Chapter 5

 LIBERATION AND REHABILITATION OF SCAVENGERS - RESPONSE OF BENEFICIARIES
The study of the liberation of scavengers from manual removal of night soil and their rehabilitation in alternative occupations was carried out in Ajmer and Udaipur districts of Rajasthan from the perspectives of beneficiaries, both with or without institutional affiliations, as well as non beneficiaries drawn from different habitats i.e. cities, towns and villages and different residential areas i.e. harijan basties and mixed population areas. The total sample covers 554 beneficiaries -366 without institutional affiliation and 188 with institutional affiliation -- and 138 non-beneficiaries. The beneficiaries are comprised of 236 respondents drawn from cities, equal number from towns and 82 from villages. The number of non-beneficiaries drawn from cities, towns and villages were 52, 59, and 27 respectively. Likewise, of the total 554 beneficiaries, 494 are residing in  harijan basties and 60 in mixed population areas. This chapter is devoted to the discussion on the status of scavenging and scavengers, participation of beneficiaries in programmes of liberation and rehabilitation and the impact these had on the socioeconomic conditions of scavengers. 

These aspects are discussed in relation to (a) respondents' affiliation to formal institutions, (b) habitat in which beneficiaries pursue their respective vocation and (c) their residence in a given locality. The problem under study is accordingly examined in relation to each of these three contexts one by one. 

BENEFICIARIES WITH AND WITHOUT INSTITUTIONAL AFFILIATION

The sample of beneficiaries under the study is comprised of 554 respondents - 188 consisted of institutional sample drawn from hospitals, government offices or public undertakings, educational institutions and commercial establishment and 366 from harijan households grouped as non-institutional sample of beneficiaries. While beneficiaries from both groups are overwhelmingly members of harijan basties (89.17%), this holds true more for the non-institutional beneficiaries (93.99%) than for those drawn from formal institutions (79.79%). As will be clear later, residence of beneficiaries in cities or towns also did not alter the situation. 

Caste Composition : The scavengers are widely known as harijans and bhangis; the two terms are sometimes used interchangeably. The use of the term harijan for the scavengers is endorsed by 83.39% of the respondents. Some differences are, however, noted among beneficiaries with and without institutional affiliations: while 88.04% of the former reported use of the term harijan, only 83.06% of the later did so. However, the term bhangi is reportedly used more by beneficiaries without institutional affiliation (14.20%) than by those with such affiliation (6.38%). 

The two groups of beneficiaries differed with respect to the membership of other caste of groups as well (Table 5.1). While 2.73% of the beneficiaries without institutional affiliation are addressed to by the term "Balmiki", those with such affiliation belonged to 8 other caste groups – 8 from Meenas, 2 each from Chamars, Bhils and Teli and 1 each from Khatik, Yadav, Salvi and Meghwal. These castes fall, besides SCs, under OBCs and STs as well. Meenas are members of Scheduled Tribes whereas Yadavs and telis are members of OBCs. Among the rest, most of which are members of Scheduled Castes, only Balmikis fall under the scavenging caste while Khatiks, Chamars, Salvi, and Meghwals form separate scheduled castes. Interestingly, all the beneficiaries from these 8 caste groups are affiliated to formal institutions. It appears, these have entered into formal institutional in an open competition even for the posts involving scavenging duties.

Table 5.1

Caste composition of beneficiaries

	S.N.
	Name of sub caste
	Non institutional beneficiaries
	Institutional beneficiaries
	Total

	
	
	Number
	Percent
	Number
	Percent
	Number
	Percent

	1
	Harijan
	304
	83.06
	158
	88.04
	462
	83.39

	2
	Bhangi
	52
	14.20
	12
	6.38
	64
	11.55

	3
	Balmiki
	10
	2.73
	--
	--
	10
	1.80

	4
	Khatil
	0
	0.00
	1
	0.53
	1
	0.18

	5
	Meena
	0
	0.00
	8
	4.25
	8
	1.44

	6
	Chamar
	0
	0.00
	2
	1.06
	2
	0.36

	7
	Yadav
	0
	0.00
	1
	0.53
	1
	0.18

	8
	Salvi
	0
	0.00
	1
	0.53
	1
	0.18

	9
	Bhil
	0
	0.00
	2
	1.06
	2
	0.36

	10
	Teli
	0
	0.00
	2
	1.06
	2
	0.36

	11
	Meghwal
	0
	0.00
	1
	0.53
	1
	0.18

	
	Total 
	366
	
	188
	
	554
	


Status of Scavenging and Scavengers  : 

