistician. The training
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 canvas'sing of the schedule.•
The instruction book I 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 I 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
unit~. These instructions also provided the standard terminology for
whatever local terms observed to be in use with. regard to land I 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. vVherever a
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~traight wall was notavpHC,\ble, the children were .made. to stand,
against the wooden frame of a door which is generally straight and
vertical. V\lherever the childreh were too young to stand they were
made to lie ona 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 0 8 The Report

108. 1 The report of the study comprises 7 sections. The socio-
economic and demographic characteris tics of the recipients are
discussed in section 2. The organisational framework of PFW

. Programme including recipient preferences and reactions is
discussed in section 3. The eater characteristics concerning mainly
the con~umption, storage etc of FFW commodities are presented
in section 4. The impact of FFW proj ects on employment I income,
calorie consumpt1bn 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 I both Indian and American.
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2. Socio- Economic and Demographic Characteristics

2.1 The socio-econimic ·and c;lemographic profile of recipients is
discussed in this chapter. Throughout the presentation emphasis is
on inter-activity (between activities) and intra-activity(within activity)
differentials I 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 hous·ing. Under road construction the
consign~es are Nadiad and Kumhari; under land levelling, Nadiad I

Kumhari and Dharampur; and under low cost housing, Nadiad I Kalol
and Jhabua 0 Thus I inter-activity comparison is in case of Nadiad
and Kumhari only I since for other consignees data refers to only one
activity.

2 e2 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 a-nd Kumhari
res pectively 0 For·Land- Levelling proj ects 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 I Kalol and Jhabua respectively.

2.1 Distribution. of Recipients by Sex
(per cent)

-~~--~~-~-------~-----~~-------~-~--------~----~---~---------~--
Activity/Consignee Sample

Size
Male Female Total

--------------~----------------------------~~---_._----~~--~--~.-
Road/Construetion

Nadiad 91 94 6 100
Kumhari 60 62 38 100
Average 151 14 26 100

Land Levelling
Nadiad 78 16 24 100
Kumhari 100 15 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

Overall 644 81 19 100

-------------------------------~-----------~----~-~-~----------~
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2.2.2,,; : The distribution of recipients by age presented in
Table 2.2 . indicates that. the recipients were mostly in the age group
of 21 to 50. .years. Further I the highest percentage for almost atl the
a'ctivities was in the age group of 31 to 40 years. Recipients in the
age group more than 65.years were negligible. Dharampur had 24,per
cent of recipients in the age group 51- 65 years. For Kumhari (I«;ad
Constru6~ion) this ratio was 16 per-cent. For all other consigneesl
activiti~s this ratio was'Jess than 6 percent.

, I

2 .2. Distribution of Recipients by Age
... . (Age in years ) . (Pe~ cent )

----~---~~~----------~~---~---~--~-~------~---~----~---~------~-
Activity! '
Consignee

Sample Upto 21-25 26-30 31-40 41-50 51-65 Over Total
Size 20" 65

-------~~~~----------~~---------~~~.~-----------------------~-----
1 2 3 4 6 7 8 9 10
--------------------------~-------------_._---------~~~_.----------
Road. Cons-
truction
Nadiad 91 9 23 28 2,2 14 4 100
Kumhari 60 10 14 to 32 18 16 .- 100
Average 151 10 17 17 28 17 11 100
Land Level-
ling

',5Nadiad 78 9 '8 29 31 18 ,- :100
Kumhari 100 9 12 2'0 34 18 6 1 100
Dharampur 100 ,9 ta ,30 19 24 100
Average 278 6 10 22 32 18 11 1 100
,LOW Cost
HousIng"

~ONadiad 5 21 26 48 100
Kalal 100 3 14 20 38 19 6 100
Jhabua 95 1 3 12 16 36 19 ~ 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 73 per cent for land levelling I 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 I there were 67 per cent illiterates in Nadiad, 75 per
cent in Dharampur and 76 per cent in Kumhari. Further I 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)
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6 per centjn Dharampur as again$t less than 3.. per cent in other
areas. Those with primary education ranged frQm 3 per cent in
Jhabua (Low-"Cost Housing) to 26 per cent in Nediad (Land

, Levelling ~nd Low Cost Housing).It is worhtwhile mentioning
l1ere that for. all India the literacy rate is 47 pet cent for males
as per 1981 Census • Thus eRS has shoWn preference for

, illiterates which is one good indicator of the desirable target
g·roup.

2 0 3 Distribution of Rec=iplents by LeVel of Education
(per cent)

--~~~----~-------~------~~-----~~~~-~~~--~._----~-~----~----------
ActiVity/
Consignee

Sample
size

Illi
terate

Literate
butrl~ ,
fonnal
education

Pri
mary

Middle Secon- Total
dary

" • , .....
--~~~----~---------~---------~~._~~~------------------~--~-------~
1 2 3 4 5 6 . 7 8
~---~~~-~~._-----~~-------~~----~~~~~----------------~---~---~----
Road Const-
ructioh
Nad!ad 91 76 4 18 2 100
Kumhati 60 80 5 13 2 100
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

. Avera'ge 278 73 7 16 3 1 ioO
Low Cost
Housing
'Nadiad ,20 53 11 26 10 100
Kalal 100 80 9 7 2 2 100
Jhabua 95 90 6 3 jjO 1 100
Average 215 77 8 10 4 1 100
Overall 644 75 7 14 3 1 lOti
---------~~~~~---~--~-~~~-~~~--~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-~~~~~~~~~~~~~---

2.• 4 Caste

2.4.1 the recipierit~opUlationmay be divided, in the Indian
context, ihto4 maj6tcaste groups: (1) Scheduled castes (ii)
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 desezving of special help.
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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 .. II Others II are those castes which may not be
particularly disadvantaged because of historical or economic factors
l:ut might still be poor.

2.4.3 In brief, whereas scheduied c'a'stes, scheduled tribes
and:. backward classes constitute a more desirable target group_
in that order of priority, II others,'~ can also be a deserving target
group.

2.4.4 The distribution ot recipients by caste (Tabie 2.4) presents
a complex picture, there are both!ntrt:i.. activity and inter- activity
v.ariations. Further,intra-activity variations were dominant over
inter-activity variations.

2.4 Distribution) Of.Rec·!pfehts by Caste
, " .... " . (per cent) . ,

-------------------------~~~'~~~~~~~~~~---~-~~~~-------~~~~~~.~~~~-
Activity/
Consignee

Sample Scheduled Sdheduled
size Caste·' Tribe"

Back'"
Iward

Others 'rotal

Road Const-
ruction
N'adiad 91 27 1 70 2 100
Ktimhari 60 53 29 13 5 100
Average 151 43 19 34 4 100
Land
ievelling'

..

Naa~ 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
Nadlad 20 63 ~ 37 100
Kalol 100 16 . 3 74 7 100
jhabua 95 1 64 28 7 100
Average 215 23 24 38 15 100
Overall 644 37 3'0 24 9 100

"

-----------~--------------------~---~---~---~----------~--------
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2.4.5 The percentages of scheduled caste were 23,39 arid 43 in
low cost housing I land levelling and road construction activities
r,es pectively. 'Nlthin low cost hous ing proj ects, there were only
1 per cent scheduled castes in Jhabua as against 16t:>et cent ill
Kalel' and 63 per cent in N~~Had. In the proj ects relating to land
l~vellingI there ,were no schedUled oaste recipients Ih Dhararnpur
Clsagainst 47 per c'ent in ktimhari artd7 9 per cent in Nadiad. Further~

in the projects relating to road Construction, there were 27 per-
bent scheduled castes in Nadiad and 53 per cent in Kumhari.

?;.'4 ~ 6 The percentage of s'6heduled tribes (8T) were 19124 and
41 in road construction, low cost housing and land levelling .
prOlects respectively'~ 'J'-'ithlh road construction projects I s the
perce'ntage of schedllled tribes varied from 1 per cent in Nadiad to
29, p'et cent in Kumhari; in proj ~cts relating to land levelling it
ranged from nill in N'adiad to 30 per cent in Kumhari and 85 per cent
in Dhararr\pur I whereas in proj ects relating to low cost housing.
these were nil in Nadiad I 3 per cent in Kalol and 64 per cent in
Jhabua.

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 shaI:"e was as high as 70 per cent in
Nadiad as against only 13 per cent in Kumhari. The representation
of backward classes in Dharampur vvas 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 8 The share of other castes fNas 4 per cent in road construction,
8 per cent in land levelling and 15 per cent in low-cost housing. Further,
in the proj ects relating to road cons truction 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 Kalal and Jhabua and 37 per cent
in Nadiad.
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2 ~ 5 • 1 The dis tribti tibn of recipients by religion (Table 2" 5) indicates
that a lat'~e, proportioil (93 per cent) of them were Hindus~' Muslims
were '.r.~por,ted only in ~Kumhari (road construction) and kalol being 2
percentineacQ,case. Christians were 18 per cent in jhabua, 15 per
cent in Dharamptir, 10 per ,qe,nt.inNadiad (land levelling)·and 2 per cent
each in Kumharl,(road consfrb6tfon) and Kumhari (land levelling).

'". ','

