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In order to determine the impact of a '‘particular
developmental scheme on the targeted group ex—p’d:ﬂt cvaluation
study is very much important. For the welfare and development
of the scheduled tribes and scheduled castes people various
developmental schemes have been formulated and implemented by
@ number of agencies. In ocne of the meetings of the Directors
of the Tribal Research Institutes held'in New Delhi under the

- degls of the Ministry of Welfare, (erstwhile Ministry of Home
Affairs),Govt. of India, the evaluation étudies to be carried

» out by each Tribal Research and Training Institute in India
were thoroughly discussed. Assam T.R.I. was assigned the eva-
luation study of the supply of milch animals to the Scheduled . _.
tribe and Scheduled caste beneficiaries in one of the districts
of Assam. In consultation with the Department of Veterinary and
Animal Husbandary;Govt. of Assam,the Jorhat District consisting
of three subdivisions, némely, Jorhat, Majuli and Golaghat,was
geillectediEor this purpose-and the present report is the outcome
of the evalﬁation study assigned by the Ministry of Welfare,
Govt. of India, ; J

The present study takes into account the supply of
milch animals to the Scheduled caste and Scheduled tribe bene-
ficiaries during the Sixth plan period only under the Tribal
sub-plan,sScheduled Castes Component plan and I.R.D.P. Since
the District Rural Development Agernicy, Jorhat, could not make
the list of beneficiaries readily available, our fielgd study was
considerably hampered. Recurring floods of the Brahmaputra also
delayed our field work in the Majuli subdivision, which happens
tO be the largest river island in the world. However, field
study in Ehﬁ three subdivisions of the districts could be compde—~
ted during the period from April'86 to December '86 in —tub
phases. 104 percent of the beneficiaries under each scheme.-
T.3.P.,5.C.C.P. and I.R.D.P. were selected for our study on the
basis of random sampling.
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This study elaborately describes the impact of the
scheme on the beneficiaries showing their success or failures as
d& poverty alleviation programme . & comparative study of the
schemes implemented under Tribal sub-plan,Scheduled Castes com-
ponent plan and I.R.D.?. is also incorporated here with a view
to highlighting various aspects of success, failures and draw-
backs on the part of implementing agencics(Deptt .of Vety.& A.H.
and D.R.D.A) and the beneficiaries as well,

The main findings of our Study are incorporated in +the
Chapter on 'Concluding Observations' On the basis of these obser-
vations we have put forward some concrete suggestions for due con-
Sideration of the implementing agencies as well as the Government.

The study has been carried out by Shri Paramesh Dutta,M.Sc.
Senior Investigator of the Institute under my guidance. Shri
Balabhadra Baishya has taken pain in typing the entire report
within the least possible time. I consider it a priviledge to
offer my hearty thanks to both of them. Our thanks also go to
those officers of the Veterinary and 2nimal Husbandry Department
and District Rural Development Agencies,Jorhat who had helpeSdius
in conducting the study and making the required data available.
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Dated Guwahati B.N.Vgc;z‘\\d‘éﬁi b ’\C/l \g’/'
the 30th September,1987. D L

Tribal Research Institute, Assam,
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RESPORT ON :
THg oL VALUATION STULY OF SUPPLY OF MILCH ANIMALS TO SCHe UL D
TRIB=S AND _SCHADULED CASTsS QF JORHAT NISTRICT IN ASSAM,
CHAPToR -T
INTRODUCTION:

Research on program evaluation indicates that
evaluation is likely to lead to better nrogram verformance only
1f the orogram design meets three conditions(Forst et al,1974;
wholey et al, 1975: and wholey, 1979).

' Condition I: Program objectives are well defined:
that is, those in charge of the »rogram have agreed on a set
of realistic, measurable chjectives and rerformance indicators
on whict the program is to be held sccountable .

conditicn 2 : Program cbjectives are nlausilkle/
realistic; that is, there is evidence that mrogram activities

have some likelihood of achieving nrogress towards oregram objec-
tives.

Condition 3: Intended uses of information are well
gefineds 1} ¢ is, those in charge of the nrogram have agreed
on how nrogram rerformance information will be used to achieve
and demonstrate improved orogram rerformance. These are also the
conditions indicating that brogram menagers are ready to manage
their vrograms to achieve and demonstrate better vrogram nerfor-
mance ("manages for results")" . (Cf Evaliation studies Review
annual, Vol.6,1981, &d. by Howerd & . Freeman and Marian A, Soloman,

Sage oublications/Beverly Fills/London, P -58)

Keeping in view the above sugcesticns and also that
" an evaluation should aim to be comnrehensible, correct and com-
plete, and credible to nartisans on all sides" (Lee J.Cronbach and
Associates. : Our Ninety Five Theses; oublished in Evaluation
studies Review Annual, Vol.6, 1981, £d.by Howard E .Precman &
Marian A Soleman, ®. 37), tre Tribal Research Institute, Assam,
had ventured to undertake an evaluation study to examine the im-
pact of distributicn of milch animals during the Sixth Five Year
olan reriod among the veonle belongiag to the Scheduled Tribes
and Scheduled Castes communities of Jorhat District of Asgam, as
per the direction of the Ministry of Welfare (earstwhile Ministry

of Home Affairs, Tribal Develooment Wivision) Govt. of Ihrdid,
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Jorhat is a newly created district of Assam with
three sub-divisions viz - Jorhat, Majuli and Golaghat. As ver
1971 census, the Adistrict has a total vovulation of 1183053 of
which 102352 mersons belong to the Scheduled tribés communities
and 67164 versons belong to the Scheduled caste communities,

The vercentacge of Scheduled Tribes and Scheduled caste pooulation-
to the total vonulation of the district is 8'65 and 5'67 respec-
Eaze

Some basis data_of Jorh

10)
o

t Distric

a
?

Geogravrhical area

ue

6400 Sq.K.m.

-y

No. of villages & L7236 Nos|.
No. of Dev.Blocks : 11 Nos.
?opulation i s Total o =S 1671l 907
vrojected on the
£ Census figures of S T ey
1971). S/ - 2,29,822

(Source - A Brief Note on the performance of IRDP in Jorhat District

During the 3ixth Pive Year wnlan »eriod, milch asnimals
were distribute?® to the S/T and S/C beneficiaries of Jorhat dist-
rict under the Pribal sub-nlan ancd Scheduled caste comvonent nlan
by the Animal Husbandry and Veterinary Devartment of the Govt. of
Assam.Besides, the D.7.D.A., Jorhat, also sumpnlied milch animals
to a member of SAT and S/C beneficiaries under the Integrated
Rural Development Programme which was initiated by the Govt. in
1979 as a major poverty alleviation Programme.

The evaluation study on the immact of suonly: of
milch animals among the S0 ang S/C beneficiaries of Jorhat dist
rict was talen u»n by the Directorate of Tribal Research Institute,
Assam, during the last nart of Octobker, 1984.Necessary correson-—

o YT

dences were mede to the imolement inag authorities of the concerned
schemes and they were requested to orovide the details of the
schemes and the lists of beneficiaries. The Devtt. of A.H. and
Veterinary, Govt. of Assam furnished their schemes, lists of bene-
ficiaries and Necessary clarifications etec, by the end of 1st

half of Aoril, 1985, The D.R.D.2.,Jorhat eould not supvly the re-~
quired data in time as the same were not readily available.Fowever,
The W BIRIDLA T orhat supplied a mart of the materials requiredi tor

the study only on 18th Sentember, 1986 as a result of constant

versuasions on our parts.
; Cotitd. . 3
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Necessary field data required for the study were
collected from the beneficiaries of the schemes in two phases.
In the first phase field data were collected from the benefic: ~
aries under Tribal sub-vlan and Scheduled Caste nlan during the
last part of Avnril, 1985. In the second ovhase D.R.D.A. enefici-
aries were interviewed and data were collected during the first
vart  of Octcber, 1986. It may be mentioned here that the bhenefi-

cisries under Tribal sub-plan and Scheduled caste Commonen

plan of Majuki sub-division could not be contaeted during the
first ohase of cur édata collection due to tre disruntion of road
communicaticn in the sub-division concerned. However, data from
the said beneficiaries were collected during our second phase

of field datéd ccllection.

ft-r receiving the beneficisry list from the concernsd
denartments, it was found that during the Sixth Five Year Pla.
veriod in the Jorhat District, 117 S/T'heneficiarits and 109 s/C
beneficieries received milch animels under Tribsl sub-olan and
Scheduled ceste Commonent vlan resmectively from the A.H. and
Vetérinary Deoartment, Govt. of Assam. The sub-division wise

break-up of the heneficiaries of both the schemes is az follows -

_TABLE <1, T

5&5:5iﬁfé135-‘"f-d‘§5;"5EFECF:Tlrlerle s’ No.of bineficiaries
¢ Lnﬁ £ B.SeBEL during B unde i stiel Rov dueineg
: ?"*h Zilla e A Sk elal ek
— e - s - - ——— PR —— . . -: - e . — P . - e - e e e IEIEE e i T e B T e e —
Majuli : 39 ! 25
1 ]
Jorhat , 41 : 347
1
Golaghat ; 37 % 46
PP i L o o e n | i T 0 s o i L e it e L palg | A e e el et e e s ] i i il S s i e . e e i v i 2 e s it M . S gt S
AW o S ¥ S ! 109
R A e D T e et e I L T R T I R e

/

Similerly, D.R.D.A., Jorhat also rovided loans to 457
beneficiaries, both S/T and S/C, to wurchase milch animals during
the Sixth plan reriod. It may be mentioned here that althouch the
DRDA,Jcrhat was est -ablished in 1979-80, due to *he disturbed: con-
dition of the State it started functioning only from 1983-84 .The

sub-division wise break-u» of S/T and S/C beneficiaries of milekr

\:Or‘td e 8 o o 94/'/"‘"
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animels of DRDA,Jorhat, during the veriod under discussion, 3

as follows:-
2

fin>

TABLo -1

s L LI o e o —
Bl odivisitonik i Tota il Nof ST : ] S(C. .
' beneficiaries. ' beneficiaries| beneficiaries

— - i e l e e e A m e —— = — = ——————

Jorhet ; ZALE) 0O \ 104
Majuli ? T4l 0 LR ' 10
]

Golaghat 123 1 i ey

B M U A e R s e
TS Eil Sl 457 1261 1T TIE6

S i L SDURATE Lot B SRR O IO ANSA . b 1 Lt ol L G ) i M DR M BT 7
MuTHODOLOGY

In order to collecct the necessary field data requir-
for the study a Household/Beneficiary schedule was orenared =
data were collected accordingly after interviewing * the selec
beneficiaries. It wes decided to collect field data Erom 10
the totsl number of beneficiaries, of both catagories(i,e,3/
5/C) under each orogramme ., The beneficiaries, who were inter-
during our: field investication, were selected at random.

Random sampling method vies used because of its simn?
and as it is generally regarded &s more representative becawu:
cach unit has equal chance of béing revresented. Lottery met
of random samnling was used for selecting the beneficiaries.
vles were select=d sevarately for cach sub-divisions so that
may have equal représentation. The lists of the beneficiaries
received from the concemned denartments were used for this ou.

The heln of the field officials like sxtension Office
Veterinary, Veterinary Field 2sstt. of the A.H. & Veterinary !
partment, Extension OFficer(credit), Rural Development worker:
PRDA of the concerned Dev. Blocks were +aken to identify the
cted beneficiaries as well as the animals supplied to them dv
our fijeld investigation.

The data collected both from the of ficial sources an:
from the selected beneficiaries at field level were systemati

; J
Orocessed, analysed and intervreted, which will be evident in
following Chaoters,

Gontda bt L neS =
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EVALUATION OF DISTRIT UTION OF MILCH ANIMALS
UNDsR _TRIBAL SUB-PLAN.

Milch animals in the form of local and cross breed
milch cow, local =nd cross bread heifer etc. were distributed
to 117 scheduled Tribe beneficiaries by the A.H. and Veterinary
denartment, Jorhat under the Tribal sub-nlan, during the Sixth
Bive Year "lan. The sub-division wise break-um of the No. of bene-
ficiaries under the scheme has already been shown in the nrecee-
ding chanter. The animals were suvvlied to the beneficiaries as
™I year wise nrovisions of different schemes as avoroved by the
Covt. of Assam. The details of the schemes, executed by the A.H.

) & Veterinery devartment under Tribal sub-plan during the Sixth

plan veriod in Jorhat district are as follows :-

In the year 1980-°1 the denartment concerned imolemented *
two schemes in connection with the distribution of milch animeals
to the S/T novula+tion. The detziled cstimate of expenditure of

cach scheme hed heen shown below.

1. Detailed estimate of exvenditures for Distribution of
Local Milch cow and one Heifer to Tribal pomulation
urcer Tribal sub-nlen durding the year 1980-81.

$. Cost of one loral Milch cow ace 4 to 6 teeth —R5.200°'00
Thre cow should be of 1st and 2nd lactation ¢
with milk veild minimum 1 kg.ner dav with
calf at heel. %. 50/-will be deducted in
case of death of the calf.

2. Cost of one local Heifer oregnant(3 to 5
(D}

| TR Rl JoEner) 2.l e anop
; 2: .14 0000
; Recurring_sssistence. '
- 1. Purchase of apnliances, materials - Rsle  ROLA0
{ 2. Cost of medicine - B S BT
3. Transnortation charge = e HRSIERI2ION (ORI
25,1550'00

Total cost off one unit =rws, 1L 550500

IT. Detailed Estimate of Exnanditure for Distribhution of
cross breed Heifer to Tribal novnulation under Tribal

e it . e s wom St et ot - R i e am mam A et e e m ve e i
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1. Cost of 1(one) number cr-oss breed - Rs. 2,800'00
heifer with Jzersy 3 to 5 months
Dregnancy.
AL ;
2. Cost of concentrztes and medicine = M, 21205 Uinlo)
3 H
3. Cost of transportation charges -___:“_@3____2§TQQ“_
Total = "s. 3000'00

Cost of 1(one) uwnit = Ps. 3, 000'Q0

In Jorhat district the above two schemes were immle-
mented during the yesr 1987-81 and as ver the vrovisions of scheme
No. I , 22 units were distributed toh22 S/T heneficiaries. Similarls
10 units were distributed to 10 SAT benefifiaries under scheme
No. II, The su-division wise break-up of No., of unit sanction:d,
No. of heneficiaries and other details of the two schemes under

discussion is shown below InfEable N ok s 2T

M2 BT =2

1980- 81
—.:_"‘"T_ 3 e R T e T ey it e e vt (o, (20 Sy e e 5n i - ot S i e e e Eh = EN i T TN
nub~D1vlsloq Scheme—T R (it SOl i o VIR T
____________________ Tl """'""""""""_if-‘l"“_'“ W TR REET R AT
'Wo.of Unit /No of henss Total LR of No.of  Total
sanctioned 'ficiaries' cost of Hrunit = benefi- cost of
: ! . the lunitd sanc- cleries the units
’ : . sSanction- tion- , Senctio-
‘___~__,-_-_:___._“____J,“__M___ﬂJmﬁfg:_-___J_%g:_lw___-_-JQQ§QL__‘__
I ; . :
Jorhat ! 8 (018 Rs81 2400/~ izt g Ps.9000/-
1
Majuli : 6 R (T 15 3oy Kelei oo g Al L gt Rs.12N00/~
(ClomRat— T) A , = ; .
! 1 (] 1 ]
Golaghat 8 S 5.12400/- | 3 3 Rs. 9000/-
! s

B e A e | = el Y R 4 o SR L e LU i e -t e = = fmi e s e e s e e
(oA S AR g1 L2 A8 134 SN0/~ Lindi0 3 i g Rs . 3.0000/=
i 1 4 ! i 1
R L S ol - —————— . it R (R e e " 1

MR LR s e et o p T R TS S PR

In the year 1981-82 only one scheme was implemented to
distribute milcal animels (cross breed Helfer) to SAT norulation ynde:z
fribal sub-nlan. The details of the scheme are 2s follows:-

Detailed swstimete of sxmenditure for Distribution
of Cross Breed Heifer to Tribel porulation under
Tribal Sub-Plan, 1981-82,

___..A-_.——-r..._-.“-—_.«-....“._-_u._... -

1. Cost of 1(one) number cross breed - RSia 20 BOEIAS
Heifer (Jersy) (2 to 5 months oragnancy)

2. Cost of concentrates and medicine (6 0465,/-)Rs, 1250w

3. Cost of transoortation charge - RS . 5/
ToEal 1= RSt 3008/

Cost of 1(one) unit -, 3000/~

COFEG s S T
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As ver the vrovision of the scheme 22 uynits were Sanc-
tioned for distribution in Jorhat district and the units were
distributed accordingly. The sub-division wise break-uvp of +he
No. of unit sanctioned, No. of beneficiaries ang the cost of units
€tc. bas been shewn in GablleS N G280

e e o ot et o e s it S

—_— . - e n e _——

& Lty LolSRa L G e SR R e 2 Lt PR A E AN R
R NORO R N = bere~- | Total cost of the
o aSanaiEd one gt M St S s T IR ) units senctioned.
1
e e T e 1 _-.: N _._..__.-._-__r_ ____________ ,....T _____ e e e e e e e s e e
' '
Jorhat - ! 7 : : SO NG/
. . ' U
Majuli , 8 : 8 ! Ps. 24, 000/~
(Jorhat-1) ! ! :
Golaghat ! 7 ; 7 ! Rss 21,000/~
e B v Sl G MR R ety T AT R 1% S T S S SR
ot 212 22 Rs. 66, 000/~
Similerly in +he year 1982-83 only one scheme, as stateqd
below, was implemented in Jorhat District under Tribal Sub-Plan
Detailed sstimate Of mxvenditure for Distribution of
Cross Breed Heifer to Tribal populetion under Tribal
BUb-plonyl 992 a3 Rl st Nl BRI e M (s,
1. \Cost"Of 1(on<)number CROSIsEbres ait Rse 2,800"'00
heifer (Jersy) 3 to 5 months oregnancy
2. Cost of concentrates on transit - DSl 250016
3. Cost of trensvortation charges - Rs. 75100
[ « Cost of medicine ezl RS P PN 00005
Total - ps. 3000'00
’ Cost of one unit =R 300000
r { According to +he provision of the scheme 32 units were
y fanctioned during the year 1982-83 for distribution in Horhat

District. It has been seen from thre lists of ttre bene ficiaries

for the year concerned that 32 uyni

ben=ficiarjes of the District. The sub-divisien wise break-unp of

ts were distributed to 32 S/T

the No, of undit sanctioned, No, of beneficiaries, cost of anims

N
E €tc. has been shown in table 2,3,

i. ContéoooonS/“
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L ABL= -2, 3.

Sub-divisioni " - R A 982 3BT et I e
No of units 7RG BE‘"“"""T7ESE51'ESEE'BE‘Eﬁé""_"
jSanctioned ' beneficiaries ' ynts sanctioned.

-._—_.----—--.-——-—-—i—-- T et e g e ol -._—.-_-.. e e e s e e

Jorhat : 11 e N L S e BTA A

!