The scavenging work does not necessarily end with the liberation of scavengers from manually carrying of sewers night soil; such scavengers are rather assigned tasks to clean water-sealed flush latrines, roads and sewers/drains. Pathak (1991) asserted that the scavengers who were formally engaged in carrying night soil as headload and now working in Sulabh Shauchalayas are "liberated" scavengers, as they do not come in direct contact with human excreta. This trend is clearly evident in the present study as well. Data showed that 88.63% of the beneficiaries are performing the task of scavenging. Of these, 87.98% are doing the jobs on full time basis, and 85.95% on fixed wages. (Table 5.2)

Registration as Scavengers: The Employment of Manual Scavengers and Construction of Dry Latrines (Prohibition) Act 1993 stipulates registration of manual scavengers in the register maintained at the district level. Many of the present scavengers covered under the study were also doing manual scavenging during pre-liberation period. This being the case, a question was asked if they were registered as scavengers? As per responses received, 71.30% of the beneficiaries endorsed having registered themselves as scavengers in the register maintained at the district level. Their distribution showed registration of higher number of scavengers from non-institutional sample (74.59%) than from institutional sample (64.89%). The habitat wise distribution revealed positive association of registration with more number of beneficiaries registered in cities than in towns and more in towns than in villages. 

Table 5.2
Involvement of beneficiaries in scavenging work as per their institutional affiliation
	S. No.
	Involvement in scavenging work
	Non-institutional beneficiaries (N=366)
	Institutional beneficiaries (N=188)
	Total (N=554)
	x2

	
	
	
	
	
	

	1
	Involvement of respondents in scavenging work
	 
	 
	 
	 

	(i)
	Number working as scavengers
	311
	180
	491
	14.30**

	
	
	(84.97)
	(95.74)
	(88.63)
	

	(ii)
	Number working on  fulltime basis
	281
	151
	432
	4.51*

	
	
	(90.35)
	(83.89)
	(87.98)
	

	(ii)
	Number engaged on fixed wages
	268
	154
	422
	0.04

	
	
	(86.17)
	(85.56)
	(85.95)
	

	2
	Involvement of family members in scavenging work ***
	 
	 
	 

	(i)
	Number endorsed  involvement  of  up to 2 members
	155
	88
	243
	2.44

	
	
	(82.89)
	(89.80)
	(85.26)
	

	(ii)
	Number  endorsed involvement of over 2 members
	32
	10
	42
	

	
	
	(17.11)
	(10.20)
	(14.74)
	

	 
	 
	187
	98
	285
	 

 

	 
	 
	(51.09)
	(52.13)
	(51.44)
	

	3
	Nature of scavenging work performed by respondents****
	 
	 
	 

	(i)
	Disposal of house/cattle waste 
	64
	37
	101
	0.00

	
	
	(20.58)
	(20.56)
	(20.57)
	

	(ii)
	Cleaning of latrines 
	194
	146
	340
	18.79**

	
	
	(62.38)
	(81.11)
	(69.25)
	

	(iii)
	Cleaning of sewers / drains
	169
	64
	233
	16.14**

	
	
	(54.34)
	(35.56)
	(47.45)
	

	(iv)
	Sweeping of roads
	147
	49
	196
	19.10**

	
	
	(47.27)
	(27.22)
	(39.32)
	

	(v)
	Cleaning of septic tanks
	12
	6
	18
	0.09

	
	
	(3.86)
	(3.33)
	(3.67)
	

	(The figures in brackets denote percentages)
	
	* Significant at .05 level

	* Multiple responses were allowed                                                                                                          ** Significant at .01 level

*** Percentage are worked out from those whose family members are also involved in scavenging work 

**** Percentage are calculated out of those who are involved in scavenging work


Scavenging and non Scavenging Tasks: The beneficiaries, performing scavenging work and falling under all-inclusive category, are involved in a variety of associated tasks. This is especially so for those without institutional affiliations. Those having institutional affiliation tend to perform the assigned tasks in different capacities. Overwhelmingly, the beneficiaries perform scavenging work as regular employees of one or the other formal organization; some perform duty as temporary employees. Four of them are assigned the duties of motor drivers (3) and peon (1).