2.5 O!stribution6t'keciplents by Religion
': ' ','"" ,,' '",' , ' " ,', (Per cent) "':< .
~~~-------~-~~~r~--~---~~----~-~~~---------~~~~-----~--~---~~~-~-- .

lOa'
lob
100
Ida,

100
100
100
100
100

100
lad
1£10

1
1
1

2

2
2

1
1

2
1

18
6
6

10
2
15
a

90
98
85
92

100
96
97

97
81
92
93

78
100
100
278

1~8
95

215
644

Activity/ ~,ample Hihdu Chris - Muslims Others Total
Consignee Size ., tian ' , ' ,
~'~, -.; ---------i:~------'2~ - ..- - --3" ..; - - - - - - -,f - - - ..... ~ - .. -5' - - - _.. - - -if'~ ~---
Rpad Cons t-" ...;;.. , '..; , " ,",0, , " • :,:"

rUction
Nadiad ,91
J(umha;i "60
Average " 151
Land Levell~

ing
Nadiad
Kumhari
Dharampur
Average
Low Cost
Housing
Nqdiad
Kalol
jhabua
Average
Overall '
-~--~----~--------~~~~~--~------~----~----~~---~--~---~--~~~-~~~-

2.6. Marital Status
2.6.-1 Marital Status of the recipients (Table 2.6) shows that
rnajorit}(of them (rang'ingbetween 84 to 96 percent) were married ~The
percentages of unmarrisd were nil, in Dharampur, 1 pet cent in Kumhari
(l~nd -leve.l1ing) and between 3 to 7 percent in the res t. The percent
ages of widow/widbwets were 6 per centin Kumhari (Road Construction),
5i pet cent in Dhara,mplir;S, per cent in Kalol a~d3 per cent in Kumhari
(land levelling) ~ Oh1y 3 reoipients who worksd on road construction .
projects ware separated from their spouces.~
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2 .. 6 Distribution .0£ Recipients by Marital Status
(per cent)

-~~--~------~------~---~~~-~-~-,~~~--~--~-----~-~~------~-~-~-~----~
Activity/
Consignee

Sample Married un- Widow/
Size married Widower

Separa- Total
ed

---------~-------------------~~------~--~-----------------~-~~-----
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
-~-~-~-~----------~-----~----~~~-----~~---~~----~----------~---.----
Road Const-
rttjction ,.

"

Nadlad 91 95 4 .;. 1 100
Kumhari 60 84 ·7 6 3 100
Averag'e 151 8S 6 4 2 100
Land
Levelling
Nadiad ' 78 92 7 1 100

·Kumhati 100 96 1 3 100
Dharatripur 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 Res idence and Location of Proj ect
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 proj ect is located.



2.7 Distribution of Recipients by Location of ,Project
"f'·. ' site.

(per cent)-_ ...~......-.. __ ..._...- ...._...._~ ..~ ..............-.._..~ .. .;...- ......._..-...__ ..-._ .......-.....~ ...~~~-~~~~ ...--..-..-.-

Activity/
Cons,ignee

Sample
'size

, vVithin the
district

Outside the
district

Total

1 2 3 4 5

Road Construction

Nadiad 91 39
Kumhati 60 100
Average' 151 78

Land i Levelling
Nadiad ·tS 97,
Kumhari ioo 98
Dharampur 100 . 100
Average 278 98

Low Cost Housing
Nadiad 20 100
Kalol 100 99
Jhabua 95 100
Overall 644' 94

-6.1

22

3
2'

2

1

6

100
100
100

100
100
100
100

100
100
100
100

-~~~~~-------------~-------------------------------~-~-~-------~------~-

2.8 Oc6up~~on

2.;8.1 Distribution 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 occupa.tion was 2'2 'per cent 'in Kalol, 31 per cent in Nadia:}
(Road constrUction) and more than 53 per cent among others. The share of
agricultural labourerswa.s 3' per' dent in Dharampur I 5 percent in Thabua i
15 per dent in Kumhari (Land Levelling) and more than 3'0' 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 levellihgl,t 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 tl1a t for all Irtd!a the percentage
of males engaged in Agriculture, Agriculture Labourers and others are 44,
20 and 36 respectively. '
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2.8 Distribution of Ftecipients:,bY Occupation
, . (per cent)

-----~~~------------~~----------~-~~--------~-----~--~~----------
Activity/
Consignee

Sample
Size

Agri- Agri"'" Non
culture culture ,Agri

Labour culture
. Labour

Artisan/
Service
etc

Total

-----~-----------------~--~---------------------------------------
Road Construction

Nadiad 91 31 30 39 100
Kumhari 60 68 '3D 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 2 100

Low Cost Housing
Nadiad 20 52 32 16 laO
Kalal 100 22 44 27 7 100
Jhabua 95 86 'S 7 2 100
Average 215 53 26

.' .
17 4 ' 100

Overall 644 67 23 9 1 100
-----~-~~-~-----~~-~-~~-~----~------~-~------------~------~--~---

2,.9 Farmer CaWfgory

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. Margine.l farmers were highest in road construction prbj acts i

the percentage being 73 for Nadiad and 46 for Kumhari. Small farmers
were highest in land levelling proj ects being 72 per cent in DharampurI

25 per cent in Kumhari and 23 per cent in Nadiad. 'As against 16 per cent·
of agricultural labour . for the zone, t'his proportion was highest (4a 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 Distribution of Recipients biFarmer 'CategoxY

, (per cent) ,
_...~ ..... ~'.......-- ... .., ~--~ ~~ ~~ ~ -- .. - ~ ~~ ~ ~~-~ ~ .. -~ ~ .....--~_ .. .;. .._.... ~~';' ....~ .. ~-.. ~.;.-.. ~ .... .- ...
Activity/
Consignee

Sample
Size

Other Small ',Marginal Agricu~ N6h- Total
Farmers Farmers Farmers ' lture agr~ctil-

hA/ifhmore (2, 6to . (upto labour tute
than 5acre) 5. Oac) 2.5 ac) labour

~-------------~-~----~~~-~--------~~-----~~---~~~~~~-~--~-~~~~--~-~~-~~
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8'

--~---------------~-_..------------~------~------~---------~~---------~-
j Road
Cons truction
Nadiad 91 '6 73 18 3 100
Kumhari 60 5 35 46 11 3 100
Average 151 3 17 62 15 '3 100.

Land
Levelling
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
Housing
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 largest proportion of the
I '

recipients " income~ Fanner categories are related to landholdings, alone.

,2.10 Land owned and Leased

2.10.1 The average land owned I leased in and leased out is
given in table 2.10. This table relates to thos e recipients who owned
land i.e. Big I Small and Marginal farmers as in table 2.9 For the
Bom'bay 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 0 10.2 The average land owned had both inter-activity and intra....
activity variations. The average tNaS 4.5 acres for road construction,
2.7 acres for land levelling and 2.6 acres for 'low':" cosf 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 anci '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.



-22-

2 .10 Average Land Owned I Leas eel In and Leas ed Out

(Area~ in acres)
~------~~-----~~~----~---~~----------~~----------~~-----~--------~~~-~-
Activity/
qonsignee

Land-owned
Unirrt- Irrl.. Total
gatted gated

land Leased in Land Leased Out .
Unir- Irri- Total Unirri- Irrig- Total
rigated gated gated - ated

~-------------~--~------~~----~--------~---------~--~-------~----~-~-----
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9· 10
-~-~-~--------------------------------~-~----------~------~---------~._~
Road
Construction
Nadiad I.S 2.9 4.4 0.2 0.2
Kumhari 3.3 1.2 4.5
Average 2.4 . 2.1 4.5 0.1 0.1

Land
LeVelling
Nadlad 1.3 0.6 1.9 O.~ 0.3 0.6 1.4 0.2 1.6
Kumhari 1.9 1.9 -
Dharampur 2.2 2.0 4 0 2
Average 1 0 8 0.9 2 0 7 0 .. 1· 0.2 0.2 O~47 0.08 -"
Low Cost
Housing
Nadlad 1~9 ·0,3 ~.J,·2
KaJol 1.0 3&5 4.5 ... ..
thabua 1.1 ... 1.1 1.4 1.4
Average 1.3 1.3 2.6 045 O~S -. .. ...
Overall 2.0 1·,2 .. 3.2 d~2 '. 0.1 0,3 -0.2 . d.o 0·.2

. . . .'
~~--------------~-~--~--~~_.~------------~-~-~-~~-~-~-~----~---~--~--~--

Note: Averages refer to those :~vinin'q land ~-- .: ,. ~.. ~ , '. •

2.10.3 The percentage of irrigated area showed wide variation o Against
38 per cent for the zone ,it was 47 per cent in road construction, 33 per cent
in land levelling and 5a per cent in low cost hous ing. Further, in road '
construction it was 66 per cent in Nadiad, 27 per cent iIi Kumharl, in land t '
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 Kalal and Nil in:
Jhabua.

2.10.4 The land leased in per recipient was reported 0 ~ 2' acres in
.Had.fad (Road Construction), 0.3 acres in Nadiad (lo"w cost housing), and 1.4
acres in ~abua whereas land·leased out per recipient was 1.6 acres in
Nadiad land levelling only. -
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2 0 11 Income

2.11.1 The income of recipients (from all sources including PPW) is
given in table 2 0 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 cons truction
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 I 99
per cent in .Kumhari and52 per cent in Dharampur~ For low cost housing
74 per cent in Nadiad, 96 per cent in Kalal 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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2.11 Distribution ofRecipients by Household Income

, (Per cent' )
---------~---~~-----~---------~---~--------~------~-------------~~----

Total
501- Over Unwill- .
750 750 Ingt o

disclose

Rupees per month
1- fdo 101- 201- 301

200 300 500

Sample
Size

Activity/
Consignee

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
~-~-~~----~-----~--~----.------~---~----------~--~~---------------~~--~
Road Construction
Nadiad 91 1 17 47 28 7. 100
Kumhari 60 4 34 39 20 - 3 100
Average 151 3 28 42 23 3 1 ioo

.Land Levelling
Nadlad 7,8 i 15 33 39 7 5 100
Kumhar.i lOd 1 33 47 18 1 100
Dharampur 100 1 12 39 31 17 100
Average 218 1 18 32 31 12 6 100

tDw C.o~tHousing
~6 26Nadlad 20 32 26 '- 100

Kal01 100 4 56 34 6 100
Jhabua 95 18 36 33 10 2 100
Average 215 2 32 34 21 10 1 .. ioa
Overall 644 1 24 35 27 10 3 ... 100__.. __ ..__.......___ ..._.;.'-....,_ .... _______~___.____.____________ ..__.. _ ..... .;.. ..... .;;. .. i. ....__ ..__~___

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 (Land 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 Kalal 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.
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2.12 Distribution of recipients by source of water supply

Source of Water Supply (per cent)
" "

-----~--~----~~-~~~-----~-~--~-~._-------------------------~------~---------~-------~~--~--~---~--~~~~
Activity/
Consignee

Sample
Size

Hand Pump Well Water
Outside Inside Outside

Tap water Canal Tank No. Total
Outside water 'Water response_______ ~ ~ ~ R ·~_~ ~ ~--~_~ -

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
------------~---------~----------~-~---------------------~-------------~------~---------~~-------

97 2 1 "lOa
76 2 100
84 2 100

92 2 2 100
78 2 100

1 82 17 100
83 1 7 100

Road Construction
Nadiad 91
Kumhari 60 22
Average 151 14

Land Levelling
Nadiad 78 4
Kumhari 100 20
Dharampur 100
Average 278 9

Low Cost Housing

Nadiad 20
Kalol 100
Jhabua 95
Average 215
Overall 644 8

100
41
67
65
78

48

19 .
6

17
6
2

16
6
5

11

4
1

100
100
100
100
100

. . . ", .

-~--------~~---------~-----~-~------~~--------~-~-----~------------------------------~----~---~
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2.14 Electricity'

2.14.1 The distribution of recipients by availability of electricity
shows tttat most of the recipients (7 ~per cent) had no electricity. Of
those who had electricity the percentage .of receipients having it' inside
the house was 16 in Nadiad low'- cost housing I 6 in Kalol, Sin Nadiad
Road Construction and':!J in Nadiad land levelling. Of tho.!.se, having
electricitY' outs ide the hous e the large~t proportion (63 percent) was
in Kalol, 32 per cellt in Nadiad (Low Cost Housing), 24 per cent hi
Kumhari (Land Levej.ling) I 2 '6 per cent in Kumhari (Road Construction)
and less than 6 per cent in " rest" 4

-J.

100
100
100

94 "
74
81

1
26
17

5

2

2 ••13 1 Distribution of Recipients by availability of.
electricity .

(percent)

Road Construction
N'adlad 91
Kumhari 60
Average 151

-~i~__ ~~ ~ ~~~-~~~~_~_~~_~_M~4~~ ~ ~__~ ~ ~_~

\ctivity/ Sample Inside Outside No EleC~' .Total
Consignee Size House House tribity.--.--- - - - - _ - - - _ - - - .. '-----_ -_ ---------- - ..
1 --; -2. ·3 4 5' , , . 6
----.~.--.;..---_ ....._---------------_..--------------------------..-.----

Land Levelling

Nadiad'
Kumhari
Dharampur
Average

78
100
100
278

3

1

6
24
3
12

91
76
91'
87

100
100
100
100

100
100
100
100
lOa'

T...ow Cost Housing 52
Nadiad 20 16 32
Kalol 95 6 63 31
Jhabua 100 . I' 99
Average 215 6 33 61
Overall 644 3 19 78

~----------~-------------------~~~----------------------~----------
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2.15 Housing

2.15 4 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 owx:i ~ The distribution 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 ~Also 43 per cent of Kalol recipients had a hut and 30 per cent
mixed houses.

2 0 14 (a) Distribution of recipients by Possession of House ,
- . (per- cent)- . -._---- --..

. .

-"~~~------~-~---~------~-~~-~---~~~~~---~---~~--~~~~~~~~
ActivityICon-s'ignee- Sample "-Yes" ' ·No·' . Total'-: .. ··
..... -.....__ ................- .....__.._..............--~---..._-_ ..--......-~---- ..._-..----..._--- ------- ........................-

.' '1·,' " 2, 3;. 4 5
~~---~~--~--~~~~~--~------~..---~---_ ...~~~----~-------~----~----------
Road Construction

Nadiad 91 97
Kumhari 60 100
Average 151 99

Land Levelling 78 99

Nadiad 78 99
K:.Imhari ,- 100 99
Dharampur -... 100 '. 100

'!~

Average .278 98

Low Cost Housing
Nadiad 20 100
Kalol 100 98
Jhabua 95 100
Average, 215 100
Overall 644 99

3 100
100

1 100

1 100

l' 100
100

- 100
2 100

100
2 100

100
... 100
1 100

.- __..._...--...-_ ...._---_.._--....~.._--_.._- ..-.._------.....-----_...---_..-..-----..--.----..~--
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,2.'14' (br "Distribution 6fR~ecipients by Stru9ture of
House (_ Per cent)

ActivityI Sample Hut Kutcha Mixed Pucca No Total
Consignee SIze:', House "'Hblise HOUSEr ",House
i. ... _....... .;.;~.~ .........__..__ ...~ ... ..:. ..... _.__ ~~;.~_ ... ~'..~_;..--;.~;.~~ ......~_ ......._.._........_........... ~

1 2 3 4 5 6 --, 7- ' 8

Road CqnStruction

Nadiad 91 5 92 3 100
Kumhari' 60 - 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
Jhabua 95 5 90- 3 2 1QO
Average 215 19 6'8 13 100
Overall 644 7 88 5 100

-----~---~~~-~~~~~._~--------------~----~-~~-~---~--_.---..-~---~-~--~-



-29-

3. Organisational Framework of FFW Proj ects

3.1. Introduction

3.1.1 This chapter describes the organisational framework of FFW
Projects 0 The'discussion covers all aspects such as knowledge about
FFW proj ects, recommendation for employment on FFW proj ects, .
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 Proj ects

.3.2.1 The distribution of source of knowledge of FFW proj ects iPresented
in table 3.1) reveals that Gang Leader, Village Panchayat, II 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. :~~g

(59 per. cefit) came to know about FFW projects through proj ect beneficiaries •
. Good number of Jhabua recipients (38 per cent) also came to know about it
thro~9h proj ect beneficiaries. Kumhari recipients of Road Construction (SOper
cent) and Land Levelling (59 per cent) came to know about FFW proj edt from
1;,lFather" • Dharampur (36 per cent), Jhabua (53 per cent), Nadiad Low Cost
gousing (26 per cent) and· Nadiad Road Construction (11 per cent) recipients
had also known about it through "-Father". Gang leaders helped 50 per cent
of Kutnhari Road. Cqnstrudtfon recipients,' 28 per cent of kalol recipients and