Majuli J 12 ’ 12 ARSI 66 O/

Golaghat ' 9 R EC ' Rs. 27, 000/-

— e St P U T __.‘__.._.__..-.._..__.__._l......_.._.__.._.__-___.._._. _______
(ROt e S 32 ¢ 212 1 Rs. 96,000/=

In the year 1983-84 ' 31s0 only one scheme was apnroved
and imolemented for the distribution of milch animals to S/T no-
rulation under Triba] Sub-"lan.The details of the scheme are as
follows:~-

Detailed nstimate of Exvenditure for Distribution of
Milch cow to Tribal Pooulation unger Tribal Sub-plan, !
i2§3:§€;______*_____________.______________ Bl S
LeNCostERor " (one ) cross breed Milch cov(Jersy

Hefiana,sahiwal,sindhi,Tharoekon) with

calf at heel 1st or 2nd lactation, Milk

vield 7 to 10 ltr, fge 4-6 teeth - =R3 o4 RING /=

2. Insurance charge .4'50% ver head - Rs. 203/-
3. Transvortation cost - - Rs. 27/~
4. Cost of medicine - = Rs. 100/-
5. Cost of Utensil - - RS, 70/~

— —— - —

Total = Rs. 4900/=
Co-t of one unit - ps. 4,900/~

In this yesr the cost of the unit incrcased by 61 ‘g2
to the co=t of the unit of wnrevious year (i.e.1982—83), Altoge-
ther 19 units were sanctioned for Jorhat district and the units
were distributed accordingly. The sub-division Wisc break-un has
been shown in table No, 2, 4,

LEATER R

§ﬁﬁ:ﬁiﬁi§§55?~ _*—‘tﬁ‘—u—_—T§§§:é4——“"-**__-‘—‘-*ﬁ*t-—ﬁ_w—_ﬁ_-
fﬁé?‘BE‘GﬁiEg"T“ﬁai‘af“ﬁéﬁé:'765§£‘df"ﬁﬁé“ﬁﬁiEg“‘”‘

e e e ot EEaE ched

Jorhat T 8 y 8 Wity 307 00k, e Ry

Majuli f 5 AR (RS 524, 500 4

Golaghat ; 6 Rty ' ns, 29,400/

TdEEI_“:_-_'f"‘—"fénmq'—_—'?_""f§"___"_‘**T‘@:‘§§;f657:'_-“"—"—_
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In 1984-85 also only one scheme was imolemented for
distribution of milch cow under Tribal Sub-Plan.The scheme is
as follow:-

Detailed Sstimate of Lxoenditure for Distribution
of Milch cow to Tribal Poonrlation under Tribal sub-nlan,
Eoe e vl ey S SO R R T T
1. Cost of 2(tw03 Nos. cross breed Milch cows
(Jersy,Sehiwal,Sindhi) with calf af heel
lst or @nd lactation, milk ye L1d8u o108 =t

oer day, Age 4-5 teeth @ Rs. 4500/- - Rs. 9, 000/-
2. Trensportation cost. - RS. 30/~
3. Cost of medicine - Ps. 100/~
4. Cost of utensils = RS 70/~

b S e LY £,

Cost of one unit = R0 9 B0/~

Uncer this scheme 6 uynits were sanctioned for distribu-
tion in Jorhat district during the year 1984-85, We were told bv
the Dist. Veterinary officer, Jorhat during the meriod of our
data cellection, that although the units were suvposed to be dis-
tributed among 5 beneficieries of the district as ver the scheme,
the denartment had to distribute the units to 12 beneficiaries
following 2 decision of the Projeéct Implementation Committ._esg,
Jorhat,Majuli =nd Golaghat I.T7.D.Ps.The sub-division wise breakun
Of No. of units sanctioned, No. of ' :=neficiaries, cost of units

€tc. has been shown in table 12.25

M BTl 2125

———, ——

S o e s W 177 P bt b e S
NG P e e " CoSt of the unlts

= e ambeR i Bic ardes e T it LA

Jorhat T 2 ‘__--—“_ #; X . 18,400/-

Majumhi ' 2 4 "s. 18,400/-

l :

/ . :

Golaghat ! 2 ; 4  WiRse gl 00 /L
% i T MEE 2w A

DS e 6

ERBE Voo M
Now let us have a glimose of the nosition of distribution
of milch animals under Tribal Sub-Plan during the Sixth Five ¥ear
vlan meriod in Jorhet district 25 a whole, Year-wise nosition of
distribution including the amount sanctioned during the Sixth Plan

has been shown in ealile "Ne . 2, Vi
CORER o otare k0 /s
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§é§f~'_1ﬁ6fsf-55ﬁéﬁ§§TféE§I*ﬁ5T‘TﬁfaEéi‘ﬁaj—fijEEST_§ost of

Ry e S SRR O T sleay

: i S e S i S e O R
108081, | 2 (S5 1 32 ' Rs. 64,600/-
1981-82, 1 22 x 22 Rs. 66, D00/~
1982-83 , il 32 , 82 \ PBs. 96,000/~
1983-84' 1 L 19 o . Rs. 93,100/-
1984-85: 1 ks _4- 12 J Rs. 55,200/~
__TBESIT_:_—_'-——-d"":_Mffﬁ—"* :__fiﬁ_d_"'"ﬁ:-_@.3757400/—

From the above table it is seen that a total of
"S. 3,74,400/- was snent for distribution of milch animals to
117 8/T beneficiaries of Jorbat district under Tribal sub-vlan
during the Sixth Five Year plan period. The highest amount was
sanctioned in 1982-83 angd the maximum number of animals were
distributed during the year 1980-81 and 1982-83 respectively,The
lowest amount was sanctioned in the year 1984-85 ang as such
benefits could be given to only 12 beneficiaries which was the
minimum during the whole olen veriod under discussion.

Performance and Impact of the
Schemes.,

In order to study the impact of distribution of milch
animals among the S/T porulation of Jorhat district during Sixth
Five Year plan period,we personally met and interviewed Ol
claries who reccived milch cow under Tribal Sub-Plan. It has alre-
ady heen mentioned in Chanter -T that the beneficiaries were selec-
ted at random. However, it should be noted that out of 13 benefi-
claries interviewed by us, 5 belonged to Jorhat Sub-division,5
belonged to Golaghat sub-division and the rest 3 beneficiaries
belonged to Majuli sub-division.®f these 13 beneficiaries 2 rece-
ived locel Milch cow without calf, 3 received cross breeqd Heifers
and the rest 8 béneficiasries receivead Cross breed milch cow of
which 3 beneficiaries received cows without calf and 5 received
cows with calf., After @nalysing the data collected from the res-
pondent, with the heln of a schedule,
inte" ight,

the following facts came

Contd..uogll/—




-11-~

It was found that all the 13 beneficiaries possessed
milch animals before the milch cows supplied to them by the
A.H. & Veterinary devartment under Tribal Sub-?lan scheme during
the Sixth Plan. The number of milch animals mnossessed by a single
beneficiary, before teking benefit of the scheme, wvaries from
2 o310

As stated earlier 8 heneficiaries (61'53%) received
single animal as a result of the schemes which includes either
cross breed Heifer or cows without calf. The rest 38'46% benefi-
ciaries received cows with calf.

£11 the animals were supvlied by the denartment concerned .
BTut it was found on field varification that eéxcept one none of
the beneficiaries received eny facility of transnortation of the
animals from the »nlace of distribution to their respective vlaces
of residence or the tramsvortation cost as nrovided by the schemes.

Some of the beneficiaries hag to carry the animals to a distance

of 35 kms.from the place of distribution at their own cost. Only

one informant Sri Indreswar Pegu of vill.Borvomara, Jengrai of
Majuli Sub-division who was a beneficiary during the year 1984-85 =
and was a Chairman of PIC, ITDP, Majuli told us that his cow with
calf were transported to his place of residence by a devartmental
track. 30, it can be said that 92'3¥ of the beneficiaries did not
receivec anv benefit of transoortation though the nrovision for
the same wes there ineach of the schemes imnlemented under Tribal
sub-nlan for distribution of milch animals in the district concer-
ned during the Sixth plan period.

While the animsls suonlied to 5 (28'46%) beneficiaries,
out of 13, were in milk the other animals supplied to the rest
8" (61! 534) beneficiaries were dry at the time of distribution,

When asked sbout the quality of the animals sunplied +to
the beneficiaries, 69'23% of our resoondents infqrmed us that they
received animals of good quality. The rest 30'76% of our respon-
dents comnlained to have received animels of inferior quality.

Our data shows that out of 13 resvpondents 38'46% giq not
have any idea about the value of the animals sunvlied to them,
When we wanted to know about whether the orice of the animals
supplied to the beneficiaries was reasonable, half of the rest

61'537Y respondents told us that the pDrice was reasonable., The
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other half, however, exnressed their doubt about the reasonability
of the prices of the animals supprlied to them under the schemes.
53'84% of our total resvondents told us that their views

were taken at the time of selection of the animels. The rest 4 ¢ 1852/

of our resvondents informed us that thelr respective cattles were
selected through the system of ot ay

None of the beneficieries received a second sunoly  of
milch animals after the firkt one received by them. However, one of
our.informants Smt,Gunabala B quNo ESy i e P.0.-Charaighoria
under Dhekorgora Dev.Block of Jorhat Sub-division informed us that
she reccived a cross breegd heifer(pregnant) in the year 1982-83.
But unfortunastély the animal died after a few days of receint.zs
the heifer was insurred, she claimed the insurance amount and re-
ceived Ps. 2000/~ from the Nations] Insurance Company, Jorhat Branch
after about 6 months Of the death of the first supbly and nurchased
2(two) Nos. of local milch cow with one calf with that aﬁount.

All the resvondents informed us that they received 311
necessary help end co-ovmeration from the officialsof the A.H.&
Veterinary devartment in vrocuring the animals.

Out of our 13 respondents 1(7'69%) resvondent 3id not
DOSsS€ss any cattle shed. The rest 12(92'3%) resvondents, who rece -
ived milch animals under Tribal sub-nlan, however, possessed a
cattle shed, whith they corstructed out of their own fund.

Y& also collected data on the feeding orocess of the
catfle by the beneficiarics. It was fourd that 211 the 13 resmnon-
dents feed their cattles by letting loose their animels.Only 4
(20" 767) of our resnondente give fDccessienal, stall feeding to their
animals received from the denartment concerned ,while 69'23% of
Our respondents have the availability of grazing lan® for their
cattles, the rest 30'76% resmondents do not have such grazing lengd
for their cattles in their resoective localities. While 76'92y
of the resnondents nurchase the nccessary fooder from the market
the other 23 resnpondents Drocure the flodder locally. Regarding
e eves Roe le adlnl oy oot el et dota that 84'61% of the
resmondent beneficiaries yse mixed fodder to feed their cattle,

The rest 15'387 of the resnond

ecattle.

<Nt use rice bran to feed theirp
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Our data on average deily cost of feeding and maintenance
of the cattle show that 15'38/ of the beneficiaries do not srend
anything for maintenance of their animals., 15'38% of the resoon-
dents sovend less than Ps. 5/~ per day for feeding and maintenance
of their cattles. 7'69¥ of the breneficiaries spend Rs.572 ®oifs.10/-.
B8'4€6¥-of -the beneficieries srend Bs.10/- to Rs.15/-. 7'69% srend
Rs.15/~ to Rs. 20/- and 15'28% of the resvondents smend Rs.20/- and
ebove for feeding and maintenance of the milch animals supnlied
to them under the schemes. It was observed that all the resnondents
have adequate resources to meet the cost of maintenance of the

animals suvvlied to them.

The data on daily nroduction of milk of the animals sunn-
f| pied to the beneficiesries show that 30'76% of the resomondents re-
b T’i ceive less than 1 litre milk ver day. The daily milk yeild of

b 15'38” beneficieriesis between 1 to 2 litres 1 cay.Daily 7.68%
production of milk of another 30'76% resvondents is 3 to 4 litres

responden{sget milk between 2 to 3 ltrs. a day.
g 7'69% of the totzl respondents receive daily milk between 4 to 5

:

) litre. The rest 7'69% resnondents, however, get milk more than

5 litres a day.
| "hen enquired about the marketing facility for milk, all
the 13 respondents told us that marketing facility for milk is
avaibable in their respective arcas. We also collected informatior.
on the sale nrice of the milk. While 84'61% of our respondent
beneficiaries informed us that they get reasonable sale nrice for
the milk they sell, the rest 15'28Y% resoondents, however, declined
0 have receive reasonable szle price for their milk.
It was observed that in 84'61¥ cases the place where the
; { animals sumplied by the Govt.ore keot is 1inked by all weather roacd.
' In the rest 15'387 cases the condition wes not so.

Out of 13 resmondent heneficiaries we found only one to
be a member of milk oroducers co-orerative. The others do not have
any membershin of such co-overatives. In most of the areas, we
visited, milk producers Co=-oneratives are yet to be formed,

After analysing the data on utilisation of the product,
it was seen that 23'0® of the benefiei~ries do not yse milk for
their family consumntion., 46 '157 use milk between E litre to 1
; litre oer day for their family comsumption and the rest 30!'76¥%

of the resnondents use more than 1 litre milk ver day for their
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household consumption. Our data further show that 38'46%of the
beneficiaries do not hsve milk for sale, 23'07 of the benefici-
aries seli their milk in between 1 litre to 2 litres. 15'38% bene--
ficiares sell milk between 2 litres to 3 litres .and the resk
23'07% of the resvondents beneficiaries sell more than 3 litres
of their orocuced milk ner day,

Datas on Veterinery facilities ang seérvices, available
to the beneficiaries, were collected during our survey. Regarding
the distance from the blacel of the beneficiary to the nearest
Veterimery disvendary/centre we canl feayithat inW1s¥3 8y oo s ihe
distance is less than 1 km. In 38'46% coses the distance is in
between 1 km. to 2 km. 23' 07 of the beneficisries live at a dis—
tance betwecen 2km., to 3 km. from the mearest Veterinary dispen-—
sary/centre. In 7'gor cases the distance 45" between!3 kmito 4 km.
The rest 15'387 beneficiaries 1ive at a distance between 4 km.

to 5 km.from the nearest Veterinery centre. All the beneficiaries

under Tribal sub-vlan schemes, whom we interviewed, during our

survey informed us that they get the services of the Veterinary
staff in time. When asked about the availability of Necessary
medicines at t+he nearest Veterinary centres, 61'54% of our res-—-
poncents informed us that such medicines were availzbke at the
centres. The rest 38'46% réesnondents, however, +old us that nece-
SS&ry medicines were not avaibable at their nNearest Veterinary
discensaries/bentres.

We also collected data on follow u»n action tekep by the
devartment concerned after the imbwlementation of ‘the schemes ,Out
of 13 resvondents, 9 (69'23%) resmondents informed us that the
officials of the a.H. & Veterinary department

t0 sce the overation of the schemes and rendered necessary helnp

and guidance to them. The rest 4(30'7%) resvondent be

neficiarics
informed us that none

fram the department coneerned visited their
nlaces after the introduction of the Schemes,

Insurance of the animals supplied to the beneficiaries
is a vital noint bo note. It was found that while 53'84
beneficiaries under Tribal sub-plan insured thei
other 46'15¥ of the eneficia

% of the
r animals the
ries did not mnsure their cattles.,
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Tt was observed that most of the peneficiacirs were ignorant about

- the insurance orocedure of the anima-ls.

Oout of our total respondents 7 (53'847) resnondents told
us thaﬁ rheir animals supplied by the devartment died. Of these
7 resvondents 5 respondent beneficieries had insusurance nolicies
ageinst their cattles and 2 of them had received the commensation
from the insurance agencies. The rest 3 benef1c1aries did not re-
ceive the insured amount against their dead cattles t£ill the date
of our field investigation.

It was found that 2 (15'287) of our resnondents gither
sold out or exchanged with others the cattles received as a re-
sult of the schemes and thus divereted from the scheme. Shri
Bikuram Bori of N5.5 Santiour Mishing gaon under Golaghat sub-
division who was a beneficiary during the yeesr 1982-83, told us
that he had sold out the cross breed heifer suonlied to him by
the department as the animal did not conceive. Another beneficiary
Shri Bitiram Bori, who is & resident of Gamgiguri Santipur Mishing
gaon under Gelaghat sub-division and who was a beneficiary during
the year 1984-85 confessed after cross examination that he had
exchanged his C.B.(Jersey) cow with calf with another person for me
local cow and@ some amount of money (the informent declined to
Aisclose the amount) on the very date he received the cow from the
Aepartment. It should be noted that Shri Bitiram Bori owns abnut -
30 heads ~f cattle and about 20 Bighas of cultivable land.

Regarding treining in cattle rearing, it was observed
that while 38'46% of the beneficiaries under Tribal Sub-nlan rece-
ived training in cattle rearing the rest 61 '54% beneficiaries adid
not receive such treining.

During our field investigation we wanted to know whether
the eneficiaries had received Family Beneficiary card or not,
Affter analying our data on this particular asvect it has been found
that 38'46% of the beneficierjrs under T.S.P. received the Benc-
ficiary.a-ard. The rest 61'54Y of the beneficiaries did not receive
the same, v

It wes observed thet the cettle suovlied to the benefici-
eries are looked after either by the family members of both sex
or by hiered labourers who are generally male.The hierd labourers

of course CO other casual household works besides locking after
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the animals. Our Rata show that only 15'387¥ of the beneficiaries
had hiered labourers before the introduction of the scheme. The
rercentage of hiered lebourers rose upto 46'1l5 after the introdworl '«
duction of the schemes under discussion. So, it cen be said that
the schemes have been able to generate employment epportunities
to scme extent.

We also tried to assess the tntal epproximate annual
income and expenditure pattern of the beneficieary families from
all sources ewxcluding the income generated by the scheme. On the
basis of information. nrovided to us by the bkeneficieries on the
above mentioned asnscts we have classified our resmondnets into
certain categories. The position hes been shown in the following

table.
T ABLGg -2, 7

o - o - -— ———— i - - —— - - — = om = e - -t - =t

Categories of ' Income : Expvenditure
: . . . . - —e e o -—
éﬁcgme & mxpendl‘ No of bene-! % 'Wn. of bene-; %
t=e i ficiaries |} {ficiaries i
e e e S S, o ' _—
. 3000/-to \ ' ' '
Bs. 6000/~ ' 1 v 7'69 ' - roo-
1 ]
ns. 6000/- to ' ' ' '
Ps. 90N0/- ' 2 » 15'38 ' 4 ' 30'76
Rs. 9000/~ to ' ' ; :
Ps. 12000/~ ' 3 ' 23107 3 1 23'07
] ' 1
Rs. 12000/~to ' . ' l
Ps. 15000/~ ' 2 , 15'28 ! 1 \ 7'69
Ps. 15000/~ - ; ; ! : |
- & above ' 5 1 38'46 ' 5 : 38'46
) SFota-l - | 13t 997g8” t 13 1 99798
L H : ; ':

- aad ~—

Our data collected@ from our resondents ~n their total
approximate annual income before taking up the scheme, ner czoita
incrme calculated@ on the begis of their information and whether

the sclected family was under the noverty line or not have been

shown in a tabuler f£-rm below at teble 2, 8,

Contd....17/-
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TAB__LE _2,5 _8.
Name & address 'No. of !Total anprox.'Per capita}Whe;her_Ehe
of the benefieiaries femily ‘annual income income ,family falls
| 'members 'excluding the per month ,under poverty
i : lincome genera- 1line?
! ‘ted by the ! '
———— ——— k. ——_ascheme. _ ____ e e e
= R I SR B
1. Smti.Maddhuri Deori, 12 Rs.22,300/~ Rs.154'86 No.
Umner Deorigaon,
Nahatia,Jorhat.
2. Smti.Gunabala Pegu, 10 Rs.14, 000/~ PRs.116'65 No.
Charighoria,Jorhat.
3. Gokul ka.nan Bormukali,
Jorhat 13 R.10,000/- v, 64'10 Yes
4, Sri Lilaram Patir,
Chaighoria, Jorhat 25  #.15,000/- ®s. 50'00 Yes.

5. Sri. GeorgeB.a.ruahl Deori,
(Torgmas Deori)

Nam Deori gaon,Jorhat 10  ®s.11,200/-  ®s. 93'33 No,
6. Sri Indreswar Pequ,

Jengraimukh,Majgli 5 ©.42,000/~  Rs.700'00 No.

i 7. Smti Swaona Paying

Garamurh,Majuli 7  %.25,000/- %,297'61 No.
8. Sri Nomal Ch. Pecu, '

Jengraimukh,Majuli 8 *Rs. 5,800/- . 60'41 Yes
9. Sri Bikuram Bori, '

Gemariguri,Golaghat 15 Ps.25, N00/- Rs.138'88 No.

10.Srb Kalia Loing,
5 Santiour Mishing gaon, , '
] Gamariguri, Golaghat 6 Rs. 9,000/- m,125'00 No.

11. Sri Bora regu,

Gamariguri,Meravani,

Golaghat, 7 ®.10,500/-  ©5.125%00 No.
12.Smti 2ijoni Borah,

Trengalgaon, Kamargaon,
Golag"hato 6 RS. 7' 500/- Dg°1o4‘16 No°

13. Sri Bitiram Bori,
No.5 santi~ur Mishinggaon
y Gamariguri,Gedaghat. 15 #s.16,800/~ ®., 93'33 No.

- em am e S R e M Wm SR e @ em e e YR o ae am we e Ge ®e MR S AR o W A e e wm
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low the voverty line at the

schemes. The rest 10 (76'92%) beneficia-

ries were above the poverty line. So, it can be saigd that the

"to know from the beneficiari

es the
¢'be:neficiary, While 7(531

TABLE -2,19

_—— —— s -

| otecories oF additionai NG I rsss&’?‘a‘;a{““-‘““"‘; T
E annual income generateg , beneficiaries, . -1 :
* by the screme, - )
S ~. --_.-_--. ..r,.--- - ee e ean . wmy . N v “—‘—-—. — ity - ——
Nil ' 3 ' 23107
: Less than ps, 500/~ ' - ! -
;‘ ]
Rs.500/~ to rs. 1000/- ' 3 v 23'07
©.1000/~ to #s.1500,/- : 2 ,  1513g
[ ]
Rs.1500/~ to Rs. 2000/~ ' 2 ! 15'38
f ]
| Rs. 2000/~ to ps. 2500/~ ! - ' -
| P$.2500/~ & above ' 3 : 23107
% e e [
' “""*":»——-—-7—.-—---—-~--———-——-—'-~"5-~——-~~~‘—-'———- " — e
| —————— e ! —_ - ————-—

- e - e e v ——
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The data collected on the additional income generated by
the schemes show us that in 76'92¥ cases there has been an increase

of the per cavita income rer month. The nosition has been shown in

table No. 2,.10

] '
Name & address'No. of 1Addl.income'per cani-
of the benefi-)family  generated
ciary.

e ce cmmn - =

1.Smti Madhuri 12
Deori,Uvper
Deorigaon,
Jorhat.

2.3mti Gunabala
®egu, Chari-
ghoria,Jorhat

3‘Sri Gobul

Kaman, Bormukali,
Jorhat. " 13
4, Sri Lilaram
Patir,Chari-
ghoria,Jorhat 25

5.8ri GeergeHarrah,
Deori(Jorgmans
Deori)Nam Deori
Jorhat.

6 .Sri Indreswar
Pegu, Jengaimukh .,
Majuli 5

7.8mti Swapna paving
Garamukh,Majuli 7

8.Sri Nomal ch.Pegu,
Jengeimukh,Majulis8

9.3ri Bikuram Bori
Gamariguri,Gols~
ghat. 15

10

10

10.5ri Kalia Loying,

Santinur Mishing’

gaon, Gamariguri,

Golaghat. 6
11.8ri Bora Pegu,

Gamariguri,Meranant

Golaghat. 7
12.Smti 2ijsni Borah,

Thangatjgaon, Kamar~

gaon, G-olaghat. 6
13.Sri Bitiram Bori

No.5santinur Mishing

gaomGamariguri,

G-olaghat. 5

~19-

TABLE NO.2,.10

,members by the

'scheme.