The occupational tasks that the beneficiaries without institutional affiliation perform vary greatly. These include official jobs (i.e. job of the teacher and service in railways), skilled jobs (i.e. cycle repairing, wireman, painting, piggery unit), community services (i.e. ward boy, zamadar), trading and business (i.e. shop-keeping, salesman), and labour jobs. The beneficiaries earning their living from such sources constituted only 9.02% of the total.  Interestingly, these activities, except driving, are pursued only by beneficiaries without institutional affiliation. It may be attributed to the need of survival in absence of regular sources of income and of earning a living through self-employed activities. 

Despite scavenging work being pursued as a main source of income, the beneficiaries are undertaking other occupations as well and this is being done to supplement their income. About 7.14% of the beneficiaries without institutional affiliation are reportedly engaged in piggery, bamboo basket making, painting, running music center, repair workshop and similar other occupations. Of these, most common is piggery followed by bamboo basket making. In cities and towns, raising of pigs is done exclusively by scavengers for good return. The members of families also provide support and help in this regard. 

When probed if the institutional affiliation makes any difference, it is surprising to note that more of institutional beneficiaries (95.74%) than non- institutional ones (84.97%) are engaged in scavenging work (table 5.2). But more of the later than the former doing it on full time basis. The two groups differed significantly in this respects. This indicates that wage employment did not lead to occupational mobility and the scavengers continued to perform the traditional task but in new form. This may be attributed to the past experience and age long background in scavenging work that facilitated their employment in hospitals, educational institutions, government offices, and commercial establishments. 

The above observations however did not affect the other conditions of work: more of the scavengers without institutional affiliation than their counterparts were working on full time basis and fixed wages. The two groups differed significantly in this regard.  As was indicated earlier, scavenging work continues to remain a main sources of earning a living in case of over one-third of the beneficiary households and 9 out of 10 respondents are also engaged in scavenging work.  The later in majority (51.44%) endorsed  involvement of family members also; those endorsed involvement of upto two members constituted 85.26% of such respondents. This holds more or less good for each compared groups as well. The kind of scavenging work that beneficiaries are required to undertake include disposal of house and cattle waste, cleaning of latrines, sweeping of roads, cleaning of sewers/drains, emptying of septic tanks, removal and disposal of garbage, and the like. Many a times, one has to undertake more than one of these tasks. Of the different tasks listed above, cleaning of latrines is done by a majority of respondents involved in scavenging work (69.25%); this is followed by cleaning of drains (47.45%) and sweeping of roads (39.92%) and cleaning of drains (35.38%). A small percentage of respondents (20.57%) undertake disposal of house/cattle waste. The cleaning of septic tanks is done only by a handful of respondents. The scavengers employed by formal institutions are required to keep the buildings or premises clean, besides cleaning of latrines. Those employed by municipal offices are required to sweep roads and streets and clean sewers/drains in cities and towns and remove garbage from large containers put at different locations to collect house and cattle waste which is performed by relatively a smaller proportion of scavengers. The cleaning of septic tanks which is undertaken occasionally as and when the tanks are filled, it is quite often done mechanically. 

It may also be noted that the beneficiaries with institutional affiliation are involved in far higher number in cleaning of latrines as compared to those without such affiliation. However, with respect to sweeping of roads and cleaning of sewers/drains, beneficiaries without institutional affiliation are involved in far greater number as compared to their counterparts.The differences among two  groups in each of these respects were found highly significant.

Mode of removal and disposal of waste: With the introduction of water borne flush latrines and adoption of new technological devices, process of sweeping, cleaning and waste disposal have also undergone change. It is more so in case of formal institutions and organisations. It was, therefore, considered relevant to find out as to what kind of equipments are being used by the beneficiaries and where the collected waste is disposed off. The information obtained on this subject is provided in table 5.3. 