21 percent of Nadiad recipients in bringing awarenes s ,of F:F\,y proj ects.
Villa,ge Panchaycits helped 58 per cent of Dharampur recipients 42 per cent
Kalol recipients and 32 ;per cent of Kumhari Land Levelling recipients. Self
Knowledge could bring awarenes s among 26 per cent of Kalol recipients and
Sooial 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 FF""!

(Per cent)
-30-

----~~------------------~--------_._~------------~-~----~------~--------------~------~-------------
Activity/ Sample Parish Project Vil~age Gang Self Social Others Total
Consignee Size priest Beneficiary Pancha- Leader Know- \flTorker

vats ledge
-----------------------~-~-------------~--------~-------------------------------------------------

1. Road Construction
Nadiad 91 11 49 21 7 12 100
Kumhari 60 50 50 .:. 100
Average 151 26 30 33 4 7 100

II. Land Levelling
Nadiad 78 1 91 3 3 2 100
Kumhari 100 S9 2 32 1 3 3 100
Dharampur 1-00 36 1 58 5 100
Average 278 34 27 32 1 3 2 I 100

III. Low Cost Housing

Nadiad 20 26 59 5 5 5 100
Kalol 100 2 2 42 28 26 100
Jhabua 95 53 38 5 2 i 1 100
Average 215 27 23 22 13 13 1 1, 100

IV. Overall 644 30 26 21 12 7 3 1 100

-----------~-------~--~------------------~------------~~~-----------------------~--------~-------
- .

@ Gang Lead~r is a person who collectsworkeIis and organises v.h) rk on the project.



3.2 Distribution of recipients by fl,e rs'On/agonciY! tbaYl~~ommended them
f.6r:K.~.;orK~ri .FFW Pro] ect _u. . -31-

________ ~--------------------------------------------------- _________________JE~~f~~!J ___ ~___
Activity/ Sample Father Project Social Village Gang Direct Others Total
Consignee Size Bene- Worker Panchayat Lead- Appli-

ficiary er cation
-------~---------------~-----------~--------------------~----~------~--------~-~------------

I. Road Cons tr-
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 4"4 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 ~J ; ..

Housing

Nadiad 20 21 79 .- 100
Ka 101 100 4 7 37 28 22 2 100
Jhabua 95 63 20 15 1 1 ~ 100
Average 215 32 16 ·.10 18 13 1d l- IDO

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

---~---~--~--~~~---~------------~~-~--~-.-------~~~-~-~--~---~-~~~--~-----------------~---~--
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Thus, source of awar~ness was to some extent area specific.
(Please see table 3.1)

3.3 Recomm_enclation for Employment under FFW Proj ects

3.3.1 Asked who recommended for employment to work under FFW
projects highest nurnper of recipients' mentioned'that they were recommended '
by II "Fathert!' followed by project beneficiary. 'Further, Village Panchayats I

Social \Alorkers and Gang Leaders also recommended some workers in
getting' em"p16ymentunder FFW proj ects ~ Nadiad recipients of Land Levelling , :
(84 per centL Low Cost I-Ibusing (79 per cent) and Road Constrtibt!On (39 per
cent were recommended by proj eat beheficiary. Kumhari recipients were,'
recomrnended mainly by~ n Fci'l:ner1f

: "Road Construction (91 per 'cent) and Land
Levelling, (44 per ceht). Dharampur 76 (per cent) and Jhabua (63 per cent) ;
recipients were also recommended by II Father" • Thus the recomm\endations
were also, to a large extent, area specific (Please See Table 3.2).

. ,"

3.4 Method of Marking attendance

3.4.1 The distribution of recipients according to method of marking
attendnace is given in table 3.3 0 It is seen from this table that except

for:' Dharampur, Supe~lisors generally marked attendance. In Dharampur the
marking of att&ndance was mostly by the recipients themselves.

, ,

3.3

Activityl
consignee

Distribution of recipients byMefhOO of Marking Attendance

(Per cent)

Sample Super- Self Gang Father Sar- Proj- Total
size visor Lea-, pan ect '

der ch , Bene-
ficia
ry

-----~----~----~~-~---~-~-~-----~-~-~~~~---~~~--~--------------~---
I. Road Construotio-n' ,-',

100
2 100 .

100

100
1 100

100
100

- 100

Nadiad 91 61 39
Kumhari 60 83 13 2
Average 151 70 29 1

II. Land Levelling ,
Nadiad 7.8 98 1 1
Kumharf 100 99
Dharampur 100 '4 91 2
Average 27.8 65 33 i

0{ ..

III. IDw Cost Housing
Nadiad 20 . 95 5 -'9'

Kalol 100 98 .:. 1
Jhabua 95, 92 6 1 1
Average 215 96 ',3 1

IV Overall 644 77 15 7 1

3
1

1
100
100
100
100

--~~~~---~----_:_~-----------~-~-----------~-~~~-~-~~~-~----~-~~~--~-~
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3.5 Whether recipients sign food distribu,tion regiqter

3.5.1 Most of the recipients reported that they s ignedfhe food
distribution register. However, 48 percent 6f Kumhafi Land Levelling
recipients and 32. per cent of KumharfRoad Construction recipients I

20 per cent of Nadiad Road Cons trudtion reCipients and 1 per cent of
Nadiad Land Levelling recipients dId not sign. V\hen asked as to who
signed the register, of those who did not sign themselves (17 per
cent), 3 per ce11t each m enttonddgarig leader and supervisor and 1 per
centhead of a family. The remaining (10 per cent) did not know who
signed this regis ter •

3.4 Distribution of recipients. by whether they sign
food dis tribution regIs ter.

(Per cent) .' . . .' .
-------------~-------------------------~----~~~-~---~~~---~---~--
ActivityI Sample Yes No Total
Consignee Size

Is 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

lIt. Lo\v Cost Housing
Nadiad 78 93 7 100
Kalol 100 87 13 100
Jhabua 95 97 3 100
Average 215 93 7 100

IV. Overall 644 83 17 100



2.6
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vV~1ether recioients themselvesreceiveFFWdotnmodities
-~--_.__.---.....-.::: ....' -..;..'---'........--------"'-----

3 .. 6.1 The distribut:~on of recirJients according to whether they received
~"'?vV commodities thems elves is pres ented in table 3 4' 5' ~ It is observed
from this table that c:bout 97 per cent of the recipients received FFVv
c,)l1mC'duties thGffise.lves. Other 3 (per cent) ~.Tho did not receive,
reportt:;d that commodities were received by either head of the family
ge.ng lead~r or brother or son. In Nadiad, J.O per cent (Low Cost Housing),
7 r.:.8r cent (Lane:. - Levelling) mentioned head-af-family receiving thb
cOl:'.modi"~ie;]~

(per centJ

~.5 Distribution of recipients by whether they receive
FF'iV commoditTe~·:'the~.i.')lV'cs•

~. C .. iv··· ..··l Sample Size Yes No Total- - - L ., - f
~ .
~..Jons It' 1123-------
iZ0ccl C..) ',1 S trnctian
.,,,-: .._-- -._----
Nadiad 9J. 99 1 100
J-:",l i.i1b c..ri 60 98 2 100
AV3tago 15:. 99 1 100

Lend Lev -linq
Kiadied 78 93 7 100
Kumhari 100 1:)0 100
Dharampur 100 95 5 100
Average 278 96 4 100

J,''"Hl'' Cost 'qausing
·N~5iad--------20 90 10 100
Kalal 100 99 1 100
}hnb'la 9,) 99 1 100
A~"8ra.ge 2l~ 98 '2 100

Overall 6 4/~ 97 3 100

BESTAV)~/LAE:LECOP}/
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3.7 ,rri~~.!::r~~~F-~aY!!l.c:.!1!..~L~/~I:~

3.7.1 Distrib:~tio::of reclpler.ts ·J.C ::orc:'ng to whether wages were
paid in time is pres e:~:t6d :i.::l tf ~ .le 3. 5. I~ j s <;rrC'.tifying to note that
99 per cent of the I';;cipicnts a.r..s \'\7cr·:;x.: U'l' 3 t:1 1.2.e affirmative.

Activ5.tyj
Consignee

Sampla
Size

Ie:'" Total

I. Road Cons ~ructi( '11-----_.. _-_.- .--.- ..-..•
.19 1 . 100I\adj.E-~d ~/L - ,

KUlnl1c=:ri SJ I ')0 10"
A..,cr:..g.~ 1 51 \ ~ 1 10l,J;:j J.

II.. Land IevAIHng
:Ni'1d~ad---~ ~;--- ..., ... 99 1 10J, l...

Kuml1a:'i 1 OC .'"'\"" 1 100.j :;,

Dha:'~.:npu:r 1 CO ~.. 0 ~ 100
Averag3 2:' 3 99 1 100

III. Low (. )st Housia;;
Nadiad 2U )5 5 ~.OO

Kalol 1 00 1 00 100
Jhabua 95 99 1 100
Average 2 15 99 1 100

IV. Overall 6 ';'4 99 1 100

... "'~._'''--_' . ..~ ............ .. It. __ .... _ .. .. ~_ ~ __ ... ~ .. _~_...;. .... ..

BEST A'I/~!:"'/:2!..ECOFY
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3,-8 Reasons for working on FFV'l Project

"3 .. 8 _I The distribution of recipients according to reasons for
working on FF\t'lf project is presented in table 3 _8 _ Most of the
recipients reported that they worked on FFW proj ects becaus e they
had no alternative employment opportunity. The recipients of
Dharampur reported that it was due to land levelling activity
that they chose to work on FFW proj ects whereas Kalol and
Jhabua recipier:ts reported that it was because of low cost housing
aotivity that they worked onFF"I/ projects _ This indicated the
preference of the activity in particular region as one of the important
factors for workers to choose FF\Al Projects. In some cases, the
hope of benefitting from the proj ect is an important consideration
in coming forward for FFVl proj ect work. In such cases the
recipient and the benefiticary are one and the s arne.

I

3 ~o.. ~~" Periodictiy of Payment
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3 48(a) Distribution of Recipients by Periodicity . of
payment.

(No. of Sample Recipients)

Activity/ Sample Vleekly 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
Jhabua 95 40 46 9

Overall 6:14 . 327 208 100 9

3.9.2 Table 3.8 (b) presents the recipients" preference for
periodicity of payment of FF\I\T commodities. This table reveals that
excepting for Dharampur the recipients' preference was for payment
of FFVl 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/
Consignee

Sample In Ad- Daily vVeekly Fort
Size vance nigh

tly

Post
Proj
cts

10th
day

12th
day

No res
J)OIlSG

Total

--~-------_._------~--~~---------~~--------~----------------------------------~--------~---------

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
. - . , ..

---~~-~-------~---~--~-~---~------~_._--~~~~._~------------------~-----~--------------------------

I. Road ·.Cons truction
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 leO 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. Low Cost
Housing
Nadiad 20 94 0 7 5.3 100.0·
Kalol 100 98 0 1 1.9 100.0
Jhabua 95 6307 3.5 0.8 1.5 30.5 100 •.0
Average 215 84.8 3 .. 2 0.4 0.4 11.2 100 • .0\

IV. Overall 644 0.20 0.74 76.13 15.78 0 •.57 0.27 0.15 6.16 100 ..0

---------~----------------------~------~---~~~~~~~~~-'-~-------------------~~-----------~---



3.10. Commodities Paid
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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, Com and oil 0 Fewer still received corn and
oil only.

3.9(a) Distribution of recipients ·by commodites paid

(No. of s ample recipients)

Activity/ Sample Bulgar Bulgar+ Corn+ Bulgar +
Consignee Size only Oil Oil Corn +

Oil

Road Construction

Nadiad 91 44 47
Kumhari 60 20 40

Land Levelling

Nadiad 78 68 10
Kumhari 100 100
Dharampur 100 81 18 1

Low Cost Housing

Nadiad 20 6 14
Kalal 100 a 92
Jhabua 95 75 20

Total 644 28 506 48 62

3.10 .. 2 The distribution of preference for FFW commodities
presented in table 3 0 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 011 or corn
plus bulgar plus oil. Kalol recipients were in favour of corn plus oil and
Jhabua recipients were in favour of corn plus oil orbuIgar plus oil. Thus,
the preferences for FFW commodities were more area-specific rather than
activity specific 0



3 _.9 (b) Distributioh of recipient by preference
of· Commodity Paid

(per cent)
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----~~~------------------~-------~-------------------~~-~---~~-------~
Activity/
Consignee

Commodities Preferred
SClmple Corn & Bulgar Com cc Noresponse TO,tal
Size Oil eSc Oil Oil

--------~--------~--~--------------------------------~-----~-~---~-~-~~
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
--~-----~------------------------------~-----------~--~~--~-----~~-~--
noad Construction
Nadlad 91 71 3 26
Kumhari 60 99
Average 151 43 41 16

_~and Levelling
Nadiad 78 95 5
Kumhari 100 34 66
Dharampur 100 33 20 5
Average 278 51 31 3

Low Cost Housing
Nadiad 20 20 25 55
Kalol 100 1 93 5
Jhabua 95 7 36 44
Average 215 5 62 27

Overall 644 34 44 14

1

42
15

1
13

6

8·

100
100
100

100
100
100
100

100
100
100
100

100

3. '11 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 .Jxcaptlng
Kalol most of the recipients were paid at warehouse 0 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
Jhabua where it was 55 percent.
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3. 10 (a) Dis tribution of recipients by place of payment

(per cent)
--~------~------------~----------~-----------------~--~---~--~-~--~-
Activityl
Consignee

Sample
Size

Project
Site

,,yarehouse No respon- Total
se

-----~-~------------------------------~-----------------------~-~_._~
Road Construction
Nadiad 91
Kumhari ,60
Average 151

Land Levelling
Nadiad 78
Kumhari 1 00
:L>harampur 1 00
Average 278

I.o~, Cost Housing
·Nadiad 20
Kalol 1 00
jhabua 95
Average 2 15
Overall 644

100.0
13.• 4
43.1
14.6

100.0 100.0
100.0 100.0
100.0 100.0

97 .6 100.0
98.6 100.0
92.1 1- 3 100.0
96.3 0.3 100..0

94.7 5.3 100.0. - 100.0
85.4 1.2 100.0
56;5 0.4 100~0

85.1 0.3 100.0

3.10 (b) Distribution of recipientq by pr3f.:~rr-;d . place of Payment
(per cent)

Activity/
Consignee

Sample Project
Size

Vvarehouse No respon- Total
se

------------------~----------------------~~---------~---------~-~-~-
1 2 3 4 5 6

Road Construction
}Jadiad 91 gO 8
Kumhari 60 :78 22
Average 151 85 14

Land Levelling
l~adiad 78 92 8
Kumhari 100 88 11
Dharampur 100 72 9
Average 278 84 9

Low Cost Housing
Nadiad 20 95 5
Kalol 100 100
Jhabua 95 55 13
Average 2 15 80 6
Overall 644 83 9

2. 100
100

1 100

100
1 100
19 ~;:100

7 100

100
100

32 100
14 100
8 . 100

-----------------------------------_._-----------~----~--~-~-----~~-

r

':.~ r~:-,.·

'1 !~

'''''j.
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3.12.1 The distribution of recipients by who provide tools of
work is presented in table 3.12. It is seen from this that excepting
Kalal and Nad iad (Lo'N- Cos t Housing), more than 95 per cent
reported that the tools w'ere their own. Further, 79 per cent of
Nadie.d (Lo\v Cost Housing) and 62 per cent of Kalol recipients
also reported that they utilized their own tools. 38 per cent of
Kalal recipients I 21 per cent of Nadiad Low Cost Housing recipients.
5 per cent of Dharampur recipients and 4 per cent of Nadiad Road
Constnlction recipients were given tools by proj ect holders.

3.11 Distribution of recipientsby person providing Tools
of \!lfork

(per cent)
---~----------~~---------------------------------------~---~---~-
Activity/
Consignee

1

Sample
Size

2

Project
Holder

3

Self
Owned

4

Total .

5

Road Construction
Nadiad 91
Kumhari 60
Average 151

Land I..evelling
Nadiad 78
Kumhari 100
Dharampur 100
Average 278

Low Cost Housing
Nadiad 20
Kalal 100
Jhabua 95
Average 215

Overall 644

4

2

5
2

21
38

1
20

8

96 100
100 100

98 100

100 100
100 100

95 100
98 100

79 100
62 100
99 100
80 100

92 100

. ------------------------------~----~-------~-------------~--~---

3.13 Present Status of "iNorking

3 .1a .1 The distribution of recipients according to their present
status of working is given in table 3.12. 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 ,,\lorking .on FF'/IT proj ects

\per cent)

-----~----------~--~-------~~--------------------------~~~--~
Activity/
Consignee

Sample
Size

Yes No Total

~-------------~~---.----~~----~---~~----~--~~--~-------------
1 2 3 4 5
~~~-------------~~~~--~~~~~----~~---~~---------~--~------~----