Rs. 280000

1500'00

540'00

Nil

Nil

720'00
1920'00

2000'00

Nil

4320'00
540'00

2500* 00

2160' 00

- e e wm

)
1% of

\percapita'Per cavi-
‘ta income,;income/ ‘!ta income increa-
Iper month month ge- at the ise of
,at the sherated time of roercapi--
'time of by the investiga=-:ta inco-~
,taking the scheme. 'tion. me as a
1sc~heme, ! . ‘result
' : ' '‘of the
: ; - - L o . _ _ .\scheme.
L A__1_ . _I__&_- i1
Rs.154'86 Rs-19'44 Rs.174'30 12°'55
116'66 12'50 129*16 10'71
64'10 3'46 67%56 5'39
50'00 Nil 50' 00 Nil
93'33 Nil 93'33 Nil
700" 00 1200 71200 179
297'61 2285 320%46 . 7'61
60'41 20'83 81°%24 34'48
138's8 Nil 138'88 Nil
125'00 60°'00 185'00 48'00
125'00 6'42 131*%42 5112
104'16 34172 13888 133'30
93133 12100 _ 105133 _ _12'85_
Contd.. ,20/-
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The column on the percentage of increase of mer carita
income vper month as a result of the schéme, as shown in table
No. 2,.) indicates that there hzs been an increase of par canita
income per month in 10 (75'92%) ceses out of 13. The vercentage
of such increase varies from 1779 to 48 and it can be said to he
guite encouracing.

Through our study we tried to know the impact of rise
in family income due to the introduction of the schemes on cer-
tain conditions like the material improvement of the family,
health and sanitation, Housing, immrovement of drinking w-ater
facilities, education of the children, clothing of the family,
savings in Banks/post offices etc. Tur data in this regard show
that in 38'46¥ cases the impact was nil. 23'07% of the benefici-
eries utilised their additional income generated by the schemes

for the nurvpcse of construction or réepairing of their houseg and

" other household exienses. 71697 of the beneficiaries svent the

additional income for the purpose of education of their children,
Another 7'68% beneficiaries spent such additional income for
vroviding clothing etc. for their family members. The rest 23'07%
of our respbndent beneficiaries informed us that they had beer
able to save thzir additional income generated by the schenes,
cither in Bznks cor wost offices. |

We heve calculated the noverty line of the beneficia-
ries on the basis of the index fixed for it during the Sixth Plan
Pericd(i.e.ks,75/-m¢r cavita ver month 4+ 20”7 increase fér N.E.-
Pegion) , It was found that 76'92% of the respondents were already
above the poverty line when they were selected as benefifiaries,
The rest 23'07% beneficiaries were however, living below the po-
verty line. None of these 23'Q7: beneficiaries seem to have cross
the ovoverty line even after the introduction of the schemes.

When asked about the problems faced, if eny, in execu-
ting the schemes only 2(15'38%) of our resvondents informed us
that their

animals.

only vproblem is the artificial insemination of the
The facilities for artificial insemination are not av

ai~-
lable in most of the interior Veterinary Centres.,
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CHAPTER- III.

&VALUATION OF DISTRIBUTION OF MILCH ANIMALS UNDsR
SCHsDBULED_CASTE COMPONENT PLAN.

During the Sixth Five year‘ plen veriod milch animal®
were also sumnlied to 109 scheduled caste beneficiaries in Jorhat
district under the Scheduled Caste Component plan, by the Animal
Husbandry and Veterinary Department. The sub~division wise breakup
of the number of beneficiaries under the Scheduled Caste Comvonent
blen scheme has already been shown in Chevter-I(table-1.I).The
animals were supplied to the beneficiaries as ver yearwise nrovi-
sion of different schemes avoroved by the Govt. of 2Assam,The
details of the schemes executed by the 2nimal Husbandry and Vete-
rinary devartment under the Scheduled Caste Comoonent plan in

Jorhat district during the veriod under discussion are as follows:

In the year 1980-81 the devartment imvlemented two
schemes in connection with

Scheduled Castes peovole. The deteiled e
each scheme hes been shown below,

stimate of exXnenditure of e

I. Detailed estimate of Exmenditures for distributin
of Locel Milch Cow & one heifer to scheduled caste
population under scheduled caste comnonent olan
during the year 1980:31,

1. cost of one local milel cow 2ge 4 to 6 teeth --is, 800/-
Tre cow should be of 1st and 2nd lactation with
milk yieid minimum 1 ltr.per day with calf
at 22X Rs. 50/~ wiih be ¢oducted in case of
death of the calf,
2. Cost of one local

- orifer cregnent(3 to 5 - s, 16004
months precrarey)

-Recurring sssistence.
1. Purchase of apnli

ences,materials - - - Ps. 80/~

2. Cost of medicires - - - - P5, 50/-
3.Transnortation charge = - - =__®.__20/~
"Se1550;-

Total cost of 1 unit .. R, 1550/~

IT. Detoailed estimeote of exn-nditure for distribution
of cross kreed reifers t2 the scheduled caste novu-
dlation durine 1980-21.

1. Cost of one cross bieed heifer (Jercy)

3 to 5 months nregnancy. - "5, 28NN/~

2, Cost of ccnc:ntrat.s and medicine - ", 125/
3. Cost of transmnortation crarges L B8._ 75/
5. 3000/~

Totel cost of 1 unit . rs. 3,000,/-

COntdo % o 0229
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The above two schemes were imvlemented in Jorhat d£§€?§§f
in the year 1980~81 and as per the nrovisions of 8cheme No.t
14 units were distributed to 14 S/C beneficiaries. Under the oro-
visions of scheme No. IT 20 units were distributed to 20 s/c
beneficiaries of the district. The sub-division wise breékup of
No. of units sanctioned, No. of benefigiarics and other éetails
of the two schemes under discussion is shown in table 3.I below.

TABLE ~3,I
——————— 1= @ - = - - - - - DA™ ™ = = ® .- oi = aeeeeeoam e e
Sub-Divisionl - g - - . _ -1280-81_ _ T T O " - 77T -
o, Sc}_ler_r_xc_'Ng_.; . — e 1-_~E‘Lcl'_1-srge._Ng._II_E_._ - -
E No.of . No.of | Total INo.~f | No.of iTotal
» unit sand benefid cost of lunits | benefi+costof
V ctioned- | ciaried the units 'saneﬁb* ciaries uynits
o ! i sanctioned:oned._: 'sanc-
------- e - - - - 4o - - d oo 4ol _itioned _
' ! , : ' : =
Jorhat ' o J Bs.7750'00 ! 6 . 6 1 18000/~
J
Magli '3 g 1 Rs.4650'00 1 4 ' 4 . 12000/-
Golaghat ! : !%.9300'00 ' 10 ! 10 ' 30000/~
—————— J':——---:----:_Q—-—-l‘u-.—-:—--1'--——
Total - 14 14 Ps.21700/- 20 20 60000/~

It may be mentioned here that till 1981-82 the animals
were distributed from Jorhat only as the Majuli sub-division was
not created at that tims.

In the year 1981-82 only one scheme was imnlemented to
distribute milch a-nimals (cross breed Heifer) to S/C povulation.
The details of the scheme are as follows.

Detailed estimate of exver@iture for distribution of

cross breed heifers to scheduled caste povulation during

1981.82. o e

1. Cost of one No., cross Breed Heifer - BRs.2,8N00/-
with Jersey (3 to 5 month oregnancy)

2. Cost of concentratesand Medicine

Concentrants - 75'00 E
Medicine - 50' 00 - PBs. 125/-
3. Costs of Transvwortation charges - Rs, 75/~

Total - %.3,000/-

Cost of one unit gs. 3,000/~
As per the vrovisions of this scheme 22 units were sance
tioned for distribution in Jorhat district and the animals were
distributed accordingly. The sub-division wise breakuo of the
number of units sanctioned nubmer of beneficiaries and the cost
of the units etc. has been shown in table No. 3,2. .,
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Sub-division.

Majuli

-

In the
below, was
vopwglation
The

year 1982-83 also only one scheme,
implemented to distrif

2235
T]‘*BL.E‘ = 3.-.2
_____ 19BT=g o0 i antwrl phsts TR TR A 1 :
s g Sy A gt L AN -
No. of units ) No. of T LekalYeostifofthe
rsenctioned |t beneficiarigs; units sanctioned.
I 1 £
; 7 ., Rs. 21,000'00
! 4 \ Ps. 12,000t 0P
] 1
11 : 11 , Rs. 33,000'0n
Ao SR S S ] Vg el C SR e —
22 22 Rs. 66, 00N' 00

ui nent. »nlan,

| 1

Cost of one No.

te of exmenditure

@s stated

ute milch animals +o0 the S/c
of Jorhat district under the Scheduled Caste Compo-

details of the scheme arefas follows:-
r

Detailed estima
@ross brecd heifer
1982-83( continuous)

of cross Breed Heifer with
Jerscy 3 to 5 months pDregnancy.

2. Cost:of concentrate an% Medicine
Concentrate -—- 75 00 ; A :
A ER - 50'pp | On trensit - S . RISt
3. Cost of Transportation charges - -Rs. 75/~

Cost of one unit Rs.

3, 000/-

Total - ps, -3, N0ON/=

During this year 25 units were sanctioned for distribu-

tion among the 5/C pooulation and the units were distributed ace-

ordingly in

the district under study. The sub-division wise break

up of No. of uynits sanctioned, No. of béneficiaries and the total
J cost of units, etc. have been shown in Eabile 4Siige e oht
- TABLE ~3. 3
4
St T it i 2 gt el At A o= AN S g N o R
| Sub=Division = - <i= %9?2_8§ = T T A D AT T et
' No. of units! No. of benefi- Total cost of the
A '_ Sanctioned | ciaries, yunits.,
md——-.'-—-'-—-'-"-!‘—— ---'---——-—--—_.-_
Jorhat l 9 ' 9 5. 27,000 00
i i
Majuli : 7 ‘ 7 ife 21, 00000
i
Golaghat f 9 ; 9 5. 27, 000" 00
ISl Sealm = === o Rar e BkrT e sy (L R
Total) & 25 : 25 RS 5 5 RO 00
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Similerly, during the year 1983-84 only one scheme was
implemented by the A.H. & Veterinary dewartment to distribute
Cross breed milch cows under the Scheduled caste Comnonent Pla-n,
The details of the scheme are given belows-

Detailed estimate of exnenditure for distribution of

/cow cross breed milch /o scheduled caste povulation undar
Scheduled Caste Comoogent_glan:_

—— - ——

1. Cost of 1(one) cross-breed Milch cow =Rs s AN 6/
(Jerscy Harisna, Sahiwal Sindhi, Ttarnskar) '
with calf st heel 1st or 2nd lactation Milk
yield 6 to 10 litres.Age-4 to 6 teath

2. Insurance charge 4.50/ ner head R e A
3. Transnortation cost. - - RS PR
4. Cost of Mcdicine - = RS o O
53 W Cost of utensils - = RS . 70/~

s Total - Rs.4,900/-
Cost of 1(one) unit - 4,900/-

As in the case of Tribal sub olan, the cost of the unit,
distributeqd uhder the Scheduled Caste Comvonent Plan, in this
Ye€ar also increased by 63'3% above the cost of the unit mf‘mren
vious year (i.e.1982-33) ., Altogether 16 units were sanctioned
and distributeqg emeng the S/C beneficiaries during the year 1982..g4

The sub-division wise breakun has been shown in table ~-3.4

T L0885 BT S T Tl R e
SUb =D disd ontamit /S T & 0 T e, = e s e TIPS e
Y v+ No. of units s No. of ' Cost of units
R s AV gyt o ._sgngtéﬂgege_._bgngficiagies _sanctioneq,
]
Jorhat : 6 ; 6 ' Rs. 29,400/
Majuli R i L Bs. 19,600/~
- : -~ 1 ' =
el e S0 e R R Ao £'s 20075 N b o)
)
Total - 16 16 Rs. 78, 400/..

In 1984-85 also only one scheme was implemsn+ed uncer
the 8cheduled caste Component Plan +o Gistribute mijch ani

malis .
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The scheme is as follows:

Detailed estimate of exrenditure for distribution of o
cross breed milch cow to the scheduled caste nopulation
under scheduled caste comvanent nlan during 1984=85

{continuance)

—— —— i

TEEE W R0 s A3 20 D D T I T TR LS o Il T

1. Cost of 2(two) Nos. of cross-breed Milch
cow(Jerscy, Sabhiwal, Sindhi) with calf at
heel 1st and 2nd lactation milk yield

7 to 10 litres daily. - Rs.9, 000/~
Age -4 to 6 teeth @Fs. 4,500/-cach i
(including insurance charge)
2. Transnortation cost - = RS . 30/~
3. Cost of medicine ~ - 3 lofe) A=
4. Cost of utensils - - Ps. 70/~

Tota U =NmnE ORI O 7=
1(one) unit cost rs. 9, 200/~

Under the pnrovision of this scheme 6 units were sanctioned
for distrihution in Jorhat district during the year 1984-85.we
were informed by the Dist.Veterinary Officer, Jorhat, during the
Ccuxse of our ficld investigation, that although the units were
supposed to be distributed to 6 beneficiaries of the Adistrict as
rer the scheme, the department had to distribute the units to 12
beneficiarics, instcad of 6 beneficiaries, following a decision
of the Scheduled Caste Develomment Board of the three sub-divisi-
ons of the district. The sub-division wise breakup of No. of unit
sanctioned, No. of beneficiaries and the cost etc. bave been shown-

in table -3,5,
PERTEE =35

B S A

= I N T L S B W SRt g VISR iyt AT
Sub-Division | _1984-85

for = == P - = = e —_— - EET | e, (e T8 R e ] (e o

22
' No of units | Nolof benefi- Cost of the units

]

St o e e R Bl B G e
Jorhat : 2 ; 4 T e L= o g A
Majuli : 2 VAN | Rs. 18,400/<
Moo IR o On e s I 2

Total = 6 12 : RS E 4 200 /s R

Now let us see the nosition of distrirution of milch
animals under the scheduled caste commonent plan durine the Sixth

Five year plan period in Jorhat district as'a whole . “Vear-wise
R
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vosition of distribution including the amount sanctioned during

the Sixth Plan has been shown in table No. 3.6.

T2PLe_=3.5.

e e U e S e e T Lt T i

gt P 8 e e £ S T | e T e O A

] ] ]
Year No. of schemes®No.of units ,Total No. ! Total cost of the
timolemented. ;sanctioned. !of benefi-! units sanctioned.
_____ SRl E o R P T A e e dic s I e L S
' ' /
198n-81 2 ! 34 ' 34 ' Bs. 81, 700/-
1981-82 1 1 : 22 , 22 ' Rs. 66, 000/~
1982-83 | 1 W S L RS s e 2
1983-84 | 1 . 16 ; 16 ' Rs. 78,400/~
] ] 1
1984-85 ! 1 ' 6 : 12 ' k. 55,200/~
1 L]
' 1 ]
] ]
————— e o dat A ey = TSR S QT
Mot ? 6 i 103 E 109 HIRs33 560300/~
———————— — = m - —-———---————.--—I——-—*—_-—-—-—----

The above table shows that during the Sixth Plan neriod
of total of Rs. 3,56,300/- was sovent for distribution of milch
animals to 109 S/C beneficisries under the Scheduled Caste Comno-
nent olan in Jorhet district. The highest amount was sanctioned in
the year 1980-81 and the highest number of animsls were distribu-

ted during that yezr. The lowest amount was sanctioned in the yeear

1984-85 and as such benefits could be given only to 12 S/C benefi-

ciaries which was the minimum during the whole vplan veriod under
study.
EERTORMANGE 20D IMPACT OF THr SCHuMis,

We mersonally met and interviewed 15 S/C beneficiarics,
who received milch animals under the Scheduled Caste Combonent
olan during the Sixth Plan ~eriod, with a view to study the imoact
of the distribution of milch animals to Scheduled Caste nonulation.
It should be mentioned bhere that though as oer the orovision of
our study we were supposed to interview only 11 No. of S/C henefi=-.
cieries, we had to take 4 more cases as it wes observed during the
course of our field investigation that in a good number of selected
cases either the animal suonlied to the beneficiary died or the
beneficiary diverted from the scheme. So it was felt necessary to
study a few additional cases in order to have a better insicht on
the performance and impact of the scheme implemented to distribute

milch animals to S/C vonulation of the district under study.These
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vosition of distribution including the amount sanctioned during
the Sixth Plan has been shown in table No. 3.6,

T2PLs -3.5.

- [ []
Year WNo. of schemes®No.of units Total No. E Total cost of the
timolemented. sanctioned. !of benefi-! units sanctioned.
' ' [} [}
. - _ ‘ciaries. 4 -
N S it S St Sl il Sl
____________ e - T
[ ] ] [] )
' ' 4
198n-81 2 ! 34 ' 34 ' . 81,700/~
1981-82 1 X 22 , 22 ' ks. 66, 000/-
1982-83 | 1 . 25 ' 25 » ®s. 75, 000/~
]
1983-84 | 1 ' 16 16 ' Rs. 78,400/~
’ ' 1 )
1984-85 ! 1 ' 6 : 12 ' Rs. 55,200/~
[} [}
] 1 '
; ! .
————— .— - e= -— as - — '— - [ J— -— - i- - - - - E S - o - - - -— = -—
Total -..t 6 i 103 ; 109 : Rs.356,300/-
----------------------- P - - o . - - - - -

The above table shows that during the Sixth Plan veriod

of total of ks. 3,56,300/~ wes svent for distribution of milch
animals to 109 S/C beneficisries under the Scheduled Caste Commo-
nent olan in Jorhat district. The highest amount was sanctioned in
the year 1980-81 ang the highest number of animals were distribu-
ted during that yesr. The lowest amount was sanctioned in the year
1984-85 and as such benefits could be given only to 12 S/C renefi-
ciaries which was the minimum during the whole vlan reriod under
study.

EERFORMANGE 2ND_IMPACT OF 7Hs SCHuMiS,

We mersonally met and interviewed 15 S/C beneficiaries,

who received milch enimals under the Scheduled Caste Combonent

plan during the Sixtbh Plan ~eriod, with a view to study the imvact
of the distribution of milch animals to Scheduled Caste vooulation.
It should be mentioned here that though as oer the orovision of .
our study we were supposed to interview only 11 No. of S/C benefi=.
cieries, we had to take 4 more cases as it was observed durincg the
course of our field investigation that in a good number of selected
cases either the animal suoplied to the beneficiary died or the
beneficiery diverted from the scheme. So it was felt necessary to
study a few adAditional cases in order to have a better insicht on
the verformance and impact of the scheme implemented to distribute
milch animals to S/C vonulation of the district under study.These
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acdditional cases will not, in @ny way, hamper the anslysis and .

interoretation of our data.
Ouelof ourils resovondents 5 belonged to Jorhat sub=-Division,
/anekﬁgwﬁiéiogsgi%%gzgds%Er%égtiiogub—division. Of these 15 bene-
ficiaries 2 received local milch cows with calves, 8 received cross
breed heifers (a_few heifers were oregnant at the time of sumonly),
4 beneficieries received Cross breed cows with calves and cne of
the heneficiaries received a cross breed cow without calf.

It wes ohserved, =fter anelysing the data, that out of 15
beneficiarics 9(60v) beneficiaries bad their own milch animals
before the milch animals supolied to them under the Scheduled
Céste Commonent plan during the Sixth plan eriod. The remeining
6(40%) beneficiaries, however, did not DOSsess any milch animal
at the time of taking the benefits of the schemes.

While 9(607) of the resnondents reccived single animal
a5 a result of +he schemes, which includes cither Cross breed

5 heifers or cows without calves, the rest 5(a0r) resnondents rece-—
ived cows with calves.

The animels in all the Ccases, were supvlied by the A.w,

& Veterinary devartment, But all the beneficiaries informed us
that they did not receivec any facility of transportation of the
eanimals from the blace of distribution to their resvective nlaces
of residence or the cost rrovided by the schemes for transvorting
the animals,

Out of 15 beneficieries S8l Ao e v milk producing
animals from +he denartment. The rest of the animzsls received
by 10 of our resvondents (56'667) were,  however, dry ot the time
of ruceipt,

‘When asked about the quality of the aaimals subnlied to

- the resnondents, nonc comnlained to heve received animels of
inferior quality exceot one (6'66%) .,

Our data reveal thet out of 15 resnondent._ beneficiares,
80/ beneficiaries did not heve any ides about the value of the
animels supnlied to them. The rest 207 of our reswmondents, who
had some ideca »bout +pe value, however, informed us that +he nrice
of the animeis supnlied to them was reasonable.,

26'66Y of our total resnondents told us thet their views

were taken at the fime of selection of the animels.The st 73y g
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»f our resoondents informsd us thet their resvective cal " =s
were selected through lottery. .

None of the beneficiaries received g second supvoly of
milch animals after the fisst cne they received as a result of
the schemes during th= Sixth Five Ye2r Plan.

The resnondents informed us that they received all nece-
ssary helvn and co-omeration from the officials of the A.H,&
Vetcrinary‘dcpartmunt in »rocuring the znimals. Only one resncn-
‘dent,Sri Damkbaru Dac of Kamalabari, Mejuli complained that the
devartment concerned should heve réleased the trensoortation
cost and the cost of medicine, es nrovided in the schemes, to
the beneficieries which they did rot,

Excent 1(6'66%) all the resoondents(93'33%) possessed a
cattle shed ©o keep their animels v'hich ofcnurse, they constructed
ettt of their own funds.