Table 5.3

Mode of removal/disposal of waste used by beneficiaries as per
their institutional affiliation
	S. No.
	Waste removal/disposal
	Non-institutional beneficiaries (N=366)
	Institutional beneficiaries (N=188)
	Total (N=554)

	
	
	
	
	

	1
	Carrying equipments used*
	 
	 
	 

	(i)
	Bamboo basket
	179
	97
	276

	
	
	(57.56)
	(53.89)
	(49.82)

	(ii)
	Iron bucket without lid
	33
	12
	45

	
	
	(10.61)
	(6.67)
	(8.12)

	(iii)
	Iron  bucket  with lid
	59
	74
	133

	
	
	(18.97)
	(41.11)
	(24.01)

	(iv)
	Trolleys
	169
	50
	219

	
	
	(54.34)
	(27.78)
	(39.53)

	2
	Place of throwing house waste*
	 
	 
	 

	(i)
	Open space
	219
	148
	367

	
	
	(70.42)
	(82.22)
	(66.25)

	(ii)
	In a pit
	79
	14
	93

	
	
	(25.40)
	(7.78)
	(16.79)

	(iii)
	In a drum 
	59
	27
	86

	
	
	(18.97)
	(15.00)
	(15.52)

	(The figures in brackets denote percentages)
	
	
	


As is evident, no single equipment is uniformly used by the beneficiaries. A most widely used item for removal and disposal of waste is bamboo basket (56.21%). This is followed by trolleys (44.60%). Buckets are also used by about one-third of the beneficiaries. An attempt was also made to find out if beneficiaries are affiliated to institutions differ from those without any such affiliations. Data showed that while iron buckets with lid are used by beneficiaries with institutional affirmation in far more numbers, the use of trolleys was made more by    beneficiaries without institutional affiliation.

Associated with the above is the question relating to the disposal of collected waste. As is evident from data in table 5.3, about three-fourth of the beneficiaries, dispose the waste in an open place and this is done more by those affiliated to institutions rather than their counterparts. The use of pit or drum/container is not so common; the use of these options are found greater among beneficiaries without institutional affiliation than their counterparts.

Income and earnings : 
Scheduled castes in general and scavengers in particular are characterised by low work participation, underemployment and unemployment and widespread poverty. Measures of rehabilitation include self-employment as also wage employment in municipal offices, government offices, educational institutions, hospitals and commercial establishments that have helped in some way in improving the socioeconomic position of the group. Data in table 5.4 throw some light on the monthly earnings of the beneficiaries: 

Table 5.4

Distribution of respondents by monthly income                                     

	S. No.
	Monthly wages/ salary (in Rs)
	Institutional beneficiaries

(N=188)
	Non-Institutional beneficiaries

(N=366)
	Total

(N=554)

	
	
	Number
	Percentage
	Number
	Percentage
	Number
	Percentage

	1
	Upto 1000
	37
	19.68
	55
	15.03
	92
	16.61

	2
	1001 - 2500
	48
	25.53
	54
	14.75
	102
	18.41

	3
	2501 - 5000
	63
	33.51
	178
	48.63
	241
	43.50

	4
	5001 - 7500
	30
	15.96
	62
	16.94
	92
	16.61

	5
	7501 +
	10
	05.32
	10
	02.73
	20
	03.61

	6
	No response 
	--
	00.00
	7
	1.91
	7
	01.26

	
	Total
	188
	
	366
	
	554
	


As can be seen, scavengers having monthly earning of Rs. 1000 or below constituted 16.61% of the beneficiaries. A large chunk of  them (43.50%) earns monthly income in the range of Rs 2501—5000. Those earning above Rs. 5000 account for a little above one-fifth of the total (21.48%).

A comparison between two groups of beneficiaries provides surprising results: more scavengers with institutional affiliation than their counterparts are in lowest income groups of upto Rs 1000 and Rs 1001-2500. But the relative position of two groups reversed in case of middle-income groups of Rs. 2501 to 5000. The two groups, however, are more or less equally distributed in upper income groups.  