Road Construction
Naaiad
Kumhari
Average

91
60

151

22
10
14

78
90
86

100
100
100

Land Levelling

Nadiad
Kumhari
Dharampur
Average

Low Cost Housing
Nadiad
Kalal
Jhabua
Average

Overall

78
100
100·,
278

20
lob
95

215

644

14

6

8
1
4

7

100 100
96 . 100

100 100
94 100

100 100
92 100
99 100

96 100

93 100

3. 14 Awarenes s of Source of FFV' Commodities

3.14 .1 Asked whether recipients were aware of the source of FFVt!
commodities most of them ansvvered in the affirmative. Their most
Cf)mm?n~'; answer about the specific source was America. A good
percentage reported supervisors as the source of supply.
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3.1 S Distribution of recipients by source of supply 0f FFVT Commodit!e~

------------------------~--------------------------~-------------~----~
Activity/ Sample Gang Father Amer- Pro- Panch- Mis- o the Total
Consignee Size Leader ica;~! ject ayat ssion rs

Super-
visor

,. .1 ", '. i,. .

---------~------------.~~-------------------~------------~~;;~~~;)------

Road Construction
Nadiad 91 1 12 58 1 3 3 22 100
Kumhari 60 4 91 ... 5 100
Average 151 1 S 71, 1 2- .' 2 15 100

Land Levelling
Nadiad 78 18 60 1 2 19 100
Kumhari 100 $. 4 100
Dharampur 100 3 6"4" 33 100
Average 278 6 74 1 19 100

J:.ow CostHousing

Nadiad 20 68 16 16 100
Kalal 100 20 26 9 42 2 1 100
Jhabua 95 29 62 1 2 6 100
Average 215 9 25 38 20 2 1 5 100

Overall 644 3 13 62 7 1 1 13 100

----------------~---------~----~----------~----------~-~---~~._--~------
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4. Consumption of FF"Vl(lO mmodities

4.1 Introduction

4 •1. 1 This chapter describes the quantities of FFW commodities
received, consumed and shared. Aspects like whether FFVv
commodities are stored, time span of their consumption and recipe
prepared out of FF"VI comm cxl ities are als 0 commented upon.

4 .2 FFW Commodities received

4.2.1 Table 4.1 presents quantities of FFW commodities paid
along with periodicity. This analysis I based on sample observations I

shows that while most of the recipients received bulgar and oil as
wages I 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,
vvhereas all 60 recipients got bulgar only 40 got oil. In Dharampur
(Land- Levelling) 18 per cent received corn alone. In Nad iad (Low
Cost Housing) 14 out of 20 recipients received both bulgar and corn.
In Kalol whereas all the lOO recipients got bulgar, only 92 got oil.

4 .2.2 Dharampur recipients v"/ere als 0 beneficiaries of the completed
asset. They were on the average paid co;nmodities for 96 \AJ"orking
days 0 The average life of the operations was found to be 33 days.
This suggests that on a number of operat.i.ons 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.



4.1
1 /

Periodicity of Payment and Quantities Paid per Payment-

Activity/ A)Periodicity (No. of s ample 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~f·tction

Nadiad 91 91 33.4 1.5 23.5
(91)* (91 ) (47 )

Kumhari 60 60 18.0 0.6
(60) (40)

Land Levelling

Nadiad 78 48 30 30.8 0.9 21
(68) (78) (10)

Kumhari 100 79 21 21.6 0.7
·(100) (100)

Dhurampur 100 100 337 9.1 !56
(82) (100) (1\9 )

Lcy'! Cost Housing

Nndlad 20 20 29.2 1.5 22.5

Kal -:>1
(20) (20) (14)

100 100 21.2 0.7 i-

(100) (92)
Jhabua 95 40 46 9 . 29.7 0.96 25.2

(75) (95 ) (20
Overall 644 327 288 1 00 9

1-1 Based on sample observations: no population estimates are attempted.

* Figures in brackets are nUmh)f ")f sample recipients.
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4 If 3 Frequency of eating

4 0 3 0 1 Table 4.2 presents how many times a ~leek 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
between 5 and 7 tim"es in the rest. For all recipients together the
average works out at 8 times per week. "

4 .2 Number of Times FFVv Commodities are eaten
in a week"

Activityl Road Construction Land Levelling Low Cost Housing
Consignee Nad- Kum- J\ve- Nad- Kum- Dhar- Ave~ Nadi" Ka- .Jha- k:y-

iad hart rage iad hari ampur rage ad lolbua erage

(1 ) (2) (3) (4 ) ( 5 ) (t; ) (7 ) (G ) ( 9 ) (10) (1]; ) 0.2)

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 Corrimoditie"s for later consumption. Excepting for Kalol a
very large perdentage, 02 or more) answered in affirmative. For Kalol.
this percentage was 55.



-48-

4.3 Distribution of Recipients by whether they Store FFW
Commodities ,

(Pet cent)

Activity/ Sample Yes No Total
Consignee Size

1 2 3 4 5

Road Construction

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

Land Levelling

Nadiad 78 99 1 100
Kumhari 1 00 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
Jhabua 95 86 14 100
Average 215 72 28 100

Overall 644 85 15 100

4.5 Time Span for Consumption of FFW Commodities

4.5 .. 1 Table 4.4 presents the time span for consumption of
FFW commodities. Excepting'for Nadiad (Road Construction) and
Dharanipur it was reported that these were larg-ely consumed
either same week or in the next week~. Further, 47 per cent
of Nadiad (Road Construction),60 per cent of Dharampur and
26 per cent of Jhabua recipients reported that they consumed
it after 2 weeks.
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4.4 Distribution of Recipients by Time-lag of
Consumption of FF'1\f Commodities

(Per cent) "

Activity/ Sample Same Same Next After Mter No Res- Total
Consignee Size day v'l,'eek week 2 weGks 4 weeks ponse

I, 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

Road Construction

Nadiad 91 1 16 36 47 - 100
-Kumhari 60 43 45 12 100
Average 151 0.6 27 40 27 5 100

Land Levelling

Nadiad 78 75 17 7 l' 100
Kumhari 100 28 58 1 13 100
Dharampur 100 , 15 60 24 100~

Average 278 31 31 24 8 6 100

Low Cost Housing

Nadiad 20 21 69 5 5 100
Kalol 100 16 53 I' 30 100
Jhabua 95 22 30 26 1 11 100
Average 215 19 49 12 1 19 100----
Overall 644 neg 25 30 21 t1 10 100---

4.6 Sharing of FFVIl Comm<?dities

4.6.1 The distribution of recipients by relation with vvhom FFvr
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 F?'\V cO!11modi::ies
with the recipient. It is important to mention here that the results
als 0 indicate I to an extent. family structure cf recipients.
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4.5' (a) Distribution of Recipients by Relation with whom
the Recipient was sharing the FF'W payment

(Per cent)

Activity/ Sample V/ife and Self Bro- Sis- Mo- Fa- Others Total
Consignee Size Children ther ter ther ther

R 1 2 " 4 5 6 7 8 9 10v

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 12 100
Dharampur 100 57 15 3 2 2 2 19 100

Average 278 55 17 4 3 4 3 14 100
~

Lo\v Cost 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 sr- 18 5-- -3- -4- -3- --rr- 100--- ---- -- -'--

4.6.2 The sex of relatives who share FFW commcx:Iities
presented in table 4.5 (b) r~:"3-:ls that males were higher than
females throughout, the percentage of males varying from 51 to
56 • This may be partially because a large proportion of male
workers might be single as compared to female workers.

/
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4.5 (b) Distribution of r:ecipients by sex of relations
sharing PPVv Commodities

(Per cent)
.;..

Ac'tivityj Sample Male Female Total
Consignee Size

Road Construction

Nadiad 91 52 48 100
Kumhari 60 55 45 100
Average 151 53 47 100

Land Levelling

Nadiad 78 51 49 100
Ku_mhari 100 56 44 100
D'harampur 100 52 48 100
Average 278 53 47 lOa'

Low Cost Housing

Nadiad 20 55 45 100
Kalol 100 60 40 100
Jhabua 95 53 47 100
Average 215 56 44 100

Overall 644 55 45 100

4 .. 7 Recipe prepared cut of FFW Commooities

4.7.1 Analysis of the quantities of commodities prepared
sho\vs that the quantities prepared are between 1- 2 Kg. throughout.

4.7.2 As to hov., FFvV commodities are prepared the results
are tabulated in tab Ie 4 .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

(Pe r 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 ?S 12 1 100

Low Cost Housing

Nadiad 20 100 100
Kalal 100 94 6 100
Jhabua 95 40 52 8 100
Average 215 61 35 4 100

Overall 644 27 47 20 6 Neg 100
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5 • Benefits from F.F\Ar Pro] ects

5 • 1 L"1 troci11 ction

5.1.1. The benefits to recipieats by FFV/ projects is discussed in this
Chapter. The discussion in this che.pter 5., c'n the expectatior. of recipients
about benof~"ts, nutura of benefits, type~ a~d valt1e:3 of ass~~ts added,
r;hang8:) :~n o:"nployment and inco~i1e etc.

5.2.1 T11e distributiGr~ of rec~p~.'.::mts according to expectation of benefits
from FF'\N proj acts is 9iven ill Table 5. 1. It is seen from this table that
97 percent of Dr1arampur end 98 per cent of Kalol recipients expected to
get from these projects benefi~s in addition to food for work such en low
cost hOU38S or levelled lend ~ In other words, they will be both beneff.:::ia-
rie~ and rec;.pients. FU'rtl1er, 48 per cent of Jhabua recipi~nts, 32 per cent
of Nadiad (Low Cost Housing) recipients, 26 per cent of N,3 i.dact(Land
Levell~n9') r€ci~ients, 22 per cent of Kumhari (Land Levellin:f) recipic!:ts,
15 pe.r cent of NQdiLd (Road Construction~' recipients and 14 per ce:1t of
Kumhari (Roa.d ConstnlcUon) recipisnts fllso' reported that they expected
benefi.ts from thCS2 pr::>jects ~ T:18 per-cE:ntage of of non-response to this
question \lv'as 2J. in:(')mh.lri (Rond Gonst~'uction), 10 in Nadiad (Low Cost
Hou sing) and 6 ~n Kl1~!1ari (I"and Lf'vellh:g)" .'