Our d~ta on the feeding orccess of the cattles bv the

"beneficiaries show that 211 the resnéndents feed their aniinzls

by letting lcosz their cattles. Only 4(26'667) resmondonts told

us that theyv give occassional stall feeding to their cattles re~
ceived from th: department concerned. 73'33% of our resvondents
informed us that they have the availability of grazing iéné‘for
their ccttle. The rest 26‘6?% beneficiaries however, do not have
such land in their resvective localities., while 607 of the reswnoir.
dents wurchase the Pecessary fodden for their gattles, the reat

-4 resvondents ovrocure the fodder’ locally. Regarding the type ©f

fodder we can say that almost 311 the bcnéficiarics use mixed
fodder to feed their cattles. ~

Our deta on the average daily cost of feeding and main-
tanance of the cattle show that 4% of the beneficiaries do not
smend any amoney for the meintanaznce of their cattle received as
a result of the schemes. 13'33% of the resmwondents srwend less than

Rs. 5/~ ver day for feeding their cattles.Anouther 13'33V resmon.-

dents so:nd ;. 5/~ to N, 10/~ ver day for feeding, 204 of the ben...
ficiaries s»end in between 8. 10/- to Rso 15/~ ver day for feeding

their animels.fhe rest 13'33% of our resv»ondents told us that théy
spend Rrs. 20/« or above vei day to fe:d the animals supplied +to

them,
The data cn deily ~roduction of milk of the animals sup-

lied to the herneficiaries show that the deily milk yield in case

nf 60¥° resnondents is @ith.r nii or it is less than 1 litre.
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It is 1 litre to 2 litres in 20Y cases. 6'667 resnondents get
milk between 4 to 5 litres a day. The rest 13'337 resvondents
however, get milk more than 5 litres a day. A compnarative analysis .
of the data on the cost of feeding and milk yielding shows thrat
the 13'33¥ of the beneficiaries who get milk more than 5 litrres

a day, spend an amount in between Rs. 5/- to 9. 15/~ for feeding
their animels. In case of the 6'66Y beneficiaries who get milk
between 4 to 5 litres a day, the feeding cost is between Rs. 5/-
to Bs. 10/-, The rest 20/ beneficiaries whose deily milk yield is 1
-1 litre to 2 titres, srend less than R. 5/~ for feeding their
enimals. S0, it can be said that thei® is a relation between the
cost of feeding end daily production of milk. The milk vield is
higher, if the cost of feeding of the asnimals is higher.

When asked about the marketing facility for milk,‘all tha

15 resnondents informed us that marketing facility for milk is
available in their resvective aress. 2bhout the reasonability of
the sale price 92'33% of our resnondents told us that they receive

. reasonable nrice for milk if they sell it. The rest 6'66% of the

resonondents, however, Adeclined to have received reasonable sale
price for the milk they sell.

It was noticed that in 80Y cases the nlace where the ani.-
mals, supplied by the Govt. under the Scheduled Caste Comvonent
Plan, are kent is linked by all weather roads. In the rest 20/
cases we noticed a negetive condition.

h Among the Scheduled Caste beneficieries, whom we inter-
viewcd durlnc our field investigation, we did not find any one
to he'a mcmbur of any milk producers cooodrative socicties as sven
societies are yet to be formed in almos® all the arcas we- visitzd,

After enalysing the data on utilisation of the product
we cen say thet 33'33% of the S/C beneficiaries under Scheduled
Caste Component ™lan do not use milk for their household consump-
tion. 46'66% use milk between ¥ litre to 1 litre for their own
consumntion and the rest 207 of the resnondents use more than °
litre milk ver day for their family comsumntion. Our data shows
that 80% of the beneficiaries do not have milk for sale. 6'66%
of the beneficiaries can sell maximum of 1 litre milk per day.Tiw:
rest 13'33¥ of the resrondent beneficiaries, however, sell more
than 3 litres of their milk yield ver day.
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During our field investigation data were also collected
on Veteripnasry facilities and services available to the beneficia-
ries. Our data on the distance from the olsce of residence of the
beneficiaries to the mearest vetefinary disvengaries/Centres
show that in 13'23% ceses the distance is less than 1 KM, In 40%
cases the distance is 1m between 1 K.M. to 2 K.M. 200 of the bene-
ficiaries live at a distance between 2 K.M. to 3 K.M. Tn 13 '33%
cases the distance is between 3 K.M. to 4 K.M. The rest 13'33%
benef1c1ar1es, however, live at a distance which is more than
5 K.M. from the nearest Veterinary Centres. All the resovondent
beneficiaries, whom we interviewed during the course of our
field study informed us that they get the services of the Veteri-
nary staff-whenever required. Regerding the availakility of nece-
ssary medicines at the Veterinery dispensaries/Centres, 93'33%
of our respondents informed us that such medicines were available
at the centres. The rest 6'66% beneficiaries, however, told us
that such medicines were not availakle.at their nearest Veteri-
nary dismensaries/Centres..

We 21s0 collected data on followuo action taken by the
:deoartmgnt concerned after the imnleme&ntation of the schemes. Out
of 15 beneficiaries, under the Scheduled Caste Comvonent Plan, whom

we interviewed 73'33% beneficiaries told 'us that the officials of
the A.H. & Vetcrlnary denartment paid visit to them to see the

oweration of the schemes and rendered necessary heln and guidance.
The rest 26'66¥ of our resoondents, however, informed us that no
one from thc denartment concerned visited their vrlaces to see the
oneration of the schemes. )

After analysing the data on the.insufance of the animals
supnlied to the beneficiaries it was seen that while 73'33% bene-
ficieries insured their animels at the time of taking them from

the devertment the rest 26'66% beneficiaries did not Ao so. It was
also: observed, in most of the cascs of beneficiaries. who insured g
their resvective, animals, that their insurance volicies had become
invalid due to non vayment of the Necues<ary pfemium. It wes further
noticed that the beneficiaries were ignorant about the vrocedure
of. insurance of their cattle.

Out of 15 resmondents 7(46'66%) respondents told us that
their animals supplied by the department died. Of those 7 resvone-
dents only.2 resnondents, who had valid insurancc volicies, rece-
ived the® commensation from the insurance agencies.,
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It was found that'4(26'66%) of our reswondent benefici-
aries had diverted from the schemes either by selling out their
animals received as a result of the schemes or by keeping it
under-someone else's custody.Cases of such nature have been
cited below,

(1) Smti Binu Saikia of Vill.- Machaxhat, Jorhat who was
selected as a beneficiary during the year 1982-83 and as a result
received one cross Breed Heifer (Pregnent) on 27.12.83. The Heifer
gave birth to a female calf after a few days of receint. But the
beneflclary sold the animals to Sri Bakul Das, Rtd. S.D. O0.,P.W.D.
of village Macharhat, Jorhat, for Bs. 2000/-. Sri Das also could
not keep the animals and he sold them out to one Nepati verson of

Garmush.

(2) Sri Dambaru Das of vill.Ksmalabari, Majuli, was a be-
heficiary during the year 1983-84 and he received one Cross Breed
Jersey Milch Cow from the A.H. & Veterinary devartment on 29.12.84,

When we met Sri D-as on 2.10.86 at his re51dence he could not wro-
duce the cow. He told us thet he had kebt the cow and the calf in
one of his friend's house.

(3) Sri Saruvei Das of Dheklajull gaon under Majuli sub-
Division was selected as & beneficiary during 1980-81. He received
one Cross Breed Heifer from the A.H. & Veterinary devartment on
18-7-82. Sri Das told us that he kept the animal for about three
months -after receiving it. But he had to sell it to Sri Deven
Goswami of Kamelabari Belegkhutia setra, Majuli for Rs.1200/- bec-
ause ‘of his very voor economic condition.

(4) sri Baputa Das of Krishma Swaml gaon, P.0O.Meravani,
Golaghat was a beneficiary during the year 1902-83 Sri Das recei-
ved one cross breed heifer on 12.1.84. Sri Das informed us that the
animal supplied by the department did not concelveArtificial in-
semination was done for four times but all were in vain. So being
frustrated the beneficiary sold out the animel. (It should be
noted that in 1982-83 the scheme was for dlstrlbution of Cross
Breed Jersey helfer with 3 to 5 months oregnancy)

Excent 1 (6'66%) none of the resnondent beneficiaries
under the Scheduled Caste Component Plan received any training
in cattle rearing.
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While 53'33% of the beneficiaries under the Scheduled
Caste Comnonent Plan informed us that they have receivegd Family
Beneficiary card, the rest 46'66% beneficiaries denied to have
received such cards.

It was noticed that the animals supplied to the benefi-
ciaries are locked after either by the family members or by hired
labourers. Our data show that only 13'33% of the keneficiaries

.bad hired labourcrs before the introduction of the schemes .The
Percentage of hired labour<rs has increased to 26'66% after the
introduction of the scheme which indicates that the schemes have
been able to generate emoloyment opportunities to a certain extent,

- After analysing the data on the total approximate ann-
aal income ana exrenditure pattern of the beneficiary families
from all sources, excluding the income generated by the scheme,we
have classificd our Tesvondents into certain categories as shown

-1in the following table |, ‘

-—_--——_—-----

= e e e Y - . - e

Categoriecs of annual :_ :Igc;mé : o ? fb;n;ngigu;er ~~~~~
income & expenditure ‘No. of genel - 1%' H go? ;f_b;n;¥?‘—s; -
— - e - _ ; - - lfgcgagiss_:_ - _'_ficiagigs_“‘: _____

Less than »s. 1000/- 2 : 13'33 : - ' -
5. 1000%-to ».2000/- -, - : 1 ! 6'56
Ps.3000/~to Rs.6000/- , 3 ' 20'00 3 ' 20'00
Rs.6000/~to Rs.9000,/~ b . 6'66 ’ 3 | 20'00
R.9000/~t0 #5.12000/- | 2 1 13123 ! 2 | 13033
%.12000/~to 1s.15000,/- ; 3 i-20v00 - 2 P 13133
- - BV &gbove G 4 izeves ' R
Total P15 g 99'99 1 35 1 99198
!

o v v s
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(Boverty dline has been callenlated on the basis of Rs. 75/-per—
Cavite n2r month income -2 increese of income for N.E Region

during Sixth »lan making it to s, 90/~ per canita P.m.)

The sbove table shows that out of 15 beneficiaries 8 bene-
ficiaries (52'33%) were living kelow the poverty line at the
time when they were Sclected as beneficieries under the schemes.
The rest 7(46'66%7) beneficiaries were in no way living below +he
boverty line. So, it becomes evident that the concent of noverty
line was not strictly considered as = criteria for selecting the
beneficiaribs,, by the authorities who selected the beneficiaries,

When asked akout the hasis of selection, 10(56'66) of
our resnondents told us* that as far =g they know, they were seleco-
ted duw to their noor economic condition. 2(13'23%) of our res-
nondents said that they were selected to take up a new occuvation.
The rest 3(207) beneficiaries WELE 'Scen to have been selected due
tc some other reasons like their personal or political influences.

We héeve elassificd the resvondent bhencficiaries intolcer—
tain categories of incrme grouns, 2s shown in the tollowing table,
on the basis of.the date vrovided to ys Py the beneficiaries on
their additiecnal annuyal inc me generated by the schemes.

TPPLE -3,9

e e

|
1
I
}
"
|
{
I
I

— S e Leme g e S T R Y

Categories of additional Wo. of responduit,

L}
L}
annual income JenNerated byfbcnuficiarics. {
the schemes. : !
! [}
NIL ! 7/ : 46'66
Less than s, 500/- ' o E B!
’ss 500/- to @.1000/- f 3 ! 20'0n
Rs. 1000/~to Rs.1500/- ' - : &
(]
Rs. 1500/- t~ 2000/~ ' ~ ' ~
. 2000/~ to ps. 2500/ ! o E 2
it S A R ' 5 j 3323
Total - i 15 E 99199
__._.__..........._.—___._._".._._..,___.__._..l...._..._.__..__

Contaies's s 354




The above table shows thet in case of 7(46 '66%) benefi-
cierdes the additional income is nil. These beneficiaries could
not ¢2rn anything out of the schemes cither because of their
diversion from the scheme or due to the deeth of their animals
supplied by the devartment before giving milk. Out of these 7

beneficiaries 3 diverted from the schemes as mentioned earlier.,

~

Qut ~f total resovondents 3(20%) of our resoondents were earning
an additional annucl income in between "%.500/~ to vs. 1000/-.
Unfortunately the aninal belonged to one of thése three bencfici-
aries died. The rest 5(33733%) beneficiaries, however, earned an
additional annual income whidh was ore than ps. 2500/-.But the
enimals supplied to 2 of the beneficisries of this group also
fcund to be derd 2t the time of our investigation and cne bencfi-
ciary who belcnced to this grouw diverted from the scheme.

t& collected on the additional incame generated by
the scbem@@imniehen;ed under the Scheduled Caste Comnonent Plan,
indicate an increase of per capits income ver month as a result
of the schemes i1 53'2 2y Cases. But it should be mentioned here
that in 50% of these 5313 % cases the additional income gunbratud
by the schem:s s~ooped either due to the death of the cattle Su-
pplied to the 1 1eficiaries or because of the diversion of the
beneficia i
3,19. below.

Contdl, . ..36,

€s firom the scheme. The vosition heas been shown in table
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Name & adf@ress iNo.of famllv.ﬁdﬁl income \Per-canita \Per-canita ’mer-canita ' o oF 1ncruﬁ Pemarks.
>f the benefici- ;members . igenerated by,income ver Jincome ner 1ncomb 1nclu— asa of menm
ary. ; the scheme. ,month at the month gene- ding the in-i canita 1n4
: : 'time of takingirated by 'come genera-, come as a'
: ; s the scheme. ithe scheme.ited by the ' result of’
I ' i U scheme . v the schcmH
T R e A B e U S Ak o e T o o (e T e g e s L o T e e e el 2 o e i e R o5 = = == = - TR e R e B e S e B T T e
LRl e S TR R e SR PR - SSRGS ST H R NS e i 1 e S RIS e N
. 1,.Smti Binu S=ikis, 5 Nil g, gn'nn = 2 3 The heneficisry
Macherhat,Jorhat . R e
scheme .
2.Smti Sarulata Hazarika, 6 Rs.3,500.920 . 166.66 Rsa 51.0N Rs. 216 .66 30.00 The cow died,
Natun Gashmur,Jorhat=7
3.Smti Bhobi Das, 12 Nil s, 69 .44 s 5 7 LN e

Garualchuncgi, Dharigaon,

Via-Kakej=n, Jorhat . after 2 months

of receint.

_-,Srl Tltaram Das, 7/ RsEenm . 210 360 0) Rs. 89.28 RS GRS e7 Ps. 97.85 9.59 The cow and thre
*1chungi, Dharigaon, calf Adiecd after 2

Jophat. ; Vears ofNrecednt,

B Srd N?raynp D-2s, 16 Fs.4, 800,00 Rs . 62.50 Rs. 25.00 Pg. 87.50 40,00 The cow disd Aue
Germur, Itckhuli,Jorhat. to food poisioninag.

5.53mti.82rumai Dag, 5] N5 Q00 DN Ps. 333,213 ¥. 12.50 Rs. 345,83 2 675 -
Kamalabari,Majuli.

7.3ri Damberu Das, 6 Psald, 600,00 Ps. 466,66 . 5N.00 Ps. 516.66 1t ()57l The keneficiary
Dhekiajuli, Garhmurh, - - diverted from the
Majuli. scheme .

8.5ri Saruv~i Das, 6 Nil N, 8.33 Nil Nil Nil Ealals
Dhekiajuli,Majuli. '

2.3mti Bina Das, 7 P5.2,600,00 RS N8 S Bsi, 4285 e, ALE1S) 570 29.99 e
Kamarvatty,

Golachat,

C(—'ntr::c LR ) .-.-7
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10.5ri Gethuram Deas, 7 Nil Ps, 238.79 - - - The cow »nd the calf
_ Mahutgeon,Bokoleai, _ . - Aled after a few

Golaghat. ' : ' . : months of receint,

11 .Smti S $uweli Des, 1 Rse 60N NN s, 50,00 Rse 5N.N0  ps,10n0,00 100, N0 -
Ra janekhet,Golaghat. : :

12.8ri Adhalia Das, 6 Nil = - R, 77.77 - - : - The c-mw Aied.
gacharihat(khomgaon)
solaghat.

13.Smti Terai Seikia, 6 Nil %, 416,66 - - L - -R0-
Chandmeri, Golachat.

14 .Sm#ti Bulu Das, 2,6N0,00 ps. 1 P 0 N

| No.L. Kaibartagaon, 6 RS.2,6N0.90 ©ps. 166.66 Se  50,0° Pe,216.65 3n.nNn -
' B Morangi,Golaghat.

15.Sri Bawuta Das, 7 ‘Nil %5, 66.66 - - - The beneficiary
Krishneswamigaon, : . diverted from the
Meravani,Golaghat. ' * scheme,

§ - comtd.¢°0038°
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The coloumn on the rercentace of increase of Per cawvita

income per month, as shown in table No, 3,10 incicates that the

per cabita income ver month of 8(53"'33%) beneficiary families out

of 15 increased as a result of the schémes. The percentace varies

from 3'75 to 100'00. The remark column of the same table further

indicates thet only 4(26'66) bencficiaries out of 15 were cetting
an additional incbme at the time of our investigetion.In case of
thé remaining beneficiaries the additional income is either nil

Oor it stonped because of the death of the animals supplied to them
Oor their diversion from the schemes as 3stated earlier.

Cur data on the impact o~f rise in family income, Adue to
the intrcduction of the schemes, on certain &mditions ]ike the
material improvement of the family, health and sanifation housing
improvement of drinking water facilities, educstion of the chil-
dren, clothing efH the femily, savings etc. show that in 3384
cases the imvact was nil, 13'33% beneficiaries, under the schedu-
led Caste Component plan, utilised their additional income for
material improvement 1ike rurchase of sewing machine and making
of gold ornaments etc. Another 6'66% beneficiaries sment their
additiona-1 income for providing clothing ete. for their family
members. The rest 6 '66% resnondent heneficiaries reported that
they had been able to save the additional income generated by the
schemes in Banks or Post of fices.

Regarding the problems foced in €Xccuting the schemes only
2 (13'33%% of our resoondent beneficiaries informed us that their
only problem is the artificial insemination of the animals. Excent
this particular problem, no one comolained t9 have any other pro-
blem in keeping the animals supplied uynder “the orovisions of the
Scheduled Custe Component Plan during the Sixth Plan period.
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CHAPTER - IV.

EVALUATION OF DISTRIBUTION OF MILCH ANIMALS UNDER
I.R.D.P. SCHaMsS IMPLEMENTED BY D.R.D.A,JORHAT.

The D.R.D.A., Jorhat also supplied milch animels to
457 Scheduled tribke and Scheduled Caete enefidiaries, under »
number of schemes, during the Sixth Five Year oulEin Tesieal@e], A
hes been mentioned earlier in Chavter —-I that out of 457 bene-
ficiaries 251 belonged to Scheduled tribe communities and the
rest 196 beneficiaries belonged t- Scheduled Caste communities,

A totel svm of ms. 17,29,930/- was s-nctioned for Adistributinc

milch animels to the S/T and 3/C beneficiaries of which Rs. 7,40, 6¢

was relcesed as subsidy. The categoryv wise breakun of amount =nd

subsidy sanctioned by D.R.D.A.,Jorhat during the Sixth nlan hss
been shown in the following table (table -4.1).

TARL: 4.1
: L
- — — — ! - - — — — .", — — — — I — — - — — — — -' — — == — — - — - — -
Categories of 1No of i Amount sanc- :Subsiﬁy
the beneficiaries.iberefi- , tioned 'sAanctioned.
:ciary. ' I
H
—— — — — —-— - — _— — —I- -— — - — ’ — — -~ — — — — — — —_— - -
Scheduled Trire ! 261 v Rsa 10 45 GOV 5 1n 957/~
1 1)
b =Tg 5 L oy
_Schedulcﬂ Caste . 196 )P 6,84, 28“/—: 2 595/-
iy ST 30 L s B A L e Sl i 2
L el O Vs v 5. 17,29,920/=1 s, z 10,6527-" ~

- - - - - = ...——.——-...

The sub-divisi-n wise breakun of the amount and subsidy

sa nctlﬂncd for distributing milch animals to S/T & S/C bercficia

by DRDA,Jorhat has been shown in table -4.2.
TABLE -4.32.

-—-——----.—..--....ﬂ:-..—.........__l-...—-__....