Age Sex and Educational Background: Traditionally, women were performing the task of scavenging with negligible role played by men. Likewise, those involved in scavenging work are mostly  of middle or older age and illiterates. Information was, therefore, obtained to find out gender, age, and educational background of persons involved in scavenging work. Data on the subject shown in table 5.5 indicated equal involvement of both males and females as reported by most beneficiaries (58.66%). This holds good for both the groups of beneficiaries under reference. However, 3 out of every 10 beneficiaries reported greater involvement of females than males in undertaking scavenging work. The beneficiaries are also more or less unanimous about overwhelming involvement of middle-aged persons in scavenging work. The role of younger and old in this connection was reportedly insignificant.

Table 5.5

Views of beneficiaries about age, sex and education of persons involved in scavenging work as per their institutional affiliation
	S. No.
	Category
	Non-institutional beneficiaries (N=366)
	Institutional beneficiaries (N=188)
	Total (N=554)

	
	
	
	
	

	1
	Gender
	 
	 
	 

	(i)
	More males
	41
	21
	62

	
	
	(11.20)
	(11.17)
	(11.19)

	(ii)
	More females
	109
	58
	167

	
	
	(29.78)
	(30.85)
	(30.14)

	(iii)
	Almost equally
	216
	109
	325

	
	
	(59.02)
	(57.98)
	(58.66)

	2
	Age group
	 
	 
	 

	(i)
	Young
	6
	1
	7

	
	
	(1.64)
	(0.53)
	(1.26)

	(ii)
	Middle aged
	357
	186
	543

	
	
	(97.54)
	(98.94)
	(98.01)

	(iii)
	Elderly
	3
	1
	4

	
	
	(0.82)
	(0.53)
	(0.72)

	3
	Education
	 
	 
	 

	(i)
	Illiterates
	247
	117
	364

	
	
	(67.49)
	(62.23)
	(65.70)

	(ii)
	Literates
	115
	70
	185

	
	
	(31.42)
	(37.23)
	(33.39)

	(iii)
	Sr./Hr. Sec. & above
	3
	1
	4

	
	
	(0.82)
	(0.53)
	(0.72)

	(The figures in brackets denote percentages)
	
	
	


With the increased education, people have tended to shift towards white-collar and respectable jobs. The reluctance towards manual jobs is widely witnessed among educated persons. Our data also indicated that illiterates are reportedly involved in scavenging work in far higher number than literates and educated. Over one-third the beneficiaries reported involvement of literates also in this task. This holds good for both the compared categories of respondents.

Continuation of scavenging work: As a result of various measures initiated by the central and state governments, improvement in educational level, increased aspirations and several other factors have encouraged members of sweeping and scavenging communities to improve their standard of living, adopt dignified occupations and enhance their status in society. Such feelings are emerging more among younger generations of scavengers. It was, therefore, considered relevant to find out if the beneficiaries covered by the study also find the scavenging work insulting and downgrading and if so, do they feel inclined to change the present occupation and acquire necessary skills to do so.  The information on these and similar other aspects are provided in table 5.6

Table 5.6

Perception of beneficiaries about scavenging work & alternative occupations 
as per their institutional affiliation
	S. No.
	Perception
	Non-institutional beneficiaries (N=366)
	Institutional beneficiaries (N=188)
	Total (N=554)
	x2

	
	
	
	
	
	

	1
	Perception about scavenging work 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	(i)
	Number finding scavenging work insulting
	119
	34
	153
	12.93**

	
	
	(32.51)
	(18.09)
	(27.62)
	

	(ii)
	Number viewed scavenging work downgrading social status
	101
	34
	135
	6.10*

	
	
	(27.60)
	(18.09)
	(24.37)
	

	(iii)
	Number find family opposed to scavenging work
	64
	25
	89
	1.62

	
	
	(17.49)
	(13.30)
	(16.06)
	

	(iv)
	Number desirous to discontinue scavenging work
	52
	19
	71
	3.50

	
	
	(16.72)
	(10.56)
	(14.46)
	

	2
	Views about taking up alternative occupation ***
	 
	 
	 

	(i)
	Number possessing requisite skills in alternative occupation 
	37
	13
	50
	0.05

	
	
	(71.15)
	(68.42)
	(70.42)
	

	(ii)
	Number obtained training in alternative occupation
	30
	10
	40
	0.14

	
	