Activity/ Sam pIe
.Gons2:2~:..e SiZ8

(p(~r cent)
-,,-:y:-"€'-s----=-N":""o----:l==-~6-:A£s... -'-----:-::1:-"'o~t-a-;-l-

ponso

1. Road Construction
1\!"3d1i2 91
Kv.mhari GO
Av erag3 151

11 0 land Levelling
-rf3.di6cr-··-- 78
Kumhuri 100
Dhara~npur 100
Ar..:rerQge L; '/8

III. Low Cost Housing
--------~-----

15
14
14

26,.,,.,
... £,

97
50

82
65
75

73
72

1
4.7

3

11

1
6

3

100
100
108

100
100
100
laC

Nadiad
Kalol
Jhabua
Average

IV. Overall

20
100
9S

215

641

98
48
78

48

58

SO
27

47

10
2
2
3

5

100
100
~!. 00
100

100



-54-
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) r~cipients 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 cent of Jhabua recipients reported
that they had benefitted by way of mote produotion. 96 per cent of Kalol

. recipients, 25 per cent of Jhabua recipients and 10 per cent of Nadiad
(Low Cost Housing) recipients reported that they had benefitted by way
of allotment of hous es •

5.2 Distribution of Recipients by II Nature of
Benefits II received

Nature of Benefits (In pe~cent)

Activityl Sample Allot- Land ~/(ore Increase- Nil! Total
Consignee size ment Leve1- 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
K~mhari 60 2 98 100

Average 151 1 1 1 97 100

II. Land 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 Cos t Rou sing
Nadiad 20 10 90 100
Kalol 100 96 4 100
Jhabua 95 25 2 73 100

Average 215 57 1 42 100

IV. Overall 644 20 13 3 64 100



5.4 Assets Added

5.4.1 \Nhen asked whether they had been able to add to their
personal assets with additional' income' accrued through FFWP I

majority from Dharampur (93 percent) and Jhabua (69 percent)
repoted that they had added to their assets. Further I 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 proj ects.

5 • 3 Dis tribution of Recipients by Vlhether they
have been able to add to their Assets with
Additional Income from FF'Vv Employrre nt

Activity!
Consignee
1

Sample
Size
2

Yes

3

. No

4

( per cent)
. No Res·- Total

ponse
5 6

I. Road Construction

Nadiad 91 20 76
Kumhari 60 93

Average 151 12 83

II. Land Levelling
Nadiad 78 7 93
Kumhari 100 14 81
Dharampur 100 93 5

Average 278 40 57

IIr o Lov... Cost Housing
Nadiad 20 32 58
Kalol 100 3 91
Jhabua 95 69 28

Average 215 34 60

IV. Overall 644 31 64

4
7

5

5
2

3

10
6
3

6

5

100
100

100

100
100
100

100

100
100
100'

100·

100

5 .. 4.2 The distribution of items added to assets during the last
year shows that the addition of cooking utens ilCJwas reported by
59 per cent of Nadiad (Road Construction) recipients I 33per cent
of Kumhari (Land Levelling) recipients. 33 per cent of Nadiad
(Low Cost Housing) recipients', ·13 per cent of Jhal:>Ua recipients
and 12 per cent of Dharampur recipients, The addition of milch.
cattle was reported by 14 ·per cent of Kumhari (Land levelling)
recipients. Addition of bullock~ was reported by 36 per cent of
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Kumhari (Land Levelling) recipients and 17 per cent of Nadiad
(Road Constnlction) 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
Kalal (IJow Cost Housing) recipients 1 20 per cent of Jhabua recipients
18 per cent of Dharampur recipients and 6 perci.nt 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 j ewellary
and wrist ""atch was reported by none. Further I the addition of
radio/transistor v~as reported by only Kumhari (Land Levelling)
recipients. The addition of bicycle was reported by 9 per cent of
Kumhari (Land Levelling )recipients. The addition of ,cots was
reported by 27 per cent of Jhabua recipients and 20 per cent of
Dharampur recipients; of clothes by 75 per cent of Nadiad (Land
Levelling) recipients I 24 per cent of Kalal recipients I 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 I 25 per cent of Nadiad (Land Levelling)
recipients, 18 per cent of Jhabua and Dharampur recipients and
7 per cent of Nadiad (Road Construction) recipients. Non response
was 100 per cent in Kumhari (Road Construction) I 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.
Fur ther I within Road Cons truction, the range was Rs. 494 in Nadiad
to Rs. NIL in Kumhari" In activity Land Levelling, it was Rs. 468 in
Nadiad I Rs. 564 in Kumhari and Rs. 13 in Dharampur. Further I. in
Low Cost Housing activity, it was Rs. 479 in Kalol, 137 in Jhabua
and 278 in Nadiad. (' p\eas0 ~"e me~l- pC\5e)

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 FFVI projects I 218 days on other
than FFVl proj ects and remain.edlnemployed for the remaining
period of 109 days in a year. The recipients of Land Levelling
worked for 45 days on FFW proj ects I 212 days outside FF"N projects
and remained unemployed for 107 days. The recipierits of Low Cost
Housing projects worked for 59 days on FFW projects~ ~Ob ,&et,]'J· "O{,.~~ 'FFQ '
':!:'hus I the extent of unemployment was more or less of the same oroer
for the recipients -re95Tdreis'Of aci;~vj17e~~' -- ".-' ': . -.~~ ~n:.~··
f-:<·-~,:~· :;.~. -~~ ~-~- -. - .;.-. ... ,.. -_: -. ~~. - - - -- . -- '", . -. - ~ .~~~.;.

rrCons':ruction refers to addition to recipients own property
- frem additional income generated through FFW, e.g. repairing/'

developing of house. .
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5.4. Distribution of Respondents by items °added to Assets

with additional income.

{Per cent}

-----~-----------------~--------------~--~-------~---------------------------------~---------~-------------------
R ActivtyICons ignee
Road Construction Land Levelling
Nadiad Kumhari Average Nadiad Kumhari

Low Cost Housing
Dharm-AvO~r- Nadiad Kalal Jhabua Average Overall

,pur' age
-------------------~--------~-----------------------------------------~-------------------------------------
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 ° 8 9 10 11· 12 13

• 0

------------------------------------------------------------------------~----------------~--~~-~---------~--

Cooking Utens ils 59 48 33 12 14 33 13 16 25. Furniture e.9 7 ;4 ro :4.6 .::. 17 .7 15.4 33.3 17 .8 19.8 13.8
Cots 20,4 16,2

r ".

26.7 19.8 i2.1:..

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
CQnstruction of 6.9 7.4 16.7 3.3 3.0
house etc.
1\tlilch Cattle 1.1 11.2 13.6 1.7 0.9
Rad io/Trans is tor 9.1 0.9 0.1
No Response 100.0 1.7 16.7 47.4 1.0 6.6 7 .7
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

151 100--- 278 2() 100- 75- 215 644Sample Size . 91 60 78 100
----- ----- ====== ===== ===== --- ----- ----- ---- =======-,..._-- -_-....-- ------ ---- -----

-~---------~---~------~~~-------------~------~---~~-----~-----~-~-----'----------~----~--~--~-----------------

-,
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5.5 <t,2 Intra- activity variations tNere more prominent than
inter-activity variations ~ In Road Construction Project, Nadiad
recipients' worked on FFV'l Proj ects for 49 days as against 27
days 'for Kumhari. In Land Levelling project Nadiad recipients
\vor)ced for 27 days on FF,,,r projects, Kumhari for 77 days and
Dharampur for 32 days. In Low Cost Housing activity the employ
ment on FFW proj ects ':~ was 45 days for Nadiad recipients, 89
d;ays for Kalal recipients arid 42 days for Jhabua recipients.

5.5.3 The employment of recipient himself;herself on outside
FF'''' projects Vias 164 and 17 a days only for Kalal (Low Cost Housing)
and Kumhari (Land I.evelling) recipients; it was 246 days and 235
days for Dharampur and Jhabua recipients; and was between 212
to 224 for the rest o

5.5 (a) Average Employment for Recipient

Outside Unemp- Total
PP\V loyed

365
365
365
365

365

365
365
365

365
365
365
365

6,

105

116
118

87
107

100
112

88
100

5

92
126
109

(Mandays /year)

212

224
212
218

220
164
235
206

222
170
246
213

43

48

49
27'
38

On FFvV

27
77
32
45

45
89
42
59

Activity! Sample
Consignee Size

1 2

I. Road Constnlction

Nadiad 91
Kumhari 60

. Average 151

II. Land Levelling

Nadiad 78
Kumhari 100
Oharampur 100
Average 278

III. Low Cost Housing
Nadiad 20
Kalal 100
Jhabua 95
Average 215

IV. Overall 644
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5.5.4 Table 5.5. (b) presents the employment of recipient·
household (defined as compo 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 of the order of 95 days
in a year. The employment offered on land levelling proj Gets was
highest (122 man-days) follovved by Road Construction (78 man day)
and Lovv Cost Housing 03 mandays). In terms of consignee areas
FF1.Al employment varied from 42 mandays for Jhabua (Low Cost Housing)
to 140 mandays in Nadiad (Low-Cost Housing). Non-FFV'! employment,
for the zone as a whole I is estimated at 621 mandays per household.
Significantly non- FF\V employment was highest among road const."'\
ruction activity (694 mandays A comparision of Table 5.5. (a) vvith
5.5 0 (b), suggests that recipients O\Aln share, of employment on FFW
accounts for over 50 per cent of total household employment of FF'fIT.

s.5.(b) Average employment per recipient I::t)usehold &

Activity/
Consignee'

Road Construction

Sample
Size

(Mandays/Years)
On FFV.,r Outs ide Unemployed Total

FFv\'

Nadiad
Kumhari
Average

Land Levelling

Nadiad
Kumhari
Dharampur
Average

Low CostHousing

91
60

151

78
100
100
278

98.4
46.8
77.8

71.4
156.4
125.8
121.5

726.5
646.0
694.5

606.3
479.9
744.6
610.6

27 0.1
402.2
322.7

417 .3
458.7
224.6
362.9

1095
1095
1095

1095
1095
1095
1095

Nadiad
Kalal
Jhabua
Average

Overall

20 140.6 659.6 294.8 1095
100 89.1 473.0 532.9 1095
95 41.7 685.1 368.2 1095

215 72.9 584.0 438.1 1095

644 95.0 621.3 378.7 1095'

,@ Defined as comprising recipient and other two members
of the hOll s ehold •
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5.6.1 The impact of FFW projects on annual family income shows
that in the post FFVtl PtFind· there \vas a big increase in income as
compared to year before • FFW • The extent of increase per recipient
family varied very widely. In activity Road ConstructionLJncreased !Jl:

. from Rs. 2240 to Rs. 2810: in Land Levelling from Rs. 1970 to 3390:
and in Low Cost Housing from Rs. 1204to 1891 • V'lithin Road ,Construction
it increased from Rs. 2380 to 3000 in Nadiad Rs. 2040 to 2530 in
i:umhari : in Land Levelling from Rs., 1160 to 1460 in Naida1 from
Rs. 1650 to 4280 in Kumhari aild Rs.' 2930 to 4000 in Dharampur I in
LOtV' Cost Housing from Rs 0 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 FF\I\T FFY'! members Sources before

FFW

Road Cons truction

Nadiad 91 620 2330 40 3000 2380
Kumhari eO 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 -3 50 1850 1140 3340 1790
Kalol 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 FF\:V Proj ect

5 .7 • 1 The financial status of recipients before FF\tV proj ects
is. presented in table 5.7. There are variations both inter
activity 5= intra-activity. In activity Road Construction, Nadiad
recipients used to borroV\T (38 per cent) or do labour (35 per cent)
whereas Kumhari recipients used to do other things U7 per cent)
or do labour (17 per cent). In activity Land Levelling, Nadiad
recipients used to borrof/l! (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 Jhabua recipients used to labour (45 per cent) or any work
(37 per cent).

5.7.2 Two things are evident from this analysis. Firstly I

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 v/ith Nadiad recipients.

5.7 Distribution of Recipients by Financial
status before FFVV

(r.'er cent)

ActIvIty/Gons 19nee
Road Constre- Land .Levelling Low Cost Housing
ction

N Km. Av. N. Km. D. Av. N. Kl J 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 IJ 31 26 26 83 45 61
1 ./Serv-
ice 2 1 2
2 IOther
thing; 8 77 35 2 73 61 49 32 8 37 23
3 IShop - 1· 6 3 2 1
Ag. Lab-
our 2 1 21 2
No Res-
ponse 8 2 6 ' 4' 5 - 3 5 9 9 S-
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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referes to work in a government es tablishment
This is con!3tr.u~d to mean as the respondents inability to
rationalize his financial position in the absence of regular
flow of reasonable income etc.
means that the recipients were living on Petty trades such
as way-side shops.

Performance of Social Functions

5.8.1 The response of recipients in terms of better performing
social functions after FFW is given in ta hIe 5. B. It is seen from this
table that Dharampur \13 per cent) and Jhabua (75 per cent) recipients
reported better reformance in the discharge of their various social and
economic obligations in the wak,). 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- Tptaf
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 S9 1 100
Kumhari 100 10 89 1 100
Dnarampur 100 73 27 100
Average 278 30 69 1 100

Low Cost Housing
Nadiad 20 5 95 100
Kalol 100 1 92 7 100
Jhabua . 95 75 23 2 100
Average 215 34 62 4 100

Overall 644 26 72 2 100

5.8.2 Of those who reported in a ffirmative results on types of
social obligations met show that it was mainly in terms of having
mer e social contacts. However, 62 per cent of Dharamp'ur and 45
per cent of Jhabua recipients reported that they could celebrate
festive occasions also.
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5.8 Ca) Distribution of Recipients by Functions
in V\,rhich improvement "vas noticed.

(per cent)
Activity/eons ignee

Road Construction Land Levelling Low Cost Housing
N Km. Av. N. Km. D. Prv • N. KI. J. Av.