Sub-Aivision T GafeJorics merm .of ~ {amount ~ “Subsidy sanc-
\ beneficiaries; benefi~- :sanctionbﬂ tioned.
St homgl il 0E T i AR ) g AU i oda rles ! :
] e (7= piles i S B BT
JORHAT ' S/T : 109 upss 4 o) 75u/—-w,u,nn 874/~
o AL RO AN = P 104  75.3,59,340/=1 Rs.1,19, 262/~
e SR SR e R R T e T 090/';s 8, 23200 =
[] t TH ——_ ._.........._-,.
MAJUL T ! S/T e { Bs. 4, 22, 700/=} rs.2, 07,850/
T LT P S T e 1R TR 25, WOQ/:'%,_ 8, 747/~
: Total el ) RS ,57,700/— Ps+2,16,597/-
n—-n-nl'-_.--—-—'-——-———_———-:-.—_—r_ - e e -
] [}
COLAGHAT ' S/T 5 59 W Rsis 2, 00, 2ﬂﬂ/;'mo 99, 233/~
; s/c 1182 i Rs. 2,99, ofﬂ/--m 1,001,586/~
____“l_l____.__,:“___._' ____.__: FURIE S
, Total 133 [%s.5, 00, 14 /= 1s.2, 00, 819 /-

Caontdss . 40

=
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It may be mentioned here that the
ries submitted to us by the DRDA,Jorhat sh
resnect of the rate of subsidy given to the

ciarics. After careEnil Scrutiny of the 1list

from 41's% +o Fi3R307
Tribe beneficiariesg

- Similarly,
who

Sanctioned

also, are entitle~
the rate of subsidy
lower. A 1ist of such beneficiarse s
sSubsidy sanctioned acgainst them

given below in a tabular form,

--——""‘—'r"—’-r-—'-'-'r---r"—-—-"r
Name & aﬁﬂreos:S/T,S/C;Sub-divi-:BIOCk: Amount
of the benefq-! ssion. i . !
ciarvy, ' / ] ' i
--.'h—--—..l— _L__._..._'-_ et 1) ___l
_.-_*-___'_2_.“___?__3.._1_‘51-_'5.._1
1.Sri Remnath Das, 8/C Golaghat PoBuma- rs.25n0/_
4 No.Gamaricquri. Bi Dey,
Block.
2.Sri pDilip Ch'. ~Jo~ «do- ~d 0= RS.2500/~
Das, 2 No,
Gamariguri .
3.3ri Bashantg Des, -doe ~Ad0o- ~do-  ns.250n/-
Natun Lakhibari .
4.8ri Kotiram Das, =do~ Ao ~do- Pse 25NN/~
Neotun Lakhiberi,
5'Sri Someswar Das, ~An= o™ ~c N= RSS20/ =
Natun La~-khiberi,
6.Sri Bhuben Das, -go- - o= =do=" p5.5200/-
Natun Lakhibari.
7+Sri Jagat Das, ~do~ —Ao- SA0= " 0552 0f 7L
Bheloguri,
8.8ri Kanpaj Das, -do- —do- Bekakhatrs, 7000/~
Rajabari. Dev.Block.,
geSrd Chenirem Das, =do~ -do- -d - RSSRB 0 /=
Rajarari.
19%.Sri Naren Dag, ~do= =do- =do= 15,4900 /-
Rajabari.
11.Sri suren Das, =do= ~do- - 0= Ps«35N0/~
Rajabari.
12.3ri Krishna Das, =do= ~do- -d o=~ RS- 3500/~

R

2jabari.

- ek ———_._-—.—_.-..——-

along with the amount

and the rate of subsidy has been

T ’
'SuhsidyiRate of

list of the beneficia-
ows disuniformity in
S/T and S/C benefi-
I was observed that
icisries the rate of
23!

rate of subsidy sa-

354

to be much higher which varies
in cese of g3 number of Scheduyled
to enjoy 50 Subsidy,
ageinst them was found to be much
and

- =% -

}subsidy
]

I-).‘5-625/""

P.625/=

Ps.625 /a

Ps.13Nn0/-

Rs.1300/~
Rs.12N0/~
%5.2933 /-
"s.1466 /-
Rs.2933 /-~

Ns.1466 /-

Rse1466 /=

25

25%

25%

25%

25¥



13.Sri Neren'Das,
Rajabari,

14.8ri Kulia Das,

Kamargaon,

15.Sri Hem Kr.pas,
Sumatigaon,

15.Sri Tuleram Das,
'Sumatigaon.

17.Sri Ghana Das,
Dhekiajuli,
. 18.Sri Soneswar -
Changmai,
Nabagram,

a 19.85ri Nimaj Saikia,
. Tamulbari .
20.S;i Piti Saikia,

Tamulbari,
21.Sri atyj Saikiga,
Tamulbarj,
22.sri Bhugesyar -
‘Kochari, :
Kharkhowa Mishing
Gaon,
23,Sri Tulshi Pequ,
L. Boroomaa}. -
f ~ 24.Sri Nabi- Kutym,
Bornomua | )
25.5ri Raju Doley,
Bornom.a ., -

26.3ri Bisturam Doleyrdo- -ao-

& Born@nua

27.Sri Thaga Nath
Doley,

b A = - o e

s/c Golaghat Boka<ps.7n00/- P5.2933/~ 41,99
khat pevy,
Block.

~do- Jorhat Titabor Rs.3910/~ks, 978/~ 25%
Dev.Block.

~d0o~ ~go- East Jonu.szoo/qa.17oo/-

hat Dev,.

Block.

-d o ~d o=

32.69%

~do- R$+5200/¢5.170n/- 32.69%

=do~ Majuli Majuli Ps+2500/~ps. 1250 /- 50%

Devy,
Bkock.
S/ Golaghat Pagy- R5.5200/~rs5.1733 /- 33.3%
. moni
Dev.Block,
~de- Jorhat Bagchung Rs.2500p%s. 833 /- 33.3%
Dev.Block.
~d0~ -3~ ~do- Rs-2500/fs. 833 /- 33.3%
=do- ~do~ = _go Rs.2500/8. 833 /- 33.3%
~do- —qom’ Titabor B.7500/5.2500/- 33 4y
' Dev.Block, "
-do- Mejuli Majuli R5<5900/s.1250/- 21.18%
Dev.Block, ‘
~do- ~do-  _go. Rs-5900/s.1250,/~ 21.18%
~do-"~do~" _go- RS.590NAs. 1350/ 21.18%
-do- P$+5900/8.1250/~ 21.18%
=do= ~@dn-  _go- P$-590n/ks.1250/.. 21.18%

-&--——---.“i—-----h_—‘.‘.---

the 1igt furnisheg by the D.R.p.a. has reflected

 of anomelies ip respvect of subsidy,however, it shoula
be noteg that in case of our respondent lbaaeficiaries,

w& did not

notice any irregularity in respect of the rate of Subsidy given to
them. But in one case it was observeq that one S/b-beneficiary Smt 4
Anuorova Dag, w/0 Sri Rabin ch, Das, Mandal of villagevDakhin Dulia,
P.0.Teock Rajabari, Jorhat recéived only the subsidy amount of %.1303/;

« 3910/~from the State Bank -

&Ontdaoooon42¢
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of India, Teok Branch without taking the bamk loan. The Pass Book
No. of the beneficiary is Dairy-109,SBI,Teck Branch, Jorhat and
the subsidy was released by the bank on Sevotember,1984. The infor-
ment informed us that she purchased one local cow with that amount
but she failed to show us the animal or any receint of purchese

at the time of our visit. Anyway we think that some mistakes might
have cropped up at the time of compilation of the figures of sub-
sidy. It was further observed and confirmed after our field inves-
tigation that the D.R.D.A.,Jorhat sanctioned schemes to purchase
milch animals o a number of mersons belonging'to Turung end Rej-
bangshi communities as S/r beneficiaries. But it is a scrious metter
to note that these two communities are not enlisted in the Schedu-
led Tribes list of Assam. we have nothing to say abou¥t the bene-
fits given to the poor veonle belonging to the communities other
than the Scheduled Tribes,. but the rate of subsidy adAmissible for
a’'S/T beneficiary shculd not be allowed to be enjoyed by a non-
Scheduled Tribe beneficiary.

' » Our field investication also reveals that some of the
beneficiéries, who have been shown in the iist submitted to us - .
bv D.R.D.A.,Jorhat as the beneficiaries of milch animals #id not
receive the sanctioned amount for wurchasing milch animals but for
SOme other schemes. So, the beneficiary list of milch animals ore-
nared by the D.R.D.A.,Jorhat cannot be said to be a correct list,
It is redundant to mention that g correcthiist is _of utmost im-
portance for this tyve of evaluation study and also for other ovur-
poses.

The D.R.D.A., Jorhat supnlied the milch enimals to the
beneficiaries es rer the provisions of a number of schemes which
were premered with the help of the A.H. & Veterinery demnartment.
The same schemes were imnlemented for oroviding milch animals to
both the categories of beneficisries i.e.the Scheduled Tribes ang
ScheAuled Costes. The »rovisions of the schemes were same in 211
respect for both categories of beneficiaries except the rate of
_Subsidy nrovided to them. The schemes which were implemented by
the D.R.D.A.,Jorhat, for distributing milch animals to the S/T
and 8/C beneficiaries were drawn as per NABARD standards. The
schemes are as follows.

e Contdeeooo4?o’
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Dairy unit with one local she Buffalo With calf and one
local she buffalo (6-7 months pregnant)

lghe stargs = A3. Construction of shed ~Total COSt —Rs., 300/~
Sub-stage I -ng. 150/~ may be released. 01, goog pro-
gress of substage I.
Sub-~stace TI~%5.150/~ may be released,

2nd stage- Al,2 - Total cost within ps. 2500/= 42300/~ =4890/~
Ieresil schzmatic amount -Rs, 480n +Rs.300+1 00 =52N00/~

Sch . amount % of suksidy Subsidy amount Bank share.

151010)6)// = 25 1300 /5 3900/~
230 LTSS e 2 3467 /-
50 - 2600/~ 2600 /—

A. Capital Exvenditure (Non—:ecurring)g

1. Cost of ope 1ocal she buffalo W ] months old‘!!lf
yimlding_of SVEErage 2-3 4t of milk

per day ( to pe Rfocured locally). = 25 00). b
2. Cost of one local 6-7 months vpregnant she

buffalo - Rs.2300' 00
3¢ Sht.ld LqS . TESO 3’)0;00
4, Mige, insurance, nhoto, etqa, e Rsish 10006

Rs.52007 70

B."Working canital CRecurring).

a)) Grcgn gress tO be oprocured locally by the
Paddy stray beneficiary.
Concentrate feed

b) Insurance 5% have to be borne by beneficiary.

c) Medicine L.S ol Rs. 150" Ng

d).Other Miga, ceXpendityre unforseen - Rss 250'nn

Rs.56 001 NN

Total cost (s B) = ng, 5200'00&4@0'00 = Rs. 56N00'nn

T e, e L i e o e D IR T

ME B ITCTRe ML vield + Cost REr L MTtal ey Het

be e . B 1y 0 1
;,JLEalo, 2 lts.x2 R e mq3/n{an,4/éfor f surplus.
? e 1A Sty 1 i ~ = : i
i Lo CEanr. ! "].St year '
b e e L T ——— e B e e N S —— — __:. e ——
sk, I+-T1 300davys x4 1200 1Ersliaxs 365 days ng. Zalyaia)

=1200 itrs, =8E10)6 /%
1350 1its,

=146 ﬂ/-
2nd I4I3 Rs. 1825/~ ps. 2225/
vear
keening
Drovision
of chance Of
income of
millk by

LS50 35 Rs.4 050/ Rs+1825/~ e, 255/~

N:B , Lactetion riod 1lst she buEEsl o = 120 days.
{3} i 21,]\,:! L1} 11 = 18’) daYS
370 days.

Contd, ; .24 .
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Stege 1 - A3, Total cost -nis. 200/=.This may be released for construct
construction of buffalo shed.

Stage 2 - Al.There are two sub-stages. On good progress of stage

I, sub-stoge I.Total cost=fs.2500/-.Purchese of one milch
she buffalo with 2-3 l1litrs »f milk.
Sub-stage II-It is to be given at the nineth mcenth of
pregnancy of the first or when the first one goes dry
whichever is earlier. Total cost =Rs.25N00/= vurchase of
one milch she buffalo with 2-3 litres of milk.

Stace 3- Bl. In fect stage 3 should be given in two sub-stages.
Sub~-stage 1~ Feced ~Total cost. ns. 150/-.Tt is to be
civen with sub-stage I of stace 2.
Sub-stage 2 -Feed -Total cost ".150/-.It is to be given’
with sub-stege II of stage 2. , '
- (Fee® must be supolied from avproved dealer).

Stage 4- B2.Total cost -Bs. 170/~.It is to be released on renort
from Vety.Surgeon.
X Total schemetic amount =500043904+20M4400 =590/~

Sch.amount % of subsidy Subsidy amount Bank share.

/ © 5909/- 25 1475/~ . 4425/~
: 33% o 1967/~ ~ 3933/-
50 2959/~ 2950/~

Preamble:- Economic condition of a Rural family can be imoroved
by oroducing milk on commercial line by rearing a locel Assamese
- She-Buffalo,Buffalo milk can be nroduced cheanly, Buffalo can be
used as dramght animal also. Buffalo milk contains high mercermtace
of fat which in some animel goes as high es 7.5%.In this way buff-
alo milk fatches higher merket nrice/éﬁglcows or goat. The hides
of buffalo also fetches more money,.its horn“too have got value. She
buffalo is @vailable in all varts ~f our ¥tate and trive under ali
conditions. In comoarision to cow it does not require any special
care and feed, Assamese Buffelo cen be reared -n rough green grass
R which she can convert to milk of high quality and ~uantity unto
averace 7 litres in two milkings.
Arca of oweration:- The scheme shall be onerated in the back yard
of the terget group of famdblies of IRDP and designed imnlement in
the Rural areas of Sibsagar Dist.

SSelection of keneficiaries for she-buffalo rearings:-

—— B

1. The family should have some background in rearing cattle or
buffaln,

2, The locality should have abundance of local grass koth agpuatic
and high lan® grasses. : )

3. The tereficiery should be willing to enter into orgenised milk
mark&ting units.

4. The beneficiary must be willing to abide by the conditdon baid

cdown by financiasl bank and DRDA.
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Selection of she-buffalo:-1.The she-buffalo shall ke selected on
the basis of milk yield at nail per day which should not be less
the 5 litrs. The she-buffelo should he with nreferably a feme~le
galf at heel of its one month of age’ end in her first of second
lactation other requirements ere live weight should not ke less
the 699 kg. 2nd of normel hcicht and of jit black colour, ~lert
animal and no dooning hind quarter.

Security, hyoothecation and finence:~- The finencial assistance is
loan cum subsidy, loan component generally given the rate DRI
Scheme of bank and under groun guarantee of net less than 2 ner-
sons(Loanee) .

The she-buffalo must be tattoed =n~ civen seme ifentifica-
tion nermanent mark and brought under the rerview of Livestock
Insurance scheme of an unit of general insurance cornoration and
credit guarantee cover.

Technical nrogramme:—~ The resmonsibility of covering the she

buffale with recocnised high yielding breed of huffalo nreferably
with @ Murra Buffslo Bull rem~ins with the state Aentt.of A.H.&
Vety. Health cover and@ technical sunervision rest with the ncarest
Vetty. Asstt. Surgeon EhEeughSSHD ] AT AN V.0, and D,A.H.& V.0,

General condition:—= 1 .The Peneéficiary will construct his own shed

"N own land on own res~urce,
2. BEamily lebor shall have t- UISENR

2. The a-nimal must ke nrotected acainst the diseases with the
help of the Vety.Deptt,

The ceonomics of the scheme : -
A. Canital cost:-—

1.The cost of 2 she buffalo @ rs. 2500/ cach — Rs. 50N0nN/<
(At first one:Milch she buffalo to be supnlied
and next one at the 9th Month of pregnancy of the
first or when the first one goes dry which ever
is earlier)

2.Insurance coverace and Transrort L .S -~ Bse 300/-
3.Buffalo sghed - = Rs. 20N/=

B. Working canital ~=for 3 months.
1.Feed (concentrate @s.10N/-ner menth L.S. = Pai.y A0
2.Cost of common sell medicine utensils L..S. = R, 100/a
. ANg7=

Income ner lacteti-ns:

A. (1)By sale of milk 240 days x4.51ltrs x M.3.9N per

lit. ~ > R$.324 0/

(ii» By sale of Manure @ Rs.37/-rer bullock
eart leoad x 15 - = R5a. 450 /=
Ps.3690/=
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Scheme for two Local Dairy Cow.
Disbursement stages »f the scheme.

Stage 1-A1,2- Purchase of one locel milch cow with 1«2 month olA
calf Rs, 97/~ and ovurchase of o~ne 1local 6=7 months
nregnant cow -p,680/-

Stage 2-B4. Total cost -x%. 737/-.Feed is to be sunplied from
- approved dealer,
Stege 3-B3- Total cost ~ms.100/=,This may be relessed only on
renort from Vety. Surgeon,

Total schematic emount -%.900+%.600+m;1qﬂﬂa.730+M.100+%.50
(Transp) + Rs. 29 (Misc + Photogravh) = Rs,2500/-

Scheme amount # of subsidy Subsidy ammmt Bank share

2500/~ 25 625/ 1875/~
33 1/3 823/~ 1667/~
50 1250/~ . 1250/~

A, CAPIT2L EXPENBITURE

1. Cost of 1 local milch cow with l=2months nl@ calf
yielding zbout 2-3 litres milk rer cay - "s. 9NN/~
2. Cost of 1 1nca2l 6-8 months nregnant cow with
sound heXalth having good milk yield cheracter- Rs. 60N/~

3. Shed.  Own 5.1500/-
B. WORKING C*PITAL FOR ONE cow

1. Green grass |

2. Paddy straw { To be arranged by owner

3. Medigine  (50.7x2) - Ps. 11N/=
4. Concentrate 1 kgx365 daysx2 =730 - Rs. 73N/~
@ 7. 1/-ver kg. - .
5. Insurance,Transnortatimn,Photograh,miscigtc._: Rse 17/-
INCOMBE
Year  ~ Cow 7T MITk yicIdT TTRIES w37 Exrenditure Net surplus
2 lit/mer Cow lits.
Ist yr. I & II 510 Aaysx2 ~~"1M20%3 " s mmmg T T o
____1(-)2() =f‘%.3r)60/—- §383Q/- lSo2230/“
2nd yr, I + II 570x2 114 0x%3 o
- =114'O =P§°34~2”/— R50830/'- l\302590/-
3rd yr. I+ IT 1140 Rs.3420/~ Rs.830/= Rs, 2590/~
4th yro I + IT 1140 ltrs. Rs.342"/- Ps.831/~ R$.2590/~
1st Lactaticn weriod =30 days x 8 = 240 days
" " =30 days x 9_= 270 "
510 days
2nd yr. Lactetion neriod 130x10= 370 days (lst cow)
"o " 180x9 =270 " (2nd cow)
~ 570 Adays o

Repayment =48 months equzl instalment. -

Mercin =25% those arca where subsidy is available.The amount nf
margin shoul? be #djusted from the subsidy received from
Pgency.

Interest 3 = 2t the rate 1" rer annuw from the society and 13%

4 ) ,
ner annum from the Airect annlicant and individusal,
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Scheme for a dairy unit/two cross-breed cow with calf,

lst. stace -Construction of cow shed, No assistance is given,
Applicant must have it on his own.,

2nad stége— A 3. Growing of fodde
for which free su
cost =R, 51/

sfied about 1st ana 2nd stace one may go for ourchase
of 1st cross breeq cow with a calf

 CF .This is called
3rd stage,

3rd stage - A 1. Purchase of mne
: cost Rs. 3,300/~

r in-atleast 1 bigha nlot of land
Pply of roots may be given.Total

.

On kreing sati

Ccross-breed cow with a calfw

5th Stage -B4 ~Feed is subsidised by 3% only for & months. On
beneficiaries contribution of 70y in a renuted farm
to be decidead

by D.R.D.A. the amount of Rse162/~(30m4)
may be released,

‘Totél schemetic amount -7336+164 =

- D-So 750”/-
Scheme amount % of subsidy Amount of Subsidy  Bank share.
7500/= 25 -1875 5725
33 1/3 2510 50/~
50 3850 _ 3850/~ .

A. Canital Egrendityre s~ : _
. l. Cost of one cross breed cow with a calf yielding an
average abhout 7-8 litres of milk ver Asy ner COW  ~Ng, 337N/

2. Cost of 2nd cross breed cow to pe sunplied after
6 months of Procurement of 1st cgw -

~"5.3300/-
3.Cost of develooment: of fodder of arcund 1*bigha
(Root free) ' o - -Rs. 50/~
4, Insurance cost - - -Rfs. 325/. .
5. Transnortation cost - - -Rs. 3NN/
6. PhOtOgra'Oh. faad hand . -‘r‘\so 11/-
7. Cow shed own - - o=
718672
B. Working canital,
1+ Green grass (1nkg x 365) Collected locally &
2. Paddy straw (6kG.x365) from homas grown naddy. - M, 52/
3. Medicine - had f?S, 162/"'
4. Concentrate feceq 2 kgx180 days (6 months)
‘v Subsidised by 30% @ Re1.50 per kg ~15.540/=
(Rest own contribution) _ R
A RSa 7500/

COntd. ® 0 0o 48'_0
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Total cost 757370 (awn contribution for feed) =7876/- .
The above recurring exnenditure for the 2nd cow can be used from
the. nrofit earned bv the 1st. cow.

Income of the Scheme by sale of milk.

Year “Cows™ MIlk yield TotsI orice Income Total  Net .
@ 6 Lt/day @ Rs2.25 from' cost of surnlus.
ver litre. masuta feed. °

1st year. IF¥II  276° " TTTTTE3TATT 3007 2692 3618

2nd year -A0- 3159 7087.,51 409 3393 4094 .00

3rd yeer -flo- 3159 7N87.51 47N 3393 4094 .51

4th ye<ar ~do=- 315N 7087 ,.,5" 4N 3393 4194 .50

Sth year = ~do- 2530 5692.51 4nn 3311 2781.50

ot N.B. - Lactation meriod of 1st cow - 280 days.

Lactation(geriod,of 2nd cow - 45 days.
From 5th year, the€ lactation reriod of the 1st cow decreases to
Repayment:s- 48 months equal instalments. 245 days.