	(57.69)
	(52.63)
	(56.34)
	

	(iii)
	Number desirous to obtain further training in alternative occupation 
	7
	3
	10
	0.06

	
	
	(13.46)
	(15.79)
	(14.08)
	

	(The figures in brackets denote percentages)
	
	* Significant at .05 level

	*** Percentage are calculated out of those who wish to discontinue scavenging work
	** Significant at .01 level


As is evident, the perception of scavengers about the work they perform had undergone a dramatic change and only a small segment now consider scavenging as  insulting and damaging work. Such a view is held more by non-institutional respondents than by institutional ones. The differences among them in these respects were noted to be significant. It appears, the widespread use of water borne flush latrines and improved equipments to handle waste and garbage have removed the stigma earlier attached to such a task. In very few cases, the family members are found opposed to continuation of scavenging work. It is only in 14.46% of the cases that the beneficiaries are desirous of any change in occupations. It is quite likely that there are very limited options open as far as alternative occupation are concerned and even if there are, the skills needed to undertake such occupations are either absent or inadequate. Continuation of scavenging work, besides being viewed as insulting and opposed by family members, is emerging as an important reason for causing tension among the members of family and community. This fact is endorsed by 14.44% of the beneficiaries. Among the two groups, such a view is held more by non- institutional members (15.30%) than the institutional ones (12.77%). It appears, association with formal institutions puts some check on giving rise to such feelings.

When asked whether those desirous of changing occupations have requisite skills in the alternative vocations or whether any training has been acquired in these, data in table 5.6 revealed that 70.42% of those who expressed desire to change the scavenging work have requisite skills in alternative occupations and 56.34% obtained training in such occupations. This holds good also for both the groups of beneficiaries. However, keenness to acquire any further training in the desired occupations was found relatively low irrespective of their institutional affiliation (14.08%).  

Training in Alternative Occupations :

As per details given in chapter 4 and in a Note on State Position of Training of Scavengers in Alternative Occupations (Annexure 6), training programme in Rajasthan can be termed as very poor. The reliance was therefore placed on the responses of scavengers themselves about their own perceptions and experience of training, if any 

Skills acquired through training : The liberation of scavengers from manual scavenging and their rehabilitation in alternative occupations can take place only if the respondents posses or acquired necessary vocational skills. The provision has, therefore, been made in the scheme to provide liberated scavengers training in alternative occupations. As per our data, 71 (14.46%) beneficiaries expressed the desire to discontinue their existing occupation and take up alternative occupation; 40 out of them (56.34%) have reportedly acquired training in alternative occupations. When asked about the details of such occupations, highest number of them reportedly obtained training in motor-driving (35.00%) followed by basket-making and tailoring (10.00% each) and motor mechanic and paper work (7.5% each); one to two beneficiaries have reportedly obtained training in furniture making, T.V. repairing, painting and other miscellaneous occupations. 

Awareness and Utility of Training: For undertaking alternative occupations and liberating scavengers from unclean occupations, the training of scavengers in alternative trade forms an integral part of the scheme of liberation and rehabilitation. The absence of systematic efforts for training of scavengers and their poor response were acknowledged by the Ministry of Social Justice and Empowerment (2003) (Annexure 3) and different departments of Government of Rajasthan associated with the scheme (Annexure 6). What view scavengers themselves hold about training facilities was therefore probed here. Data in this connection are provided in table 5.7.

Table 5.7
Views of beneficiaries about availability and utility of training in alternative occupations as per their institutional affiliation
	S. No.
	Description
	Non-institutional beneficiaries (N=366)
	Institutional beneficiaries (N=188)
	Total (N=554)
	x2

	
	
	
	
	
	

	1
	Number aware about existing training facilities in alternative occupation
	 

	(i)
	Number endorsed availability of training facility in alternative occupation 
	98
	29
	127
	9.06**

	
	
	(26.78)
	(15.43)
	(22.92)
	

	(ii)
	Number perceived training helpful in liberating scavengers from unclean occupation 
	247
	122
	369
	0.38

	
	
	(67.49)
	(64.89)
	(66.61)
	