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

~rriage 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 5 1 4 3

.Have more
social
contacts 97 88 94 100 88 28 70 95 99 . 51, 79

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

Sample
Size 91 60 151 '78 100 100 100 20 100 95 215

5 .9 Int ention to ttlork
Work

5.9.1 The distributior. of reGipients by their intention. to/is presented
in table 5.'. 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 OPPofLunity toocquire' assets ,such as a lo\v
cost house, levelled land or w'ell etc.
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rj.~__ __ .t)
5.9 Distribution of Recipient by "\"!illingness to

Work even if no benefits from the proj ect ~lo·N

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
Jhabua 95 97 1 2 100
Average 215 81 17 2 100
Overall 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 categor12R
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 0 2 .1 Per Capita. minimum calorie requirement norm ha's 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 IC MR recommend ed minimum calorie norms of
2800 for adult males, 2200 for adult females and 1S00" 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 consJdered by Dandekar
and Rath in th'~lr 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
b~cause of differences in family structure.

6.1 Family Composition and Minimum Norm ofC~U~l?t1?n"

Activity Minimum
calorie
norm (per
capita
per day)

No.of
families Total Compos ition

Total Total Total
Adult Adult Child-
1\:fales Females ren

Road Ooristruction
Nadiad 2133 91 129 117 148
Kumhari' 2219 60 114 110 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
Jhabua 2047 95 187 145 298
Aggregate 2185 644 1086 950 1488

N • B. The norms of per capita calorie consumption are derived
using family 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 horm did not
show significant difference a't theaggr;J_g...~tlJ but for Kumhar! (land
levelling) again the results indicated better nutritional status of active
recipient families as 'compar.ed to non-active r~cipieht families. However,
for Nadiad (road construction) non-active families had better nutritional
status as compared to active recipient families.

6 .2 Average Calorie Consumption Cilnd percentage of
Families according to different calorie out-off

",',

Activity No. of
families

Average
calories Percent of families

a 'b b
1 2

b
3

Road Cons truction
Nadiad

Kumhari

55
(36 )
60

1751
(1715 )
1957

33 *
(19 )

35

15 49
(42) (25)
30 35

2
(~4)

39 10

Land Levelling
Nadiad
Kumhari

Dharampur

78
80

(20)

100

197 8*.I.o~t.
2107 ....

(2664)

2070

31 50
46 "'"* •.* 35(85 ) n d, (1 0)

51

19
17
(5 )

2
(- )

Low Cost Housing
Nadiad
Kalol . ,',

Jhabua
Average

20'
80 ~ .
(20)

95
568

(76)

2216
2164

(2164)

1735
1982

(2081 )

45
44

(3D)

19
38

(44)

55
52 4
(40) (10)

54 22 5
41 19 2

(33) (16) fJ)

Note: 1/ Figures in brackets corres pond to active recipients

2/ a= above the norm
bi Between 75 percent and 100 percent of the borm
b

2
= II 50 percent to 75 percent of the norm

b3= Less than 50 per cent of the norm. .
"!.. Significant at 10 per cent proabbility level,
-!:*~"'Significantat~ per cent probability level.

-l" 1ft... Slp.·dh'ca>'l\.- ~"'" \ fey c.c.'Yl').- lev€.\·,
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6 .4 Average Protein Consumption

6.4.1 The results of protein consumption similar to that of
calorie consumption are presented in table 6 .. 3. It can be seen
that the final inference in terms of comparison of active and non
active recipientsis 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

Road Construction

No. of
families

Average
Protein Percentage of families
Consumption a b1

Jhabua
Aggregate

Nadiad 55
(36)

Kumhari 60

Land r,evelling
Nadiad 78
Kumhari 80

(20)
Dharampur 100

Low Cost Housing
Nadiad 20
Kalol 80

(20)
95

568
(76)

33 83** 17
(62 ) (67 ) (33)
46 55 45

61
87 **** 13

50 69 31
(63) (100)
52 89 11

46 65 35
69 100
(80) (100)

58 81 19
54 81 19
(67 ) (84) (16 )

1.
2.

**
***1:

Figures in bracketscorres pond to active recipient families
a= Above the norm
b

1
= Between 75 ota 100 percent of the norm

Difference significant at 5 per cent level
Difference~ signifcant at 1 per cent level.
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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 cas tes •

6.4 Per Capita Calorie and Protein intake by
Caste Cateogry

Caste
Calorie Intake Protein; Intake

'Non-Active Active Non-Active Active

Scheduled Caste 2038 2230 52 6j'
(161) (19)

Scheduled Tribes 1894 3076 55 6i'
(196) (6 )

Backward Clas s es 1987 1894 62 6".)
(157 ) (45)

Others (non- 1895 .2885 58 8~'

farmer!?) (54) (6 )

Total 1960 2149 56 6'/
(568) C7 6)

Note:-

6.6.1

Figures in brackets are number of families.

Calorie and Protein Intake by Farmer category

For active and non-active recipients of different
farmer categories the average calorie/protein consumption
are pres ented in table 6.5.

6 .5 Per Capita. Calorie and Protein Consumption
by Farmer Category -

53 68

Protein Consumption
Non-active Ac"dve

Farmer Category
Calorie Consumption
Non-Actv e Active

Small Farmers 1913 2714
(178) (4)

Marginal Farmers 1920 2006
(253) (37)

Other Farmers 2192 3469
(16) (1)

Other(Non-farmers) 2083 2203
(121) (34)

Total 1960 2 151
(568) (76)

Note: Figures in brackets are number of families.

54

63

64

56

57

59

77

67
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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 pres ented in table 6.6.

6 .6 Average Calorie and Protein Consumption
by Income Cateogory

Income
(in Rs.) Calories Consumption Proteih Consumption

Non..l.Adtive Active , NoplAytive ActIve

utpo 200 1997 2106 57 66
(173) (39 )

201-300 1954 2240 53 69
(189) (25)

301-500 1927 2057 54 72
(l39) (10)

Above 500 2083 2284 67 52
(67 ) (2 )

Total 1960 2149 56 67
(568) (76)

Note: Figures in brackets are number of families.
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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 I if any I between the children of
active recipients and non- active recipients. The active recipients'
are those who were \"lorking and currently eating FFVf commodities,
and non-active recipients are those who had earlier worked on projects
and currently/eating FrVl 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 I Satyanarayana
and Sastry, Growth Pattern of \"'ell-to-do' Hyderabad pre- schbold
children, National Institute of Nutrition' , ICMR, Hyderabad I July I 1975.
The ,American standards were the National Centre for Health Statistics
standards 0

7.1.3 It may be mentioned that the data collected in the present
study telates 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
accord ing to the following:

Vleight for age index
Gomez classification
Percentage of Standards)

Greater than 90
75 to 89.9
60 to 74.9
Less than 60

Classification of Nutritional
Status

Above normal
Mild malnutrition
Moderate malnutrition
Severe malnutrition

7 .2.2 The results of nutritional status of dhildren a::cotdirig toahove
,'classifications are presented 'in table 7 '.1 (a) and 7 .1. (b} corresponding
to Indian standards and American standarS respectively"

7 •2.3 V.,rhen analysed in relation to Indian standard norms, for
non-active recipient families the percentage of normal ohUdt3n, was
9 and with mild malnutrition around 67. The correspo,nding percentage
of children from active recipient families as normal and wfthmild
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 \'\i th mild, deficiency

'Nas 12 and 73 respectively. The correspondi.ng percentages for
boys were respectively 6 and 65.'

7.2.5 "Vhen 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 percentag'ESof n'ormal ; 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
by.t 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 inda"-{ the following have been
utilised:

Height for age index
(Percentage of standards)

Grce.tor.: than 94.9
90 to 94.9
85 to 89.9
Less than 84.9

Classification of nutritional
Status

Normal
Mild malnutrition
Moderate malnutrition
Severe malnutrition

7 • 3 .2 Tables 7 .2 (a) and 7.2 (b) pres ent the nutritional
status of children by height for age index corresponding to Indian
and American standards respectively .. According to Indian norms, the
results sho\"! 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
similai.~1ty \vith those of Indian standards. However, the extent
of malnutrition is nigher as compared to Indian standards ..

7 .4 Nutrit lanaI Status by Weight for Height Index

7 .4.1 For studying the nutritional status of children by
weight for n:.:'!ght index the following classification have been
used.

.
J.

Weight for height Index
(percentage of Standard)
Greater than 89. 9
80 to 79.9
7 a to 79.9
Less than 69.9

Classification of Nutritional
Status
Normal
Mild malnutrition
:t-.Aoderate malnutrition
Severe malnutrition.
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. 7 .4 42 The resultspr~sent~d 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 \vas higher forn'on-active recipients
as compared to active recipients. Further, between boys and
girls the percentage of girls \rvi,th mild malnutrition was higher
as compared to boys.

7 .4.3 vVhen anal.ysed actbri:Hrig to American standards the
deficiency was of the same order in non-active as well as active
recipients. Further i girls showed better nutritional status in
terms of having large<number withinild malnutrition as compared

.to boys.

Nutritional statu,s by combined height for age and
weight forheight index

7 .5.1 For studying the nutritional status of children by both height
for age and weight for height index the following classifications were
used:

1/1fatel1.ow ctassHication
! (percentage 01 S,ttlndrerd i. "

Weightfor height index
ahd height for age index
"'!eight for height index
& height for age index
Weight for height index
& height for age ind ex
"'"eight for height index
& height for age index

~eo
E:: 90
c2.. 80
> 90
> 80
~ 90
> 80
> 90

Nutritional Status
!

Vvasted and Stunted
a .

Vr'sted

Stunted

Normal

'"

7 .5.2 The resul1Saccording to above classification are presented
in tables 7.4 (a) and .7 .4 (b) corresponding to Indian and American
norms respectively.

7 0 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~ertlny one of the norms are applied.'

. ... degree
7 .5.4 By combined ind6{ the level of second and thircVmalnutrition
by I:1dian standard is fairly limited (to about 9 percent) but it is not so
by American standard. ~hen level of 3nd and 3rd d cgroc malnutrition is
observed at 43 per C8nl.. in the case of non-active recipients and 28 per
cent in the cas e of active recipients childron.
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N= Normal, 90 percent of standard or more
10 .: Mild malnutrition 75 to 89.9 percent of standard
2°= Moderate manutrition 69-74 09 percent of standard
30 = Severe malnutrition 0-59.9 percent of standard

Significiant at 10 percent leve 1
~..* Significant at 5 percent level

Significant at 2 percent level
Significant at 1 percent level

{ .





7 .2. (a) Nutritional Status (Height for age index compared to Indian
Norms) of Children by Age, Work status of Recipients and -1·5 -
by Sex.

(per cent)

Age (Months) Sample Non-Active Sample Active Sample Overall
Size N 1 0 2 0 30 N 1° 20 3 0 N 10 2° 3°

12-24 51 24 43 21 12 17 ..J 6 SO 39 5 68 20 46 24 10
.25-36 60 19 56 19 6 8 13 38 38 11 68 19 54 19 8
37-48 37 19 52 24 5 10 29 71 - J11 19 53 22 6
49-60 34 11 78 9 2 4 60 40 - 38 11 76 10 7
Total 182 19 55 ** 19 7 39 13 51**31 5 221 18 56 19 7

Age (Months) Sample Boys Sample Girsl Sample Overall
Size N 1° 2 0 30 Size N 10 20 3 0 Size N 1° 2° jJ

12-24 32 19 41 33 7 36 21 49 15 15 68 20 46 24 10
25- 3.6 39 17 54 21 8 29 19 56 19 6 68 19 54 18 8
37-48 21 67 26 7 26 34 45 18 3 47 19 53 22 6
49-60 15 8 84 8 23 11 70 15 4 38 11 76 10 3

Total 107 . **'*13 57 ~~. 23 7 114 *** 23 53 *16 8 221 18 56 19 7

N- Normal, 95 per cent of standard or more *Significart at 10 percent level
1°= 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
3°= Severe I 84.9 percent of standard or less



7 .2 (b) Nutritional Status (Height for age index compared to
American Norms) of Children ty Age, 'l'Iork Status of
Recipients and by Sex. ' (per cent)
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12-24
25-36
37-48
49-60

~ge (rvronths)
Sample
Size
51
60
37
34

Non-Active Sample Active Sample Overall
-::'l\~T-~I~o~~2~o~"""-::30~Size -~J -,- 10 2:.)'---3 0Size "::""N"7"·---=l--:O~--::2 6

4 43 31 22 17 18 47 '17 18 68 21 28 44
12 48 32 8 8 13 62 25 68 7 31 50

16 57 19 8 10 10 80 10 47 6 17 62
18 65 14 3 4 25 75 38 3 21 60

7
12
15
IS

12 51 12

13 40 25 22 3G 3 47 21 19 68
13 44 36 8 29 10 r;o 24 i 68,-oJ

5 57 28 10 26 23 65 8 4 47
r'7 53 40 23 22 65 9 4 38I

-.__ .

OVf.:r211

N 1° -~~t)-'--je;-

._~---_.-

21 28 44 7
7 31 50 12
G 17 62 15
.... 21 60 16\)

1,] 25 53 12--

------_..

GirJ:Semple Sample
2tJ~ Siz e - j\j--"-IU-----?'-{)"-3-S iZ·8 --:;-;------.;-~_.

Boys

1°
Sample
Size N

12-24 32
25-36 39
37-48 21
49-GO 15

Total 107

---------_._._---_._----------
N== Normal, 95 perc~l1t of standa.rd or more
10 =90- 94. 9 per~ent of 5 Ldnddrd ( h\\c-\)
20=~JIcderate 85-89.9 percent of staly!ard
30 =Severe 84.9 percent of standard or less

,.:~I·~'·:Significantat 2 percent level.