Margin:~ 25% 507 subsidy available from DRDA derending on class
and categoriesof farmer.
Interest :~ From 1.4.83, the rate of interest is 1%

Economics :- From the a-hove, it is observed that the farmer/ .
borrower will be in nosition to liyuidete the loan -
amount and the interest incurred thereon @ 1% n.a.
- , within a oeriod of 4 years. It may be noted that if the
- farmer is eligible for subsicdy, the loan amount is
reduced depvending or the =mercentage of subsidy.This
the scheme will ke economically viable nea.

fxxbauwmsx It becomes evident from the title of the schemes that
milch a=nimals in the form of local she buffalo,” local cow and
cross breed cow were suonlied to the beneficidries by DRDA,Jorhat
during the neriod under study. The sub-division wise bresk un of
the Aifferent units distributed to the S4 and S/C bebeficieries

ot against the yeer of sanction has been shown in table ~4,4.
) TABLE -4,4
I o B T T 2 - - [—— ] - wm W e
Sub~-divisicn 5 year EUhit distri-iNo of ?Potal S /T E s/c
, ' “ibuted. iUnits. tbenefi- tbenefi-bene £i-
- . '_E _ - -4 iclaries ciariesiciaries.,
bt -~ -~ -—r- —--... '---—2-— -'-- --3- ----- :.. --4-—-4-—--5 —-J’-;--g—--!——-'z-_-- _--.
i 1982-83 Local cw 5 5 4 1
Jorhat she buffalo 2 2 2 -
1983~84 Local cow 27 . 27 2 25
~ she buffalo 51 51 22 29
1984 -85 Locel Cow 68 68 - 42 26
v she buffalo 658 58 35 23
Total - 212 213 179 104

-_—_—_—--,-,_g-p-&.--_--'.._-.-.-_--c-_‘
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Majuli 1983-84 Local Cow 18 18 147 1
she buffalo 8 8 3 -
1984<-85 Locel Cow 40 40 31 9
She buffalo 4 ' 45 -
_______ Totalbo Rt (=i B R MR 1 S I R 0 SO
Galoghat -1981-82 Local Cow 8 10 8 2
Jersey cow 6 5] - 6
19282=-83 Local cow 5 5 5 -
1983-84 Local cow 4 4 3 1
she buffalo 2 2 2 o,
1984=-85 TLocal cow 61 6N 165 44
she huffalo 45 45 L 28
P s sy, NGl 1 WIS SEVIRCOWAREG SYICAE . e T RS it S s L TR i S
Total- - 12 133 51 82

PERFORMANCE 2ND IMPACT OF THi SCHEMES

To study the impact nf the schemes we met and iﬁten-
viewed 48 DRDA heneficiaries of which 27 helonged to SAT catecory
and 21 belonged to S/C category. We took two more cases as it was
observed in same cases that the sclected beneficiaries were the
recinients of bencfits of schemes other than the milch animals.Out
of our 21 S/C resnondent beneficiaries 2(9.52%) beneficiaries in-
formed us that thouch they were selected as’the beneficiery of
milch animals, they did not recceive the same till the dete of our
investigation. 5(18.5¥) out of 27 S/T beneficiaries also had the
same comnlaint at the time of our field investigatir-n.

Some of our resnondents told us that they hed to
encounter difficulty, like nmayinc of bribe to the enncerned nfficials
throuch same acents to get the loans to murchase milch animals.

The nercentace of such S/C beneficiaries is 23.8% 2nd S/ benefici-
arleards: Bl J1%%

Out of our 21 S/C resmondents only 8(38,70%) resnon-

dents informed us that they bhad renaid the loan in »art when we
went to them. In cese ~f S/T teneficiaries the rate Af renayment

was founfl t2 be much higher. Qut cf 27 S/T reswondents 2(7.47/)
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informed us Ehat they had repaid the loan in full. 14(51.85%)
resvondents told us that they had renaid the loan in nart. In
case of the rest respondent beneficiaries the renayment of loan
wes found to be nil.The renayment of loan instalments is found

to be correctly reflected in the nass books.

45.83% of our total resnondents nossessed animels before
taking up the schemes. The ﬁercéntage.of S/C and S/T beneficiaries
who nossessed milch animals before taking up the schemes in 1.4
and 35.4 resnectively.

Out of our 21 S/C beneficiaries 16(76.19%) hene ficiaries
received milch animals as a result of the schemes. The number of
animals received by a single beneficiary veries from 1 to 4.The
rest 5(23.8%) beneficiaries either did not receive the animals at
Ehe SEimeNet S our investigation or received benefits of other schemes.
In case of S/T resnondents also we found that out of 27 resrondent
beneficisries only 21(77.77/) beneficiaries received milch animsls.
fhe irese 6(22.22% ) beneficiaries didinot rece ive env milch animals
till the time of field ivesttication.

Tre animals purchased by 5 S/C beneficiaries and 15 s/r
bencficiaries were in milk ap the time of murchase.The animals
purchased by rest of the keneficiaries were, however, dry at the
time of purchese.

811 the 37 beneficiaries who r&CLlng milch animals as
a result of the DRDA scheme told us that the denditaien o it hedhs
animals were good. The resnondents also informed us that they naid
reasonable orices for their resnective animals.

6 of our S/C resnondents and 8 ST resvondents informed
us theat thev received the second supply of animals. The rest be
neficiaries did not receive any supnly after the first one reecads
ved by them.

When asked zkout the co-oneration receiyed from the
coneerned demArtments, 12 of our resoondents, of whom 8 belonged to
scheduled costes told us that they did hot reccive' full eo=opara~
tion from the concerned officials including the officials ~f +he
banks through which they received their benefits. The othur res-=
wondents, however, told us that they received necessary co-overa-
tion from the denartment concerned.

86.66% of the beneficisries belonging to both the

categories, i,e,8/C and SAT, were fouhd o have nossessced = cattle
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shed to keen their cattlés. While 75% of this group of benefici-
aries informed us that they constructed their cattle shed ou-t
of their own fund the rest 25% resnondents informed us’ that they
constructed the cattle sheds with the help of bank loan.

In almost all the cases it was abserved that the bene-
ficiaries fed their cattle by letting them loose. Only 2 of - ous
respondents, who received milch animals under DRDA schemes, tolA
us that they give stell feeding to their animals. Mixed fooder
were formed to be used by the beneficieries for feeding their

animals. ]

Our data on average daily cost of feeding and mainte~
nance show that out of the 37 beneficiaries who received milch
animals only 8(21.6¥) beneficiaries, all of whom belonged to
schcdulgd Tribés, had an exmenditure for feeding their animals
received as a result of the schemes. In case of 2 of these bene-
ficiaries the exmenditure was less than Ps. 5/= mer day. 5 resnin-
dents told us that they incur a dally exnenditure in between
Ps.5/- to %, 10/~ for feeding their snimels. Another beneficiary

snent Rs. 10/- to ", 15/~ ver dey for feeding and maintenance of

his cattle. ‘ .

We observed that out of our total respondents 3 res-
nondents of whom 2 belonged to S/C and one belonted to SAT,did@
not have adequate resources to maintain their cattle.

" The data on daily oroduction of milk show thet out of

" our 27 S/T resnondent beneficiaries only 10(74 N7) beneficiaries

and out of 21 S/C beéneficisries only 13(61 9%) beneficiarieswere
getting milk from their animels at the tima of our field inves-
tigation. The quantity of milk receiwved by these beneficlerlcs
has been shown in a tabular form below.

Guantity of milk™ ~ T §olof S/F T T4 No.o£7S7CT ST T T T T
‘received by the beneficia=- beneficia-

beneficiaries mer ries. ries.

daye, _ o o - - e e e e e e e e e e m e e - —— - -
ILess +hah 1 litre 5 18.51 6 28.57

1 1lit., - 2 1it. 8 29 .62 7 33.33

2 litt - 3 lito 1 3.70 b -

4 lito - 5 1-'ito 1 3070 - -

3 ik, end gbove 2 7.40 - -

et R RN e N £ L)/ A S -1 A

N. B° The nuroentaae has been ealculeted on total number of
resnondent beneflciaries .Total No:of S/T resvondent=27

Total No. ofs/c resnondent-Zl
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The maktketing facilitics were found to be available in
all the areas where our respondent beneficiaries live. 211 of
our respondents informed us that they were getting reasonable

selling price for their milk,

It was observed that 43.75% of the leneficiaries who
received animels as a result of DRDA schemes, did not keep their
animals in vlaces 1inked by 3ll weather roads. The rest 56 .25%
beneficiaries, however, keot their animals at nlaces linked by
all weather roads.

None of our resnondents was found to be a member of any
milk nroducer's Co-orerative .This was due Co the lack of Co-ope-—

ratives in the areas where the beneficiaries live.

Our data on the utilization of the milk received by the
beneficiarics rmer day flor their household comsumntion as well as
marketed quantity have been shown in tre table below followed by
an analysis,

, ey

—_——

._--———-——-—-__.——_—-..._.—___-_.-—_...-——-—_-._--—---_

Milk used for household consumnt ion Marketed ~uantitv.
e B A _j@gggﬂ__m____“_ _fﬁ”‘@ﬂ_h__hQ____
Quantity No,of ¥ No.of % Quantity No.of % No.of o/
Sha e S WS e sS/T SAG)
nefici- L nefici- bene- bene-
aries. aries. Il @t fSilcii=
oL T T s 5 7 R o eyt g VO e S TR TN _8ries. st et A A
Nil En sl i 76'20 Nil Nie oohoeh 30'95
BIE S s D sbig o o 191 04 LldesT1d e iy g 4'76
. IR E S ands ] = U 1 4176 L1dE28]9+ o T4 0, g 14'28
bove .
SRV Gl LS R G -
L3 31lit.and SRS 100 X -
above .

el U el o ST oy SNeZ0 9908 a1l gahce

After analysing the data on utilization of +pe nroduct,
it was observed that 10437 of the s/T beneficiaries do not use
milk for their householad consumption., 25'92¥ of the s/T benefici~
aries use milk in between half a litre toil litre verday for their
houschold comsumotion.The rest 3'7% tribal bgnﬁficiaries,however,
use more than 1 litre milk ver day for their own consumovtion. In

case of the,S/€ beneficisries it was Eound that 76'2¥ bencficiaries
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do not use milk for their household consumnption. 19'04% benefi-
ciaries use half a litre to 1 litre milk DE£ day and 4'76% bene-
ficiaries use more than 1 litre milk rer day for their household
concumption. Our data further show that 59'25” of the S/T benefi-
ciaries and 80'95% of the S/C beneficiaries do not have milk for
fcizrﬁsiik sale. 11'11% S/T beneficiaries and 4'76% S/C beneficiaries/sell

per day. their milk in between 1 litre to 2 litres. 3'7Y of +the S/T bene-

T'4T7% B /= ! A . Lk

beneficia- ficiaries sell milk between 2 litres to 3 litres ped day. =

fi?gasnd/ rest 18'5¥ S/T beneficiaries, however, sell more than 3 litres
h S/C -

beneficia- ©Of their produced milk ver day.

ries,

It has already becn mentioned in the vreceeding chaoter

that data on Veterinary facilities ang services available to

. the beneficiaries of milch animals were collected during our
survey. Pegarding the distance from the place where the DRDA
beneficiaries kent their animals to the nearest Veterinary dis-
pensayy/Centres we can say that 29'62% SAT and‘28'57v S/C bene-~
ficiaries keep their animals at a distence which is in between
1 kem. to 2 k.m., from the nearest Veterinary Centres. 18'52% S /T
and 19'04% S/C beneficiaries keep their animals at a distance in
between 2 k.m. to 3 k.m. The distance in cese of 14'81% SAD bene-
ficiaries is between 3 k.m. to 4 k.m. 18'52¥ S/T and 33'33% 3/C
beneficieries keep their animals at = distance in between 4 k.m.
to 5 k.m. from the necarest Vet&rinary Centres. In case of 18'52%
S/T and 19'04% S/C beneficiaries the distance is either 5 k.m. or

more ‘than 5 k.m. The vosition has been shown gt a glance 4in 3

. tabular form below.
T:E..EEE-'“@J,?
. Distamce betwssn the ncarest !No.of S/T % INo. of S/c o
Veterinary disnensary/Centres hbneficl-' ' benefici-
and the nlace where the anlmﬁls’arlus. : 'aries. )
are kept by the beneficiariecs, ; ' !
- e aw e em = e gt E | iy -— 'l. B ll- - - .l- - = - - --'.-— - - -
Less than 1 k.m. Ll . - Nil -
] ]
1k.m.to 2 k.m. o g 1 291620 6 , 28'57
2k.m. to 3 k.m. HN t1gis 4 } 19 04
] 1
3k.m. to 4 k.m. B! el <IN Mt e
|} (]
4k.m, to 5 k.m. Vi s ¢ 18l Va8t
L1
-5k.m. and above S P e tiEg 1 19" 04
I K 00 et o W RSP v bl LT e LT WGl L L L BT
TStE1 ™ ey ' 59793, T 31 1795138
______ i P e O e =<K O P P T IR TS ey o e e s L) i
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only 77'77% S/T and 66'66% S/C beneficiaries informed us that
they get the services of the Veterinary staff when necessary.
When we enquired about the availébility of necessary medicines
in the Veterinawyy Centres 66'66% of our S/T respondents and
76 '19% of our S/C resvondents told us *hat such medicines were
available in the Centres. The rust resvpondent: beneficiaries,
however, told us that such medicines were not available i the
Veterinay Centres nearest to them.

We also collected data on the follow uo action taken
by the DRDA, Jorhat after implementing the schemes of milch ani-
mais. After analysing the data it was found that follow up action
was taken only in 18'75% cases. Of these 18'75% beneficiaries
who told us that officials from the devartment concerned visited
their places to see the schemes only 2'08% beneficiaines belonged
to S/C communities.

H Regarding insurance of the animals it was observed that
62'967 of the S/T reSpondcnts and 33'33% of the S/C resvondents
had wvalid 1nsurEQCc of their cattle at the time of our field
investication. In casé of the rest 37'03¥ S/T and 66'66% S/C res-

" pondent beneficisries the insurance was found to be invalid vartly

due to the ignorance of the beneficiaries and partly due to the
lack of followuo action on the nart of the devpartment concerned.

44'44% of our S/T respvondents and 9'52¥ of our S/C res-
pondents informed us that their animals gupolied by the DRDA
died. None of these beneficiaries hed geceived any comrensatilon -
from the insurence compeny +till the date of our investigation.

Only 1 of our resmondents, who is a tribel, in-formed us
that he had sold out the animals received by him as a result of
the DRDA .scheme.

None of our respondent beneficiaries had received any
training in gattle rearing.

Tt was found that e¢xcepting the beneficiaries who be-~
longed to Majuli sub=-division none of our resvondent heneficisrics

, who belonged to Jorhet and Golaghat sub-divisions received the

'Vvikash Patrika' from the denartment concerned. Bereft of them,

it is rather Adifficult to make a vroper assessment of the schemes,
.. The animals supplied to the beneficiafies are looked

aftet either by the family members or hired lahourers. It was

observed in case of the beneficiaries who received milch animals
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from DRDA that only 3.7% S/T and 9.5% S/C beneficiaries had
hired labourers before the introduction of the scheme. The per-
centage of hired labourers rose upto 22.2% in case of S/T bene-
ficiaries and 19.04% in case of the S/C beneficiaries., Here also
we can say that the schemes have been able to gemerate employment
opvortunities to some extent.

The data collected from our S/T and S/C respondents

on their total approximate annual income before taking uo the

schemes,

Cer capita income ver month calculated on the basis of

their information vrovided to us during our field work and whe-

ther the selected beneficiary family was under the noverty line

or not at the time of selection with @ column of remarks have

been shown in a tabular form at table

Name & addréss: ST 'No.of Total Anprox.

of the benefi-

S/C,family 'annual inco-}

4,8 below.

Per ca- whether
pita indthe fa-

o
: I
ciaries : member 'me excluding) come pedmily fad
t ;i 'the income ge-month !11s un-'
J G nerated by ! \der the'
I ! the scheme ! inoverty |
S e et 7 i s R e R
— f 1
Lo e Ll B Ptk TG e Tl
1.Sri Thaneswar g7 77,0180 A 83.33 YesERTheRbcnEE o=
Kachari, ciary did
Panjan,Jorhat not receive
the animal
td AN CEheWaat
of our inves-
tigation.
2.5rdi Puheswar  -go- 8, 000/~ LIl Ll No =do=
Hazarika
(Kachari)
Panjan,Jorhat .
3.5ri Dhaneswar -do- 7, 500/= 125.00 No The benefi-
Kechari,Raja- ciary rece-
bari, Panjan, ived a vair
Jorhat . of bullock
instead of
of milch co-
4. Sri Bheda(Bed) -do- 5,350/~ 63470 Yes
Kachari,
Rajabari,
Panjan,Jorhat .
5. Shri Ekshit ~do=- 9, 000/~ 187.50 No.
Shyam,
Gaharisowa,
Jorhat ,

Eontda vty 56,
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6 .Kairam Kachari, ST
Bagordia Tipomis,
Jorhat.
7.A1jani Kachari, -do-
Panjan,Tipomia,
Jorhat.
8 .Maiku-Shyam, -do-
Tipomia, Jorhat
' 9 .Nishang Shyam, -do-
Tipomia,Jorhat
10.Ahini Shyam, ~d o-
Tipomia,Shyam.
gaon,Jorhat.,
11.Sonpai Kachari —-do-
Rajabari Panjam,
Jorhat.
12.Cheniram Doley, =do-
Bornomara,Majuli
13 .Bisburam Pegu, ~d o~

Jengrai,Majuli.

14 .Lakhy Nath Doley, -do-
Jengrai Chavori,
Majuli.

15.Mulai Doley,
Amguri,Jengrai,
Majuli.

-do=—~

16 .Nagen Doley, -do=-
Amguri, Jengrai,

Maisiitand,

17 .Medhi Pequ,
Borpomua Majuli.

- o~

18.Mosong Pequ, ~do=
Bornomusa -

Jengrai,Majuli.

19 .Dhonesh Doley, -do=

Jengrai, Majuli.

20.Koko Kung Bang, =-do-
Borpomua .Majuli,

21 .Tulashi Pequ,
Jengraimukh,
Majuli.

~do-

22 .Phanidhar Doley,
Jengrai chapori,
Majuli. .

Melor

-

11

182

10

1)

1S

13

Ps.3, 000/
Rs.3, 000/~

Rs.9,4 00/~

RS.6J4OD/-

Rs.6, 200/~

Rs.6, 000/~

Rs.7, 000/~

R, 8,400/~

Rs.4, 00N/~

Rs.7, 000/
Rs.7, 000/~

Rs.4, 300/~

Rs.5,400/-

Rs15, 000/~

Ps.8, 00N/~

Rsl1, 300/~

Rs.7, 000/-

ps-

Rs.156 .66

Rs.

Ps,

RS e

RS

88.88

46 .96

62.50

83.33

Rs.100.00

RS o

RS .

Rs,

557/ 510k,

48061

58233

Rs.59 .72

P5 o

Rs o

Rg

RS .

RS,

310,00

83.33

%28

85.60

58.33

L (e
WG ' 7
S S L o, Y S o ARl
62.50 Yes
41 .66

Yes

Ne The cow received
by the benerici-
ary died,

Yes

Yes The beneficiary
received 3 nos.
heifers and not
milch cow.

YeS The beneficiary
did not receive
the animal till
the date of our

o investigation.

No.

Yes .

Yes.,

MEE

Yes,

Yes.

Yes.

The beneficiary

SEER avplied for -

Yes she buffalo unit

i UBNE he thEd re=
ceived one nair
of bullock.

Yes.

Contéo.,n.57.
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2 gurens ke dieseriopal IGO0/ G Sn | G el e
Namtemera,Gola- _ lied to the bene-.
ghat. 4 ficiary died.

24.Kalia Loying, el e RS 00/AS, 72,80 Yo =-do-
Mamtemera,

Golaghat.

25.Rajani kt.Bori, -do- 6 Rs.3,400/-ps. 47.22 Yes -do-
Mahuramukh, e e
Golaghat. Ly 1k ;

26 ,Titaram Moréng. —do- 5 Rs.3,450/-ps. 57.50 Yes The behéficiary
Namtemera, © diverted from the
Golaghat. e ke scheme by purcha-

: et | LRy sing a mair of ‘bu-
e s R R llock instead of

PR . AR mileh buffalo.
27.Monaram-Pathari, -do- 4 Ps.2,400/~s. 50,00 Yes The benefidiary
Mohura, Golaghat , ; diverted from the
ok scheme by exchanaing
Ca e his milch c¢ow with
a pair of bBullock -
belonging to ano-
& EherSre =S on s
28.Kusheswari sc S Ps.8,400/-Rs.140,00 No. The beneficiery's
Hazarika, ; _ name has béen shown
Rajotia,Jorhat, _ B in the list as Sri
1 ! Kusheswar Das,But
~ there is no- rerson
Yo s : in the village Rajo-
ey : ¢ tia by this name.
Smti Kushewwari
Hazarika was sclec-
; SRR ; ted as a beneficiary
' : for milch cow hut
she did not recciwve

» - the animal till the
date of our investi-
' gation.
29 ,Bimal Das, -do= 7 =®s12,000/=Rs.142.85 No. The beneficiary
Dakhin Dulia, could not receive
Jophat . the animal as his

aonlication. was re-
jected by the DPDA
officials on the
plea that his father
was serving as a

| L.”. school teacher.
i 30.Junu Hazarika, ~do- 4 Rs.7,000/-75.145,83 No. The cow received by

Kairakatoli, the beneficiary
Jorhat., " died after six months
4 ; of receipt.
1 .Dinaram Das, =dio= 7  R8.6,600/<F5, 75,57 Yes THE beneficiary
Rajotia,Jorhat. diverted from the

scheme by spending
the amount for
household c¢xrenses.