BEST I~ ~//:::"'AD!-E Cepy



7 .3. (a) Nuttitional Status (VVeight for Height Index Compared
to Indian Norms) of children by age, ~Nork status of
recipients and by sex.

(per cent)

Age (!vT onths )
Sample Non- Active Sample Active Sample Overall
Size l\J 10 20 3° Size N 1° 2° 3° Size N 1° 2° 3 0

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 (Iv1 ant hs)
Sample Non-Active Sample Active Sample Overall .
Size N 1° 2° 3° N 1° 2° 3° Size N 1 0 2° 3 0

12-24 -32 25 Al 31 3 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
49-60 15 73 20 '7 23 22 74 4 38 42 S2 3 3I

Total 107 48 * 37 14 1 114 40 ....:46 11 3 221 44 42 12 2

N= Normal, 90 percent of standard or more
10= l\Jlild, 80- 89.9 oercent of ~tandard

20= Moderate, 70-7·9.9 percent of standard *Significant at 10 percent level.
30= Severe, 69.9 percent of standra rd or less

-77-





7 .4 (a) Nutiritional Status (combined height for age Indian norms -7 9~

and weight for height index waterlow classification) of children
by age, work status of recipients and by sex.

(per cent)

Age,(Months}
S~mple Non-Active Sample Active Sample Overall
Size N 1° 2° 30Size N 1- 2° 3° SiJe N 10 20

12-24 51 71 12 11 6 17 53 41 6 68 67 19 10
25-36 60 88 7 5 - 8 75 12 13 68 8 7 7 6
37-48 37 84 8 8 10 1 00 - 47 87 6 7
49-60 34 91 9 4 75 25 38 89 11

Total 182 -.', 83**9 7 1 39 *7 2~':~3' ," ..; .5: g21 82 11 6

Age (Months)
Sample Boys Sample Girls Sample Overall
Size N. 1° 2° 3CEize N 10- 20 3° Si ze N 10 20

12-24 32 57 28 9 6 36 '/5 11 11 3 68 67 19 10
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 96 4 38 89 11

if
114 *'1:;"'85 '1'-*'k7 221Total 107 *~":* 7 6**16 6 2 7 1 82 11 6

~" Sigrtificantat 10 percent level
"1,'"t..' Significant at 5 percent level

*** Significant at 2 percent level.

4

1

3°

4

1



*** Significant at 2 percent level
****Significant at 1 per cent level ~
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APPENDIX 1.1

ESTIMATION PROCEDURE

The estimates of average have been ;' worked out at different
stages which Viere v/eighted \vith the respective populations
to arrive at the aggregate estimate.

The estimation procedure for each consignee area is as
follows:

Let Nh be the number of projects in the h-th consignee
area, nh the number of proj ects s elected out of Nh in the
s ample from the h- th consignee area. Further, ret Mhi be
the number of recipients in the i-th project of h-th consignee
area and mh' the number of recipients in the sample out of
Mh • Also, let Yhij be the value of the character under study
for\he 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

1'1 "'mho
,\ f\j LI,. ~,.[c.. Y iV - h MI\ _ " ..r,,- - .. °l h!J ' ~

I'lh ~.:: l '7Tlhc: J·:.r
AddiP& the estimates for all consignee areas the estimate of
total Ior the zone as a whole is given by

1\ l-- ~\

'( = ~ Y,.,
1.=1

, where L = Number of cons ignee
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.

*****************



Recipients

Active Recipients

GLOSSARY

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

Recipients who were working on on-go
ing proj ects and currently eating FFW
commcxiities.

Non-Active Recipients

Scheduled Castes

Scheduled Tribes

Backward Classes

Marginal Fa~er

Small Farmer

Agricultural Labour

Artisan

Those tNho 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 years
e 0 g • sweepers, cobblers etc.

Sorne weaker s edtions 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 s ometime"s 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 les s than 5 acres of unirrigated
agricultural land or upto 2.50 acres of
irrigated land. "

Thos e who earn their livelihood by
tNorking "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

Proj ect Beneficiary

Supervisor

FFW Commcx:lities

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 as sembly of village wisemen
(generally elected) to \vhom day-to-day
problems of the village are referred.

Chairman who presides over the Villages
Panchayat

Himself a worker I looking after the interests
of all his team mates working on a proj ect.

Adistributor I generally a parish Priest
looking after FFW projects under his dis
tributorship.

A pers on who gets benefits from an
asset created through FFW.

A person incharge of FFW work and keeping
daily record of work d one on the spot •

Thes e are the remuneration to the recipient
in kind as bulgar I corn, oil etc.

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

A recipie mixed with rice I pull and s ome
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 I rice and ra\\1' sugar (gur)

A preparation made of flour balls and contains
gravy.

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



CEN 'jrRIll: !FOR RJE§ 11];Al lSiCIX, jpL /J IVr~T!l.W (G~ ~111-V 11]) .11 C'lCJ[rfJ) ]\'1
16, DAI<SHNES!--l\J\fAR, 10-h-!AILEY ROAD, NEVV Dr:tH!~110 00'1

USAID FFVV EVALUA TION: RECIPIENT PROFILE

1. Particulars of FFW Project {with re'rtlrenc(~ to v'Jhich the recipient hm) bean
solected for intervicVif)

1.1. Name of consignec ~ 1.2. Name of the distributoi .

1.3. Name of FFW Project Code 1'·Jo 0

.. ~ .. \

1.4. Location of FF\V Project 0

2. Pro'(i1e of the Selected FP.lV recipient

2.1. Name and address of the 5clccted recipient .

2.2. n) [late of nctual employment on FF\V Pro}ect .

b) \Vhether currently working on a Project: 0 i Yes D 2 No

1.3. FF\V Projects on which worked dl!r~ng p;:eccding 12 calendar r.l0uthn :

f'\1ame and address of the
Project

Date and month
frorn To

No of days
warfwd

i"\Jo 01 d3yn
fOli ,",vhicb

paid

Distnnce
from r1aco

o'r ii'ling
(in [tnl)

... -.... .. .

........... .,... . ..

.......- ••• ••• ••• ••• ••• ••• •••••• ••• ••• .... •••••• ••• ••• t. •• •••••••••

••• .•. •..... .... .., .• t'........... e •• , •••••••••••

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

• r .. "'.. .. ••• ••• .. ..

2.4. S~x: D! lVIalc D 2 Female

2.5. l,go (in completed years) .

2.6. I:ducation: D 1 Illiterate 0 2 Literate but 110 forma! education 0 3 Primn~y 0 4 l\,liddlc
[J 5 Secondary D 6 Gradunte and above

2.7. Caste: 0 1 S.C. 0 2 S.T. 0 3 llac1'ward D 4 Others

2.8. H.eligion: 0 1 Hindu D 2 Muslim 0 3 Sikh 0 4 Christian 0 :J others

2.9. 11laritaI Statun: 0 1 rvlurricd 0 2 Unnwrried 0 3 \Vido\v!widower 0 4 Separated

2.10. 'I'hcther identified as: 0 1 Small farmer i"~ 2 f\1arginal fr-.rmer 0 3 Ant. Labourer 0 4 Other

(specify) .



( --
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2.11. Occupation: 0 1 Agriculture 0 2 Aer. labour 0 3 Non-agriculture labour 0 4 Artisan

o 5 Dairy farming 0 6 Business/profession 0 7 ~:;crvicc 0 8 Ft:nsion 0 9 Student

o 10 Others (specify) ; .

2.12. A pproximate monthly income of the household during last 12 months (in Rs)

o 1 1-50 D 2 51-10003 101-200 D 4 201-30005 30!-500 0 6 501-750

o 7 751-1000 0 8 above 1000 C 9 Unwjl/ing to disclose/Unable to specify

2.13. Housing, sanItation and hygiene:

___~ ....:r~
·.A"l.'l'lII~~~~T~··~ ~~'~"'_...rrt.~...'c~

Sl. Item Inside Outside Sl Item Inside
No. the the No. the

hou~~ house house

1. ~ppIX~
.. 4. Structure 0'" (-louse

__",",,,"-~•.-"';"~""","-...~ .-'''._'__ .-0-'1<-.•

I-Jand pump 1 0 2 0 No house 1 0
'Well water 3 0 4 0 Hut 2 0
Tap water 5 0 6 0 Kutch~ bouse 3 0
Canal water ",..r 7 D Iviix:.:d house 4 0..."~

Tonk water v 8 0 Pucea house: 5 0,,~

Tubewell ~.T 9 0"'"}.

2. Electricity 5. ~,b~L~~!1g i~n.!? :
Available 1 0 2 0 6. S~mi":ation

~~.'':'.:.ILolO''!07~.

:3. ·Houne· L3.trine 0 Yes 0 No

OWned 0 Yes 0 No Bath 0 Yes 0 No
..~~, ..~ _ ......·'I!'~.ftOl.~.:.o.·acz:r 'I·"'I!III'.1!'"":i-_·......~"C'.r~,~.!·~%~··........~ ......_·".........-..-.r..•~..~.~~__~...r·~...........-

3. Working Place:

3.1. a)' Do yon belong to the district where project is located?· [J 1 Yes 0 2 No

b) If no, ask distance of permanent place of st~.y (native village) to the proje{~t site kms.

c) V/hy have you migrated? (i) 0 1 FFiN~mploYment (ii) 0 2 Other employment (iii) D 3 Other

reasons (specify) .

,d) In case of .(i) above, will you go back to your 113.tive village after completion of Project?
o 1 Ye~ 02 No

4. EmploymGnt and FFVV Commodity Payments

4.1. How did you Come to know abou~ FF\V? 0 1 Gan3 leader 0 2 Village Panclmyat 0 3 Self
knowledge 0 ~ Other sources (specify) ' ..

4.2. How were you employed? 0 1 Recommended by village Panchayat 0 2 Recommended by a

Social Worker 0 3 By direct appHcation D 4 Throur;h Gane lender 0 5 Others (specify)
............ ~ - .
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4.3. Rovt" is your attendance marked 7 D 1 by self 0 2 by gang leader 0 3 by 3upervi~or 0 4 by

someOne else (specify)......... ...••.... .••... 0 5 Not mar1~ed

4.4. Do you Si!jD Food Distribution Register? 0 Yes 0 No

4.5. ICnot who signs the Food Distribution Register 0 1 Head of family 0 2 Gang leader 0 J

Someone else (specify) ...•...................................•........ 0 4 No onc signs.

4.6. Do you receive FFW ecrnmoditics your self: 0 Yes 0 No

4.6. a) If not who receives the commodities 7 0 1 Head of family 0 2 Gang leader 0 3 Someone
else (specity) .•............. _ .••........_ .

4.7. Are wages paid timely? 0 1 Yes 0 2 No

4.8. \\Then are wages paid? 0 1 On a holiday 0 2 On a worj~ing day during lunch breaJr 0 3 On
a working day during working Iloum 0 4 On a wor:dng clay after working honr3.

4.9. Why do you work on FFVI Projects? 0 1 Assured employment 0 2 Assured payment of

wages 0 3 Timely payment of wages 0 4 Fair wages 0 5 Nothing else to do 0 6 Otber
(specify) .. , ......•........

4.10. Periodicity of FFW commodities payment, kind of comrnodiLies, rate of payment aud recipicnt

preference:

----~..------....".,-_.....

Payment of Commodity '. Recipients Commodity Paid
Perie dicity PreferenCe

Recipient
Preference Place

Place of Payment
Pnyment Recipient

Preference
----------

In advance 0 1
DailY 0 2
Vlcekly [] 3
Fortnightly 0 4
JlAonthlY 0 5
Post Proicct 0 6

Any other 0 7

·Specify .

o 1
02
03
04
05
06
07

Corn onlY 0 1
Bulgur 02-
Oil 03
Corn+Bu]gurO 4

Corn+Oil 0 5
Bu!gur+Oil 0 6
Corn+Bulgur

+C:i 0 7

o 1
02
03
04

05
06
07

Project [] 1 [] 1
At store 02 [.12

Any other
(specify) 03 []3

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

4. i 1. How much commodity you received at each payment

Commodi'~Y

Corn

Bulgur

Oil

Uni~

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

(\30. of unitz

..................
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5. Receipt, Disposal and Stornga of FF\/V vvages received in kind:

5.1. 'What do -you do with FFW commodities received: 0 1 Sell and purchr.se required ones

D 2 Darter D 3 Consume myself D 4 Share with the family

5.2. If bartered or sold 3ny amount of FF\V commodity received in the pagt 12 months, please give
following detaHs :

Name Qty.
I<gs.

f·Jame

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

Qty.
kg5.

5.3. a) If share with the family give following details of members who share.
___.-.....,...._m ~~~_. .... ....

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

Ago Sex

6.

7.

8.

9.

10.

Age Sex

5.3. (b) (i) If some family members do not share giv~ their ~umber': Adl1ltll ....••......children .....•....

(ii) Reasons for not sharing - _ , ..

5. 1}. (i) Ho...... long-docs FFV/ commodity received by you at each payment last till it is consumed.

D 1 Less than 1 week D? 1-2 week D 3 3-4 week 0 4 more than one month

(ii) What do you do if FF\V commodity is exhausted before the next payment becomes due:
D 1 Borrow FF~l food 0 2 Dorrow money to buy non FF\V food D 3 Draw upo~ home

stock 0 4 Others (sp!.:cify) .

5.~;. How much of FF\V commodity is prepared per day in the home (in kg) .