Contds . BS .
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32.Naren Das, sc 3 %%.4,500/-Rs.125.00/- No. The beneficiary
Teok Rajaberi, recelived two bu-
“Jorhat.

ffalo ecalves in-~
stead of milch
buffalo.

33 .Anuprev. Dcs, ~do-~ 7 ®11,800/-ks.140.47 /- No. The beneficiary
Dakhin Dulia, ‘ received only the
Jorhat . _ : : ~ subsidy sanctio-

’ ned against the |
. loan from SBI,Teok
s _ /Hiary Branch.Heq/pessBook
- No. is Daing 109.
' She could not oro-
/ _ o “ duee the animal

* nor eny evidence

of vurchesing the

animal before us
when we visitegd
her at her resi-
dence, "

5 Ps.8,400/-Rs.140.00 No

1

5 34 .Sarit Bas, ~30o=-
' ' Dakhin Dulia,
Jorhat,

? 35 .Rameswar Das, -do- 5
- Teek Rajaberi

Rs.3,500/-rs. 80.83 Yes.
Jorhat.

35.Ganesh Das, ~d6- 6 %,11,700/L%°1@2-50 No.
Dakbin Dulia, , -

. Jorhat,

g , 37.Tanu Dasg, -do~- 4
; Dakhin Dulia,

RSoB' 700/‘ RS. 77000 YeS
Jorhat. |

38.Kanful Des, -do- 4 Rs.4,000/-
Dakhin Dulia,
.Jorhat, )
39.2keman Das, “ ~go- 7 Rs+6,600/~ rs, 78.57 ves.
Teok Rajaberi,
Jorhat,
.- . 40.Ghana Das, =do- 8 Rs.6, 000/~ ps. 62.60 Yes The heneficiary
% Dhekiajuli, ' received » DRDA
| Majuli. : loan for banans
plantstion and
i , : not for milch
animals as Shown
in the benefici..
ary list.-furni.
shed by DRDA,
s 9908'000/" RS.].I]- ..13: NOo Jiorhat.

Rs. 83.33 Yés.'

41 .Tanka Des, ~do-
Miki voti,Mera.
.p@mi,Golaghat,

Contd......59.
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42.Dina Kt.Das, - sc 5 Rs«6, 000/~Rs.100/~ No
Hahchowa, Dergson,
Golaghat.
43.Gontiram‘Hazarika,-ﬁo- 6 Rs.8,000/~Ps.111.11 No. The béneficiarv ou-
(Das)Hahchowa, ' richased a vair of
Derg~on, Golaghat. bullock instead of
44 .Sona Das, ~do- 10 Rs.9,000/-%s. 62.50 Yas ?iig?tggwfigg Eggs
Mamorani,Nabhapga scheme.
Goladhat. . o
45.Durg%swar;Das, -do- 5 Rs.3,600/-Rs. 60.00 Yes The benefici~ry :
Hahchow a, Dergaon . did not apoly for a
Golaghat. milch animal but
- for a furniture pbu-
siness.But his name
¢ hes been shown as a
: beneficiary of milch
L ' o animals. However,Sri
’ Des did hot receive
the animals or the
loan sanctioned aga=-
inst him till the
date of our inves-
tigation. -~
- 46 .BindhachalDas, ~do- 4 Rs.7,000/-Rs.145,.83 No. The beneficiary
: Hahchowa, Dergaon, - diverted from the
Golaghat. : scheme by purchasing
' a pair of bullock
instead of milch
cow for which the
“ amount was sancti-
N ' ot oned.
47.Prafulla Des, =do- 8 5:7,100/-ks. 72.95 ves
» Hahchowa, Dergaon,
Golaghat,
& 48.Dewram Des, =do~ 7 Rs.7,000/-=%s. 83.33 Yes.
Hahchowa,Dergaon,
Golaghat.

(The poverty line has been calculsted on the brsis of index
figed for N.s.Region during the Sixth Five Year nlan i.e.
Rs.75/~ per cavita income rer month plus 20% increase for
No.s.Region making it rs. 90/~ ver cavita ver month)
The above table indicates that out of 27 ST beneficiaries only
22(81.48¥) ST beneficiaries and out of 21 SC beneficiaries onlyl0

(47.62%) s¢ beneficiaries were living below the poverty line at the
time of taking up the schemes. The rest 18.52¥ ST =nd 52.387 Sc

COntdo L ) 0600
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beneficiaries were livinc above the voverty line ot the time of
selection. So, it can be said that DRDA,Jorhat did not strictly |
follow the principle of giving benéfits to the oeonle living below

the poverty line at the time of Sclecting beneficiaries for the
schemes of milch snimals. The remarks coloumn of the table =lso

shows that 11.11% ST beneficiaries and 14 .28% SC beneficieries did

not receive the animals till the date of cur enquiry. Another

11.13%4 ST and 4.76% ScC beneficiaries received animals other than
milch animals. The animals received by 14.81% ST and 4'76¥ SC
beneficiaries died after receiving them. It further shows that

e A S TN S 19

any prior avproval from the impolementing autherities. Tt was EeiltE

8% SC beneficiaries diverted their scheme without

N

by us after completion of our field work that the chance of diver-
e . ting the amount meant for the schemes is bigh if the animals are
not suvplied in kind zt the door stevs of the selected beneficia-
ries by the avthorities concerned. This measure only will not
suffice if strict follow up actions are not adhered to by the au-
therities concerned.

Durirg the course of our field investigation we tried to
know from the beneficiaries about the basis of their sclection. .
20(74.07%) of our ST beneficiaries and 16(76.19%) of our SC respon-
dent beneficiaries informed us t.iat they were selected due to Ehichas
poor economic conditions. 2(7.4%) ST respondents told us that they
were selected because of their unemoloyment.. The rest 5(18,.51%) ST
and 5(23,87) SC respondents informed us that they were selected to
taeke up a mew ocoupstion. Tt should be noted, that all the resvondent
DRDA beneficiaries were selected by the field level Rural Develon-

ment oi of the arcas concerned.

Oi the basis of data collected on adfitional annual
income generated by the scheme we have classified the respondent
beneficiasrics into certain categories of income grouns &5 shown in
Ehe following table.

IABLE -4 2

Categorics "of 8adiZ ~ ~\RoTof SENIRTNT Nelon sal s o WL, T
tienal sanuel income éresnondcnﬁ :rusoonﬁent :
generated by the scheme ibeneficiad 3beneficia— i
I L, iries, " iries. :
....--...—..-,—..-“.—..;--—-1—....—----&-»---»s--. =
NTL 13 48.14 i 61.90
Lesg then R3.500/- 2 7440 1 4,76
Rs. 500/~ o Rs.1 000/~ 1 3570 - -
5+ TO0GA: Lo Resl, 500/ 6 22,42 2 9.52
Rse1,500/~ to #s.2000/~ - - - -
Pss2000/- o pg. 2,500/~ 1 S 870 - -
Rs. 24590/~ & aboye 4 i4.81 5 23.80
e ot e T T CT ey s 20387 T Go7 Rigai0e KAt

Eontd ;. 61 .
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. _TABLE_-4.10, -61- - |
----------- - - —---————-————-——--—--.-—-~-——--——----—-—---——---—--
Mame & adﬂress of the :ST/%Cl No.of fami-'Addl.annual 'over cenite | Per covita ¢ .ner cenita E Yof incr- '
benefieiary. c ' ly members.'income gene-~ 'income/ i income’ mer  'income ner .'ease of '  Remarks.
. ' ' rated by the'month generay month at the 'month st the per canita ' , ?
! ' ' 'scheme. | ted by the |, time of kak- 'time of inw ' income as ° v |
' . ' |scheme. v ing the scheme .vestiga~ ' 2 resylt- nf _
” H ! ' ! tion, the_scheme )
- T e wm W e o e W e -l - - = wn &S e e e Vo e e - m e o o -~ - o) - - - — -l Pl Tl % - - Rt R A
..... 1.-___-;-2-1--2-_-:--_E__-’.___E--_.-__§:'-_:_--z__._--ﬂ___,____9_“.
1. Thaneswar Kachari, ST 7 Nil . Nil - - - The beneficirr-
panjan,o‘orhat° . . . did not receix-
' the animel til-
the Aate of our
: investioetion,
4 . 2. Puheswar Hazarika, -3 0= 6 - - - - - . =Ao~-
S (kachari)»anjen, '
b | Jorhat . , . '
' 3. Dheneswer Kachari, -do=- 5 - : - ‘ - - - The beneficiary
: : - Rajabari,Panjan, ' : ‘ received a peir’
' - Jorhat, ' . of bullock inst -
: o ' : ead of a mileh
4 . Bheda(Bed)Kachari, -do~ 7 Ps.1080.00 . 12.85 Rse 63.70 Rse 76.55 20,17
Rajabari Panja-n,
Forhat .
5. Ekshit Shyam, ~do- 4 Rs.3440.00 Rs. 30.00 Ps.187.50 Rs.217.50 16 .00
Gaherisowa,Jorhat. A : :
6‘9 Ka'ﬁ Jam KaChari, -60_ 4 RS. 700900 RS. 14058 .. RS. 62050 RSO 77008 23 032
Bagordia Tinomia, ' .
Jorhat .
7. Aijsni Kachari, ~do- "6 Rs.1440.00 Rso 20.00 Rs. 41,66 ®. 61,66 18,00
‘ Panjen Tivomia, ' :
Jorhat. 4 _ :
8, Mailu Shya -3 o= 5 Nil © N4l Rs.156.66 -  %5.156.66 Nil The cow of the
h %inggia,gogﬁat. heneficiary died

after one month
of receivot.

contdoooo.62.
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]

Tulashi Pequ,
Jengraimukh,Majuli.

Phanidhar-DOley;
Jengreichanori, Majuli

Precna Kt. Merong,
Namtemer=,Col-gh-t,

Kaliz lavirce,
Yamtemera, Golachat

Raj~ni %kt ,R~ri,
Mehurcmu'cj, Gol=ch:t,.

Titar-m Mor-ne,
Namterers,G nl-grat,

Monsram Patherd,
Mrhur-,Gel-ghat.

Kusheswari Ya_zarika,
Rz jotie,Jorhat,

Zimal Das,
Dakhin Dulia,Jorhat

Junu Farverika,
Kurverg telg . Jorbat .

Dinaram Das,
Rajotis,Jorh:=t

Maren D-s,

Teok Rzj-b-ri,Jorhat.

Znunrova Des,
Drkhin Dvli=,Jorbat.

Serit Des, Daktin
Baldis, Jorhat .

-
-7 e

- e

-ﬁ.'(\-.

_t"‘j—

= D=

- -

11

1k )

s

(9%}

T s BRI PR

=

Rs.1, 080.00 Rs. 8,18

.1, 200,00 rs 17,00

Nil

Nil

Nil

Nil

Nil

Nil

rs.1,200.00 %5.14 .28

ﬂq.?' 700.00 ﬂ3.61 .f:;ﬁ

S i SR S S [
Rs. 93.78

Rs, 85.60
Fig B Ba2E

Pse145,42

5 USSEY

.125,00

e, 104,27

75,154 .75

2,201,556

Ps.9 .55

rel17,.14

D=SIREAS]RA

D AT 04

2_ —___ S Ty
The animals sup»licd o +he
kenefici=rv Aiga,

The renefieinrry fiverte
from the ascheme

-7 O

The boneficiary 2i2 =k vioco-
ive the =nim=l t£ill kbe A-te
of our investigation.

"he beneficiarw Aid not rocscis

“he a~im=zl a-s kis name w-s
rejected by DEDA ofcicizls,

The cow réeczived by the heneti-
clarv Aicd aft.ir asix manths ~°
raoceint,

The heneficiarv Jiverted frem
the scobheme.,

The heneficiary receive” +un
huffslo c-lves inste~3 of mile
huffalo.




44,

Ramcswar Des,

Jeok Raj-b-ri, "~rh-t

Canecsh Das,
Nakkin NDulia,Jorhct .,

Tanu Das,

Nak*in

Duliez,Jorhat .

Kanful
Dakhin

e ~mean

Das,

uli:

Das,

+Jorket,

Teok Rajehari,Jorh~t.

Ghana Des,
Dheki~juli,Fajuli.

Tenk> Desg,

Fikd motd, M sramani,
GColachest.,

Dina %kt. Das,

Ha™ chowa Werrv'»ﬁr\

Folrohat.

Contira-
Pzhebowe,

Fazarika(Das
Derag=cn, Gol- ahat

Jon~ Das, Mamoreni,
Fabbengs,Cols chat .,

»
- Cagmibn

= O

e e

- -

—C 0=

=-rna

= =

-1 D

(%]}

o

in

N

(93]

10

1)

3e2520,00 o, 50 50

Ps.4220,70 5, 20,00

Wl -
Nil -

0, 2700.90 05, 22.50
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---------------------------- - - - ~- - "‘""‘“"'““'"“-'-“‘-*;
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
T . ' - - ---. --------- Tt T ¥
Durgeswar Das, ~ SC 5 Nil - - - - The beneficiery 4id not
. Hahchowa, Dergaon, receive the animal ti11
Golaghat. : : ~ ' the date of our investi-
gation.
46, Bindudhar Das, -do- 4 -~ Nil - PBs.145.82° - - The beneficiary diverted
’ Hahctowa, Dergaon, from the scheme,
Golaghat . ’ .
47. Prafulls Das, ~do- 8 - Nil - ®s. 72,95 - - Milk wnroduction was found
: Hahchowa, Dergaon, tc be nil at the time of
Golaghat. ' , our investication. The
buffalo survlied to the
beneficiary were Ary,
48. Dewram Das, ~do- 7 Nil - - Rs. 83,33 - - . —do-
Hahchowa, : "
Dergaon, Golaghat. : ) -

---‘—~------———-——--——-----—_—---—-—...-———————---——_—_———-_-——_
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The column on the percentage of increase of ver cavita
income ver month aS a result of the scheme, as shown in t3bple
No. 430, indicates that there has been an increase of wver canita
income ver month in case of 14(51.85%) ST ang 8(38.09%) Sc berie-
ficiaries. The oercentage of such increase in case of the ST and
3C beneficiaries varies from 1.99 te 83.72 and 5.25 to 108.00 res— -
vectively.It also shows that out of 22 3T and 10 Sc beneficiaries
who were 1living below t+he poverty line at the time of taking up .
the schemes, as stated earlier, only 2(9.09%) ST and 3(20%) sc
beneficisries could be abde to cross the voverty line as a re-
sult of the schemes. The result of this poverty alleviation bro-
gramme of DRPDA would have been much better, had there been orover
selection of beneficiaries ang neécessary follow um actions.
During the course of our study we tried to assess the
imvact of rise in family income due +o the introductinn of the
schemes on certain conditions like the material imorovement of
the family,health and sanitation, Housing, improvement of drin-
king water facilities, education of the children of the béncficio
ary families, clothing of thre femily, "savings in Banks/Post
offices etc. Our data in this resvect show that in cese of 48,14%
ST and 61.9% sc beneficiaries the imvact wes nil as the benefi-
claries could not derive any additional income out of the schemes
due to the factors ‘mentionegd earlier in thig chaoter. 11,11% s7
and-9.52% sc benefiéiaries informed us thet they utiliseg the
additional income for material improvement of their foemilies.25,92¢
ST and 28.57% sc beneficisries informed us that they sment the
additional incomé'for construction or repvairing of their houses
and other household exmenses.3,7 ST beneficiaries +o0la us that

their additional income for wroviding élothing to theif reswective
family members. T-he rest 3.7%4 ST resvpondents informed us that they

- bad been able to save their additionsl income, generated by thre

schemes, in Banks Or post offices,

Exceot 2 of oyr SC resoondants, who hag eneountered some
problems like Paying bribes to some 6fficials for getting the loans,
none of *our reswnondent beneficiaries comnlained to us_to have faced
any nroblems in exXecuting the schemes,
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A COMP2RATIVE STUDY OF THE PERF ORMANCE AND IMPACT
OoF THE SCHEMrS IMPLE ME NTE D UNDER THE TRIBAT, SUB—PLAN,
2CIEDULLD CASTE COMPOMENT PLAN AND I.R.p.p.

In this chapter an attemont is made to oroject a com-
parative analysis of the imnact and Performance of the Schemes
of milch snimaj distributed under the Mrikha sub-olan,Scheéuled
caste comnonent nlan ang I.R.D.P. (executeq Fy D.?,D.A.,Jorhat).
We have 2lready describegd the imnact ang “erformance of the
dicferent schizmes in tpe pvreceecding three chanters, However, this
chapter will heln us to have an ides 2bout the impact and per-
formance of the schemes, imnlemented IS5y, ElaS Ay s, 4 Veterinary
devartment ang D.R.D.A.,Jorhat, at g alance,

It has alreadv been mentioned in the preceeding
chanters that we Dersonaily met and interviewed RS/ benefici-
aries under T.<.p, schemes, 15 5/c beneficisries under the Sche-
duled caste comoonent/%%%%mes and 48 D.R,.D.A, beneficiaries who
received milch animels during the Sixth Five Year Plan, Of these

48 DICRI AT beneficiaries 27 belonged to sAT communities ‘and 21
belonged to S/C communities,

While some of ELERT SR DA resmnondent beneficiaries
told us that they had to N3y bribe to some concernsd Oofficials,

schemes egecyteqd by the A.H. & Veterinary denartment . However,
af fected teneficiaries in LE S ctb d ot iR R T SAR schemes did not
like to give us anvthing in W R e

It was found that while 2ll the resnordents ynder
T.3.P. nossesseq milch animals before taking un the schemes only
6 0¥ beneficiaries under scheduled caste combonent+ nlan and 45'83%

beneficiaries under I.ROD.P.scPemes had their own milch animals

before taking up whe: cschemes, The nereentage of 8/0 and S/T he

W -

neficieries, WO nonsesaed milct animals at the time of taking

uo the I.R.D.P, schemes is 1014 and 35'4 resnectively,

Contd.... .68,
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It was observed that while the A.H. & Veterinary
denartment supvlied the milch animals directly to the benefici-
aries in kind the D.R.D.A.,,Jorhat suovvlied the milch animals to
the beneficiaries of I.R.D.P. schemes through some credit camos.

While it was found that all the beneficieries under
Tribal sub-nlan.snd scheduled caste comoonent vlan received the
animals from the Denartment of A.H.& Veterinary, 23'8” S/C and
22'22% S/T beneficiaries under I.R.D.P. either did not receive
the animals or received benefits of other schemes from D.R.D.A.
Jorhat at the time of our field investigation.

We received comvlaint of receiving animals of infe-
rior quality from 30'76% beneficiaries under Tribal sub-nlan
and 6'66% heneficiaries under the scheduled caste commonent »lan. .
But none of heneficiaries who received milch animals from D.R.D.A.
Jorhat comolained to have received animals of inferior quality.

While all the resvondents undar Tribal sub-pnlan and
and scheduled caste commonent nlan told us that they received
all necessary help and codperation from the officials of A.H., &
Veterinary denartment, 12 D.R.D.A. beneficiaries of whom 8 velon-
ged to S/C and 4 S/T informed us that'they did not receive full
coomeration from the concerneq‘officials'including the officials
of the. banks, The: beneficiaries complained that the officials
vlayed delaying tactics in disburshing the loans.

2s regards cattle shed we“found that while 92'3%
beneficiaries under T.S.P. and 93'33% keneficiaries under sche-
duled caste commonent plan vossessed a cattle shed for their ani-
mals only 66'66% D.R.D.A. beneficiaries belonging to both the

- categories i.e. S/C and S/T were found to have vossessed a cattle

shed for their animals. But it is to be noted that in most of
the schemes there is a prorision for construction of cattle shed.

A comnarative study of our data on average daily cost
of feeding 2nd maintenance of the animals received by the henefi-
ciaries show that 15'38% beneficiaries under T.S.P., 40% benefi-
ciaries under scheduled caste comnonent olan and 10%® and 78;4%
of the 8/C and S/T keneficiaries respectively under I.R.D.P.
schemes do not spénd enything for feeding and maintenance of .

e

x
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their cattle, 15'38¥ beneficieries under Tribai sub-vlan, 13'33%
beneficisries under scheduled caste comvonent vland and 5'4%

S/T beneficiaries under I.P.D.P. svend less than ks. 5/- ver day
for feedlng and msintenance of their cattle, Again 7'69% benefi-
ciaries under T.S.™., 13'23% beneficieries under S$.C.P. and 13'5%
S/T beneficiaries under I.R.D.P. schemes srend ®s. 5/- to Rs. 10/~
rer day for feeding their animals received from: the deoartment
concerned The data further show that.28'46% benefiéiaries under
T.SéP.,ZOV beneficiaries under scheduled caste comoonent »nlan and
2.7% beneficiaries under I.R.D.P. schemes spend Rs. 10/~ to Rs.15/~
rer day for feeding and maintenance of their cattle. Only 7'69%

~beneficiaries under T.S.™. srend Rs. 15/= tO Rs. 2N/~ rer day for
' feeding and maintenance of their restvective cattle. Our data

a8lso reveal that .only 15'28% beneficiaries under Tribal sub-blan
and 13'33v benef1c1aries under scheduled caste comoonent vlan
svend more than s, 20/— mer day for feeding and meintenance of &k
their cattéle. The data show that the nosition of daily cost of
feeding and maintEnance is much better in case of the beneflcla-
ries under T.S.P. and scheduled caste component plan than “the
I.R.D.P. schemes executed by the D.R.D.A.,Jorhat.,

A comoarative analysis of our data on daily »roduction
of milk received by the beneficiaries of different schemes show
that in case of 20'76¥ beneficiaries under the Tribal sub-nlan,
60% reneficieries under the scheduled casts commonent vlan and
18'51% S/T and 28'57 S/C beneficiaries under IRDP schemes, the
daily oroduction of milk is either nil or it is less than 1 litre
which is quite negligible from the economic voint of view. The

2 dally nroduction of milk of 15'38” beneficiaries under T.S.P.,

20% beneficiaries under S.C.P. and 18'51% S/T and 33'33% S/C
beneficisries urider the IMDP schemes is between 1 lit. to 2 lit.
a day. Only 7'69¥ reneficiaries under T.S.P. and 3'7% SAT bene-
ficiaries under IRDP schemes get milk between 2 1lit. to 3 1lit.
per, day, 30'%6% beneficiaries under T.S.P., and11'11% SAT benefi-
claries under IRDP scheme get milk between 3 lit. to 4 lit.rer
day. The defly milk yield of another 7'69% beneficiaries under
TSP G L . . 6'66¥ beneficiaries under
S.C.P. arid 3'7? 8/" beneficiaries under the IRDP schemes is bet-
ween 4 1it, to 5 lit. s day. The rest 7'69~ beneficiaries under

c@ntdoaoeuoo°¢70'q
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T.S.P.,13'33% beneficisries under Scheduled caste comnonent vlan

and 7'4¥ S/T keneficieries under the IRDP schemes were, however,
getting milk more than 5 litres per day at the time of our field

investication.

It was observed that marketing fecility was available
for milk in all the oplaces and most of the beneficiaries were
LGS
getting reasonsble sazle vrice for their »roducts.

It was observed that 84'61% tenefieiaries under +the
T.5.P., 807 beneficiaries under the Seheduled @aste comnonent
olan and 56'25% beneficiaries under the IRDP schemes kent their
animals at places linked by all weather roads. The rest 15'38¥
benefici:ries under T.5.P., 20% beneficiaries under Scheduled
caste comnonent vlan and 43'75% beneficiaries under the IRDP
schemes did not keev their animals received as a result of the
schemes, at nlaces 1linked by all weather roads.

Exceot a single beneficiary under the ™.3.D. scheme,
none of our resnondents, under any programme, was found to be a
member of milk nroducer g' Co-onerative society. This was because

of the non formation of such Co-oreratives in the areas where'
the beneficiaries live.

Ve have already vrojected our analysis of the data
on utilization of milk nrocucts by the beneficiaries of different
schemes in the rreceeding chapters., In this chanter we shall try

tO wrojéct a comnarative analysis of the same data with the heln

of “bar diagram, followgd by a discussion.
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The above diagram shows @ comparative statement of
two tynes of utilization of milk that is (i) household consum»-~
tion of milk and (ii) marketed ~usntity of milk mer day by the
beneficiaries of differant schemes. The first nart of the diagram
shows that 23°07% b-eneficisries under the T.S.P., 33'23” benefi-
ciaries under the Schaduled Caste comnonent mlan and 70374 S /T
and 76'2¥ S/C reneficiaries under the IRDP schemes do not use
milk for their household ccnsumntion. 46'15% beneficiaries under
the T.S.P., 46'66Y reneficiaries under the S.C.P. and 25'92%
S/T and 19'04% S,/C beneficisries under the IRDP schemes use milk
between % “litre to 1 litre rer day for their household consumo-
tion. The rest 3N'75% khenzficiaries under T.S.P,, 20¥ beneficiaries
under S.C.P. and 3°7% S/T and 4'76% beneficiaries under the IRDP
schemes, however, use milk more than 1 litre ver day for their
household consumption.

The second vart of the diagram shows that 38'46Y%
beneficiaries under the T.5.p., 80 beneficieries under the Sche-
duled caste ccmnonent nisn and 59'25% SAT and 80'95% S/C kenefi-
claries und=sr the IRDP schemes do not sell any milk.6'66% benefi-
ciarieés under the Zcheduled Caste comnonent olan and 11'11% S/T
and 4'76% S/C beneficiaries uiider the IRDP schemes can sell milk
between % litre to 1 litre per day. 23'0P beneficiaries under
the Tribal sub-plan znd 7'4¥ g Ap anﬁ“14’28%.s/b beneficiaries
under thd IRpP Sche:es can sell milk batween 1 litre to 2 litre
ver day. It further shows that only 15.3¢% beneficiaries under
the T.S.P. and 3':3, S/T beneficisries under the IRDP schemes sell
‘milk 2 litré to 3 litre =er day. 23'07% beneficisries under the
T.5.P.,13'33% bereficiasries under the Scheduled Caste component
nlan and 18'51¥ S/T keneficiaries under the IRDP schemes, however,
sell milk more than three litres ver day. As becomes evident
from the diagramwitself th2 schemes, excent the Tribal Sub--nlan
schemes to sc¢me extent, followed by the IRDP schemes executed
among the Scheduled Tr'*es of Jorhat district, cannot be saig
totbe econamicel taling invo consideration the marketed uantli v
of milk ver 32ay by the bénefi:iaries.

Jrar Qata ot the £follow up action taken bylthe depart-
ment condernecd. whiet

e

noimncrtant mart of any develdommental

s
pProgramme, show that: wtile .n 69'23% cases under Tribal sub-vla.

COntd LI Y 7:




o=

dcheme and 73'33% cases under the Scheduled Castes Cemponent
Plan Schemes follew up actions were taken by the Department
éf A.H. & Vety., the percentage of follow-up action taken by
D.R.D.A., Jorhat against the I.R.D.P. schemes for milch
animals, was 18'75% which was very poor in comparision to the
two programmes mentioned earlier.

The position ef the insurance of the animals cencer-
ning each pragramme has been discussed in detail in the pro-
ceeding chapters. In all the programmes 1t was seen that
necessafy stress for insurance as well as renewal of insu-
rance policies was not given both by the Beneficiaries and
the implementing authorities of the different.schemes.

Regarding diwersien of the beneficiaries from their
aschemes, eighef bv selling out the animals given to them or by
investing the money for other purpeses, we can say that 15'38%
beneficiaries under the Trital Subh-Plan SChemes, 26'66% bene-
ficiaries under the Scheduled Castes Componant Plan and 7'3%
S.T. and 14'28% S.C. beneficiaries under I.R.D.P. Schemes
diverted from their respective schemes.

While 38'46% and 6'66% beneficiaries under the Tyibal
Sub-Plan Schemes and Scheduled Castes Component Plan Schemes
rec8ived training in cattle rearing none of the beneficiaries
of milch animals under the I.R.D.P. Schemes received any kind
of training Iin'cattlel rearing.

Our study shows that the vorinciple of giving benefits
to the pporest ef the poor was not strictly follewed by the
authorities who selected the beneficiaries for different
schemes, although the schemes were some means of the peverty
alleviation programme of the Gevernment. Our data show that
only 23'07% Tribal Sub-Plan beneficiaries follewed by 53'33%
Scheduled Castes Cemponent BPlan beneficiaries and 66'66%(S.T .-
45'83%,5.C.-20'837) D.R.D.A. beneficiarieswere living belew
the oeverty line of the time of selection of the beneficiaries.
It has been observed that none of +the Tyibal Sub-Plan bemefi-
ciaries, who were living below the norerty line at the time
of taking the schemes could cross the poverty line as a result
of the schemes, 13'33% beneficiaries under the Rcheduled CRates
Component Plan have crossed the voverty line as a result of the
S€hemes. Out of 27'S.T. resnondent only 3(11'11%) and out of
21 s.C. respondent only 3(14'28%) were found to have epossed

: take th
the peverty line as g result of the I.R.D.P, schemes, If wa/e
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S/T and S/C beneficiaries together the nercentage of benefici-
aries crossing the noverty line.as a result of IRDP schemes,
implemented by DRDA, Jorhat, comes to 12'5%.

The schemes of milch animals, imnlemented by both A.H.
& Veterinary denartment and DRDA,Jorhat, however, show an increase
of mer canita income rner month as result of the schemes. The ner-
centage of increase of »er panita income ner month in case of
Tribal sub-nlan schemes is 76'92%. The mercentage of such incr-
ease varies from 1'79 to 48 in case of T.S.P. schemes. It is

53'32¥ in case of Scheduled caste commonent pnlan schemes. Here
the variation of individusl nercentace is from 3;%? 5@ L0f0)Y 010) 3

In case of the IRDP schemes also there has been/increase of ner

canita income ner month as a result of the schemes. The nercen-

tage of such increase is 45'83 if we take S/T and S/C beneflc%g—
ries toccfher. Out of our 27 S,/T resnondent 14 (51'85V)f

out of 21 S/C resnondents 8 (28'0N9%) beneficiaries have shown

e

an increase of mer canita income ver month as a result of the
schemes. The nercentage of such increese ¢n case of the S/T and
S/C keneficiaries varies from 1RO O ol 83 28N NS5 RE o0 SMO 6
respectively. (For details table —-2.10, table 3.10 and table 4.9
may be been).

It has already heen mentioned in our »revious ChAnterq
that thraugh our study we tried to know the imoact of rise in
family income due to the introduction of the schemes on certain
conditions like material imorovement of the family, health and
sanitation, housing, imnrovement of drinking water facilities,
education of the children, clothing of the femily, savings in
banks and nost offices etc. The position widder each nrogramme
has been thorowgh discussed in the preceeding three chaoters.

In this Chapter we shall nroject a commarative statement of the
same data with the heln of a bar diagegam, followed by an analysis.
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The diagrem shows that in case of 38'46Y bencficiaries
under the Tribal Sub-plan schemes, 73'33% beneficiaries under
+the Scheduled Easte Comnonent onlan schemes and 48'14Y S /T and
61'9” s/c bene%iciasies under the IRDP schemes the imnact of rise
in family income as a result of the schemes is nil. 13'23% bene-
fibiaries under the Scheduled Caste Component olan followed by
11'11% S/T and 9'52% S/C keneficiaries under the IRDP schemes
invested their additional income generated by the schemes for

material improvement of the family. Another 23'07¥ beneficiaries
under the Tribal sub-vlan, followed by 25199/ 5 /T ahd 28'57% S/C

beneficiaries under the IRDP schemes snent their additional income
for cither remairing or construction of their living houses or
other houscehold exDenses. Orly 7'69% T.S.P,. heneficiaries and

3179 S/T beneficiaries under the IRDP cchemes sment their addi-
tional income, generated by the echemes, for the education of
their Children. The diagram further shows that 7'69% beneficiaries
under the Tribal sub-nlan schemes, 6'66% beneficiaries under the
Scheduled caste component plan schemes and 7'4% S/T beneficiaries
orovided clothing to their family members out of t+he income gene-
rated by the schemes. It also shows that 23'07% beneficiariés
under the Trilw1 sub-plan schemes, 6'66% beneficiaries under the
scheduled Caste component vplan schemes and 3'7™ S/T beneficiaries
under the IRDP schemes executed by DRDA ,Jorhat saved their

additional income either in Banks or Post Offices.

Artificial insemination of the animals was found to be
af{ oroblem for the beneficiaries as in most of the interior Vete-
rinary centres the system of artificial insemination is not yet
available. Our beneficiaries under the Tribal sub-Plan and Sche-
duled caste comnonent vlan schemes informed us that they did not
face any oroblem, excent the artificial insemination, in erecu-
ting the schemes, But two of our S/C beneficiaries of DRDA,Jorhat
told us that they had to nay bribes for cetting the loans under
the IRDP schemes.

From the above discussion it can be said that though
\ the schemes for distribution of milch animals were imnlemented

by the Government in Jorhat distftit under noverty allevietion

x
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orogramme it could not reach its exnected goal due to the

faulty sclection of beneficiaries and also due to the lack

of prover follow up action. The DRDA,Jorhat sanctioned schemes
to nurchase milch animals to a number of nersons belonging

to Turung and Rajbongshi communities as S/T beneficiaries.

But these communities are not included in the Scheduled Trites
list of Assam. We have already mentioned in Chanter-IV that

the rate of subsidy admissible for a S/T beneficiary should

not be allowed to be enjoyed by a non-scheduled Tribe benefici-
ary. From our study we can say that had there been oprover selec-

tion of reneficiaries and strict follow up action hy the imple-

mentinct?uthorities of the schemes, the schemes would have shown
er
much/results.
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CONCLUDING OBSERVATION AND SUGGESTTIONS

In this final chapter of our study report, we
shall, firstly, try to project the summary of findings of
our study and secondly, put forward a numbsr of suggestions
which, we feel, will helo the imolementing authorities of
the schemes to rectify their future programmesg ,The salient

features of the study are as fol lows:—

01. Our study shows that the A.H. and Veterinary

Department implemented six schemes under the
Tribal Sub-Plan, during the 8ixth Pive Year Plan Period
and spent Rs.3, 74,400/~ for distributing milch animals to
117 S/T beneficiaries of Jorhat district of Ageam. Similar-
ly, the game department executed six schemes, during the
plan pveriod under disoussion under the scheduled Castes
Component Plan and spent Rs.3,56,300/- for distributing
milch animals to 109 s/c beneficiaries of Jorhat district.
The D.R.D.A., Jorhat, on the other hand sanctiened
Rs.17,29,930/~ for oroviding milch animals to 457 s/C and
S/ T beneficiaries through a number of NABARD apnroved
schemes. The number of 8/T and s/c beneficiaries, who
received milch animals Bren DR DAL Jerhat, is 261 ang
196 resvectively.

QZE The performance ang imvact of +the schemes
implemented by both A.H.& Veterinary department
and D.R.D.A., Jorhat, have beep discussed separately in
the proceeding chapters along with a camparat ive study
of the schemes, Fyom the discussionsg contained in the
srezeeding chapters, we know that the schemes of milch
animals imolemented by both the agencies, could not
show expected results due to faulty selection of benefi-
ciaries, Though the schemes were orimarily meant for peonle
living below the poverty line, both the departmentsg
concerned selected a good number of beneficiaries living
above the poverty line and as such the schemes faileg to
serve the orimary ocbjective of the Government ., we foung
a beneficiary family under the T:8.P, Schemeg in Majuli

Sub-Division, whoge Per captta income Per month wag sz
at the time of taking ke scheme,

-,
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03. The list of the beneficiaries furnished by
D.R.D.A., Jorhat shows disuniformity in respect

of the rate of subsidy given to the beneficiaries.

04. D.R.D.A.,,Jorhat supolied milch animals under the
schemes meant for the S/, to a number of vpersons

belonging to communities other thah 8cheduled Tribes.

058, Excent one tribal beneficiary none of the benefi-
ciaries who received milch animals under the
Tribal Sub-Plan and Scheduled Caste Component Plan Schemes
received any facility of transvportation of the animals from
the vplace of distribution to their nlaces of residence or

the transportation cest as provided by the schemes.,

06 . While 30'76% beneficiaries under the T.S.P.schemes
and 6'66% beneficiaries under the Seheduled Castes

Component Plan Schemes camplained to have rece ived animals

>f inferior aquality. none of the beneficiaries under I.R.D.P.

schemes had such complaints.

017} It is found that a good number of 3/T and s/cC
beneficiaries who received milch animals under
different schemes do not s~end much for feeding their

animals and as such they do not get the expected milk yield,

08. Follow up action taken by the implementing
authorities after implementation of the schemes isg

not at all satisfactory.

B)2) ] Most of the beneficiaries are ignorant about the

procedure of insurance of their cattles. Tt was
found that most of the insurance policies had become irvalig
due to non-renewal,

1 0% A number of S/ and S/C beneficiaries, who recadveq
mllch animals under various schemes, were foung
to have divetrted their schemes,

11, Mast e&f the beneficiaries have not received any

training in cattle rearing.

L2 Artificial insemination of the cattle is amybea]

problem for most of the beneficiaries as tpe
farilities for artificial insemination are not available
in most of the interior veterinary centres,
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137 It was observed that in case of most of the she
buffaloes supplied by N.R.D.A.,Jorhat, tags were

not fitted to the animals ear and as such it became very

much difficult to identify the animals supoplied under the

schemes .

14, It was further observed that most of the benefi-
claries do not inform the autborities about the
death of the animals supnlied to them under different

schemes ,

15. During the course of our §ield study we had
sane informal discussion with the officials of

the implementing authorities like the District Veterinary
Officer, 3leck Development Officer, Extension Officer(vety),
Extension Officer(cCredit) of different blocks. From dhe
discussion we gathered some knowledge about some lopholes
nf the schemes imvlemented by both the authorities. we came
to know that the D.R.D.A.,Jorhat, supplied the animals
through some credit camps. In this svstem there is a chance
of m#savoropriation of the fund sanctioned to a beneficiary.
At the time of purchase of animals before +he credit camps
a bemeficiary is required to nroduce the animals. So, in .
such a procedure, a b@neficiary physically may produce a
pair of milch animals belonging to one of his fréend or
relative with a false receipt of purchase having an under-
standing with the actual owner. From the officials of A.H
and Veterinary devartment we came to know that as the
beneficiaries are selected by the members of the Project
Implementation Committee, Sub-Divisional S/r Development
Boards and 3/C Develorment Boards, The Govt. officials have
little to say on the decision of the non-official members
who belong to the volitical parties,

163 Only a few beneficiary families, who were living
below the poverty line could be able to cross
the poverty line as a sesult of the schemes, However,
there has been a substantial increases of per capita
income per month as a result of the schemes and as such
the attempts of the Veterinary Department angd the DoR.BA.
have produced at least some beneficial results for the
Spheduled Castes and Scheduled Tyilos families,
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{70 We found that only 38'46% teneficiaries under
the Tribal Sub-Plan Schemes and 53'33% benefi—
ciaries under the Scheduled Caste Component Plan Schemes
received the Fomily Beneficiary Cards from the A.H.& Vety.
devartment. The rest 61 '54% and 46'66Y beneficiaries
under t he Tribal Sub-Plan and Scheduled Castes Component
Plan Scheme respectively did not receive the Family Bene-
ficiary Card till the time of our field investigation.
In case of thé beneficiaries under the I.R.D.P, Schemes
®Ee observed that excepting the beneficiaries belonging
to the Majuli Sub-Division, none of our resoondent
beneficiaries who belonged to Golaghat and Jorhat Sub-
Rivision of the district received theRVikash Patrika’
till the date of our investigation., All the BIERE DAY
beneficiaries, however, received the rass bock of the
resmective banks from where there loans were distributed.

SEUNEICIERSETNOENES

O Milch animals should always be supplied in kinds

as is done in the case of Tribal Sub-Plan andg
Scheduled castes Comnonent Plan Schemes and not through
aredit camp., of the D.R.D.A.

02. There should be scme strict uniform Principlesg

e toriselcating beneficiaries for various schemes
80 that the benefits could reach the poorest of the peor.,

033 It should be ensured that ¢ood quality animals
should always be supnlied to the beneficiaries.

04 . Cress-breed animals should not pe Supnlied to
the beneficiaries without imparting Proper
training regarding their maintenance.

05, The implementino authoritges should take utmost

care so that a non-8cheduleq Tribe person can
not enjoy the benefits meant for Scheduled Tribes. The
concerned officers must have a thorough knowledge of the
8/C and 8/ communities as fer Censtitution Order,
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06 . Transportation cost should te given to the
; beneficiaries if the devartment concerned

fails to supoly the animals at the doer steps of the
\ selected beneficiaries.

07. The officials &f the concerned departments
should visit a beneficiary at least once in a
month to see the vrogress of the schemes.

; 08. The beneficiaries should be made aware of the

procedure of insurance of their cattles.

09. After giving benefit to a beneficiary, the

| iﬁpléménting authorities should keev a close
| watch on him/her so that the beneficiary cannct divert
from the scheme.

‘,D 10. The D.R.D.A. authorities should keep correct and
readyv records of the beneficiaries which is of
utmost impottante for an evaluation study and also for

other purposes. They should rather have a data bank at
their disposal.

11. Necessary identification marks should be there

on the body of the animals supvplied to the
beneficiaries.

~ ‘ L
159 ‘ ; should be supplied to each interior
| rwCelinary Centres where the system of artificial
' insemination is not available.

{340 The area alloted to a field official should

not be more than 5 Sg.Km. This will help the

beneficiaries . of the areg to keep a close contact with

i the officaal concernec. The officials concern
be able

schemes .

ed will also
to keep a close watch on the vrogeess of the

14. A rethinking should pe given on the procedure

of selection of beneficiaries and ne
measures should be adonted for removal of noli

influences in selecting the beneficiaries.

15,

cessary
tical

Before giving benefitg to a beneficiary an en

the gpot survey should be

made by a team of
the selection Roards,

consistinag both official and non
official Members, to assess the e

conomic condition of the
beneficiary,
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11L& Milk Producers' Co-operative Societies should be

formed as many as ppssible and each beneficiary
of the milch anitals should be made a member of such €Go-
operatives. :

These societies besides offering marketing
facilities of milk and milk products should also provide
required feed for stall feeding. Introduction of cash @ards
and Credit Cards will facilitate them to get their require-

ments locally as and when required.

LYol s Family beneficiary cards, in case of the bene-: -
ficiariesyunder the Trihal Bub-Pian and Schecduled
Caste Cdnp" " T'i"]ihemes and‘vikash Patrika’, in case of

the beneficiaries under the I.R.D.P.Schemes should be giwven
to all the beneficiaries of milch animals immediately after
giving the benefits to the beneficiaries. Officers of superi-
or rank of the imnlementing,auihorities should pay periodical
visit to the beneficiaries and should record his/her camment
on the progress of the schemes on such family beneficiary
cards or‘Vikash Patrikas'. This would surely ensure better
implementztion of the schemes and it would also create a

healthy atmosphere for the heneficiaries.
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