5.6. How is of FF\V commodity normally prepared in the home (interviewer should state recipe)

........................................................................." , - .

•••••••••• " ••••••••••••• 11II _ .# •••• 1& .

5.''/.

5.[;. 0)

(ii)

5.::2. (i)

(ii)

If you have fFW cDmmoditi('~ nt home how many times pc!" week arc the~e eaten .

Do you store FF'\"I commoditits for use for lat'~{1 con~umption 7 0 1 Yes 0 2 No

1f' yes, when do you coi"1suml~ them f 0 1 Same day 0 2 Same week 0 3 Next ''leek
D 4 After 2-4 week D 5 After 4 week.3
Arc you a'ware from where FFW commodities arc being received '/ 0 1 Yes 0 2 No

If yes, pleas~ mention source : ,. _ .•.. ~. _., .
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Inton'ievver:

6.

(ii) If source mentioned in other than U.S.A./U.S. people/U.S. donations Check? From where
he/they get the food (and record answer verbatim) .. ~ - ,

Fami Iy size and Work Force:

"lumbers
Family size

Workin.9 ~~:2~~

Adults

Children

Total

Female

••• ~ • • ••• •• • • •• ." •••••••• 0. • .

... .. .... . ~ .

Adults

Children

Total

7. fIr.pact on Employment : (Preceding 12 calendar months)

!vlandays wor1:cd
-.,...---i........._--....S-.,clf .,..---..,-,..~, ...... 0, tb-;s-(i)- Z<~~--:--O'h~;;-(·l;l·')''''''''-

Name of the ; I - I Lt. .

Activity . ~ From. '. To t·!o. of ~ Froru To No. of ~ From To I' No. of

---(-1)·---1--(2-)-- ,(3) ,MTj~ays I (5) -(6) Ma~(;avs-l (8) (9), M~.{~:Y:'
i I I I I i

A. 0 n F;:W I: ' I I i

:: ::: :::::: ::::::1:::::: ::: ::: ::::::.:'::: ::: :::::.:::::i:: ::: ::. ::: ::: ::: ':':::1::: ::: :~::: ::::::.:.... ::: :::::::::::: .:: ::: ::: ..::::
I • • i . I ~

D. ~ut~'i~~'" .....................•......•..., •••.•......,.....•.....• , .. , ••......,...•.... ,. "'1,: "'1' "'1' ,

Ff:W I '. ~ : I
I. ···:·······l·..···········, ············1··· ..···············.. ······ ..·.. ·······1···············

2 1 : ..1 ············I···~··········· ············1···············
3 " .

. ~ i

c. I~~~!.'~~~~~.I '" ..1. ".··.1.· ·1·· i..··· j .

~~ l_% (-='~..._-I ·--........j.~l>---IT--I_
I\!ote : ProVide detailfl for 3 working members. State relationship to ~e1f in the space provided

against other:> above.
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8. Impact on Family Income: (Prece(]ing 12 Calende:tr f\1onths)

~JI"~~~......~~t:"'.A&.'~~~~~"""";"I.""",~~~rw:r."""~:~"'L..",,:_nGt;iCl[.,...__ !" !Cl.__ '."''''''''.-'

SOl'rce Persons ; . INC 0 M E
r ~indl Oua~tity I Val~c of,~ Cash ~ Total
~ type; receIved' ~ COl. 4 ~ ~s. ~ Rs.I (3)-1 (~':;) !__(~S;_)-!-- (6)--i---(-7)--'-'-
~ ~ '. . ~ " ., .. _---._-----

A. Frc·m FFW ~ a ~ f ~
,-".----.", • ; a ~ (: ~

~~~t~~i~ring Self r" T" , '" '1" '" '" "1" 'T" '" '" .
Others ,1) ~ ······f·· '" ~ ~ '" ······r······ '" .

~ ~ ~ ~ ~
Orbcrn (2) ! ·· ·..I························I ~ ,,;,;' ~.; .

..'].~-.:n-"'\l~~..·'C.iIi~'W"lS.:..2'&nlN.....~...r... G----~--~~~~".~v...~i~--=·~,,·~-«·····...-;-~'~iIIr.,~~:.'IoA~iI!~-..--w_~'"""=''''~i:J.

, Total : E ~ ~ J
-~--_. ,·_-_,_~__~",.~~.u.~~.,.•.,~~.",~._, .__~ ....-...-__.,.".., k .... ~ _..--....~····." ....".,.,.-:,·~..._ ....~t·......~.~~-

B. ,9utsido..f.FVY I' : ';, ~
~:l~~~f.)ti!lE Self ~ " ... ... . r'" r' r- .

Others (1) I······ ························1··············· ···~··················r··············· .
Othcra (2) ~ ~ ···i······ "'j'" '" ., .

--- __t ~---~---~-.-l·--=-~-lt; .~. ---
~~]2!~~ ··-:__1~ -I---l,·--+----·l----~

c. NOll-FFW memb,(h· "'j'" :.. ..1. ..: : "'1'" j 1 .

~.. (2)'" ':'::':':':::1':'::':'::':':' :~.::=':':''':'':'::':':'::!=::'''''''''' :1.:.::.:.:.:.:.:==I::.:.::=.::.:.:.:.:.:.:.
-~~----.;..--.n~, ' '-~'---" .. - ...,--t...," ...--....--~~.-=-....",---f.....",.",..,.......".,..---

G. fotal ti i
A+B+C ~ , ;

__ ~01if:1) .=-~=-=-l-~_'J=~".:~:-'~ =_--r~=~
f\Jote Fo~ non-participating member:; provide rclatiow;h.ip in the spuc:; provided aeahn;t (1) and (2)

9. Assessment of impact on Agricnltural activity (in case recipient is a cultivator)

9.1. Land Holding : (ucren 00.0)

Owned Land

Land !ea~cd in

J~and leased out

Total operational holding

Total Cultivated

........... ' " .

••• Ill' oo •••

Irrigntcd

. ,

• _oo ••••••••• •••••• .... •••••••••••••••
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9.2. Crops SOWD t ht!.rvcste:J ..~nd ma ..ketcli::" (12 mOiJ~;lS pi(~cedi[}g dat6of·illL~r"!ic\!/) (Interviewor:

\Vrite Kh~trifCrops first'lJollowed by .iYbi ~.f()ps)

Kebt for home
.~;s,')nsum ption

(quintals)

00.0

Produce
.,:'-larketed "
:- (~uinta]s)';'

CO 0

; - ~ ~." ,',
• ~""T~-.w-'Il:,;'··t.4'·-...~~~-1I"'llX:<W~'" ',' '~~I'; --'~""'~~:'Ir~;CI'JUI'~f".~_-",~V""_TDr.:~·l.":t~..~._~~.~"_~.~~~a~...,~_ ....."'_PA;'~_-"_~~~'
~.. ~ . " Crop' '" A;2~ .

1. 2 ..,:' ",' i~ ':.
:~-.

_~c.'_'_....,~:; .'....:. _
'~.;'-; ,

5
-------

1.

2.

3.

4.

5. ...... .. .. .. ..... ...... .... .... ;.' ~

•••••• ,;',~ • 4: ~ ..

. , ..
/ ",:,
0"-;

................ f ~.~.:- ... ~

':.

..., - ' ..

~ :'.' '. '"-,, , .'
:' ~ ':'" ~ 'l' .

10. Assessment aT impact on socio-econornic life of recipient

10.1. Have you been able to add to your assets with the additional' income from FF\V cmployment;

o I'Yes D·2:No'D 3Noanswer

. :{d.2.\/;:,;;,:·;,tlFy~~::;';~~b:~t1;I~EIs added; 0 1 Cooking utensils 0 2 I\1ilch clJttle 0.3 Bullocks._'JO 4.PtlU'ltry

o 5 Pigs 0 6 DOl1Kcys/Mules 0 7RIJusc 5ite extension 0 8 Construction 0 9 Jewellery

o 10 \Vrist watch 0 11 Radio/Tramistor 0 12 Bicycle 0 13 Stove 0 14 Table 0 15 Chair

o 16 Beds 0 17 Others (specify) .........•............................... _ , .

10.3. What is the va]ue;of assets added . l1r..

10.4. Have you beenab!c to bettcr perform your social functions with additional -income from FF\V :

o LYcs D 2No~· '

10.5. If yes: [] 1 Could you with ease' perform marr}pge, of a dependent 0.'2 Visit rel~tivcsol1

marriage 0 3 Q:lebratc fcstiyal occasion 0 ~1.(jC/b;;/.:'}l Pilgritih~g::\,:.D 5 ReP0i::'~ld: debts

o 6 Have more social contacts 0 7 Others (SpeCifY) ..~:;r:';,>"" ' ' {~:';~ ~'~:~.~ : .
.'" '.,.

10.6. Before FFW pmjcctstartcd were you required to:~""~'I~j} Sell .f:!?~j6i~· 0.2. .Dorro\~l'· 0 3 DiJ other

things (5pccify) ......•••:.' ~ ..•....•••....•.......... to m~iiT.tain y.S.urs~lfaD:cffamlY:/:

10.7 .. '"

.': ..

,Oftt3\~6t':keii;~:\\o'2;~{il\vith prc-schQ(jr¢l,i(l,if~ii'~sk : ) what 3rrnngement do you makc for

children when you no to work? 0 1 Leave nt homc with elderly reopJc 0 2 Leave at homo

with neighbours to look after 0 3 Leave at home with siblings 0 4 Bring them to work- site

fJ 5 Other arrangement:') (specify) .............•....... ,..•••..........•..........•..



1t. rJutritional Stanuards :

11.1. Food eaten by the family in the Jast 24 hours : (if yesterday was a feast or frost day, the

information for the day previous to that may bl: taken) All replies are to b~ in Stnndard metric

units in weight or volume.

f\lame

Bajra

Ragi

Other cereals and
millets

Greeng~t"am

Redgra:n

Leafy vegetables

Onion, big

Other roots and

tubers

Condiment3 and
npices

Banunft, ripe

Melon, water

Toronto, ripe

Prawn:!

ChlckC:l

Milk

Butter

Coo!<ir g oil

Bread

Papad

Bulgur (FFW)

Unit Qnty. 1\lame

Jowar

Rice

Dengalgram

......... Khesari claJ

Soyabean

Other vegetable"

Potato

Groundnut

Amla

Lime ..~ O!'ange

Papaya, ripe

....... . ~ ••• .o • .o ••• Other fruit:;

Meat

II ••••• : Liver, goat

Skimmed milk
liquid

Ghee

Betel l.:aves

Sugar

Sago

Corn (FF\'V)

Unit Ont\'o rJame

"Wheat flour

BJackgram

LentH

Other pulse~

Carrot

Tapioca

Other nuts and
oHsced3

r.1ungo, rip:

Gnuva ripe

Fish, fresh

Fish dry

Egg, hen

Hydrogenated oil

Biscuits

Jaggery

Toddy

Oil (PFWj

Unit Qnty.

----~
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11.2. \Veight for height screening of children: (information to be recorded for children! to 5 ycnrs)

/J
[/

Name

1 .

2 ".~ ..: ~ .: ..~ .

3 ' '~ " :.. ! t .. '.~: :: :T" ~ ..

Sex - "'" Age 'VJhethcr Eats FF\V commodites
Year ~Month

. ; .

• ' i .",1,,'

11.3. a} Ivfeasure and record childs heicht to nearest 1/10 is of a centimeter.

1st Child..... , .._~ ...._....,.... ..~oc _
2nd Child 3rd Child

Age in months '1 .•

Trial

.... -'
Trial 2

Trial 3 '.

DODD

DODD

DODO

Qooq, r-

•• 'I" •

.. ................ ~ ......... ...............

DODD DODD

OOCID DODD

DODO DODD

DODO DODD
; ~.1. -' • l .,' " ', .

• _.~ ,. _ ' ;:} :' 'j -. .. ..

11.3 b) Measure and record child's weight to neare;;t 1/10 is of a kiIograme.

"1st Child ,. 2n.d Child ,3rd .GhHd

.} r:~ " '-" ~ , . DO'DDTria) DODO
. ,

~ ,

Trial
~ ;

crDoD DODD2 - ,;

..... " . "'

Trial 3 DODO DODD-,

Average DODO DDOD

" DODD

DOOD

DODO

DODO
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12.1. As ~ets oVli'ned

12.1. DO:n the worker own any of these assets:

livestock

DuJaloes

COW3

Gent/Sheep

Bullock

Others (opecify)

13. Mi~c3Haneous

f\lumber Other AS!jGt~

Bicycle 0 I

'liNrisa,;,,;atch 0 2

JeweHery gold 0 3

Jewellery silver 0 tl

Stove 0 5

RadiO D 6

Ch~Jr 0 7

Treb!e 0 B

Brl!:;:::/Steel utensils 0 9

Venscle3/Utem;iIa 0 10

SC',ylnn machine 0 It

ned 0 12

13.1. 0) Do You expect to rcc,~ive Bny benefits frem tho projef:t when completed? 0 "I Yes 0 2 No

(ii:J If yC3, describe the n~ture of b.::neflt.3.

••••••••• ••••• II '" ..

................ ;) .

13.2.

13.2.

(/~sk those rcccivi~n benefits) if no benefits were to come from the project when completed
will you lltill work On the FF~I project' 0"1 Yen 0 2 No

'\!ho provided the tools of work 0 IProjed holder 0 2 Contractor D 3 Self owned

I'lame of the Interviewer .

i>lace.; .

Checked by __ .. ' ..
(Name)

Dat~ f.-
Time .