	(iii)
	Number perceived present training facilities adequate to liberate scavengers form unclean occupation
	204
	120
	324
	3.35

	
	
	(55.74)
	(63.83)
	(58.48)
	

	2
	Manner in which training is viewed helpful
	 
	 
	 
	 

	(i)
	Good salaried job
	109
	63
	172
	0.81

	
	
	(29.78)
	(33.51)
	(31.05)
	

	(ii)
	Increase in  salary/ income
	89
	43
	132
	0.14

	
	
	(24.32)
	(22.87)
	(23.83)
	

	(iii)
	Increase in social  status
	36
	19
	55
	0.01

	
	
	(9.84)
	(10.11)
	(9.93)
	

	(iv)
	Possibility of self employment
	128
	52
	180
	3.03

	
	
	(34.97)
	(27.66)
	(32.49)
	

	3
	Manner in which training in alternative occupations can be made more effective
	 

	(i)
	Increase in the number of short duration training courses
	117
	59
	176
	0.02

	
	
	(31.97)
	(31.38)
	(31.77)
	

	(ii)
	Increase  in the number of  scavengers in training
	94
	42
	136
	0.75

	
	
	(25.68)
	(22.34)
	(24.55)
	

	(iii)
	Increased number of  trades for training
	89
	40
	129
	0.64

	
	
	(24.32)
	(21.28)
	(23.29)
	

	(iv)
	Provide scholarship for  all trainings
	120
	41
	161
	7.26**

	
	
	(32.79)
	(21.81)
	(29.06)
	

	(v)
	Provision of boarding & lodging on subsidized rates
	94
	50
	144
	0.05

	
	
	(25.68)
	(26.60)
	(25.99)
	

	(The figures in brackets denote percentages)
	
	** Significant at .01 level


As is evident, overwhelming proportion of beneficiaries was unaware about the training component of the scheme as a measure to liberate scavengers from traditional unclean occupation and to take up alternative occupations. Among the two groups, more of the non institutional beneficiaries than their counterparts were aware about the provision. The difference among them was found significant About two third (66.61%) acknowledged the importance of vocational training in liberating scavengers from manual lifting of night soil. This holds good for both the groups of beneficiaries. However, most of the respondents considered the present training facilities adequate (58.48%). These views are shared by both the compared groups.  

When asked as to how the training in alternative occupation, if obtained by scavengers, would be useful to them, greater possibility of initiating self-employment venture was cited by largest number of beneficiaries (32.49%). This is felt more by beneficiaries without institutional affiliation than by those with such affiliation. The scope of getting wage employment or salaried job is another important likely outcome of training in alternative occupations as viewed by 31.05% of the beneficiaries and the difference noted among the two groups were not marked. A little less than one-fourth of the beneficiaries (23.83%) cited increase in salary or income as yet another likely outcome of training in alternative occupations. Surprisingly, training is not seen as an instrument to gain in social status by overwhelming proportion; only less than 1 in every 10 expect some status gain from training. No marked differences among the compared groups were noted in any of there respects.

The views of the beneficiaries were also obtained about the present weaknesses of existing training progamemes and the ways through which it can be made more effective. Data in table 5.7 (3) revealed increase in the number of short duration courses (31.77%) as a measure to make training effective. In addition, measures like   provision of scholarship to scavengers in all such training programmes, subsidised boarding and lodging facilities, increase in the number of scavengers to be trained and increase in the number of trade in which training is to imported are also suggested by 29.06%, 25.99%, 24.55%, and 23.29% of the beneficiaries respectively. The beneficiaries from both the groups hold more or similar views about most of the measures for making the training of scavengers more effective. However, more beneficiaries with no institutional affiliation then their counterparts favoured provision of scholarship in all training programmes
and the differences among than in this respect was found significant 
Rehabilitation Programmes :

Awareness and Use: Having discussed the views of beneficiaries about training programmes in alternatives occupations, the attention us now turned towards awareness about rehabilitation programmes. Data in this regard are shown in table 5.8.
Table 5.8
Awareness of beneficiaries about rehabilitation programmes initiated for the liberated scavengers as per their institutional affiliation
	S. No.
	Prescription
	Non-institutional beneficiaries (N=366)
	Institutional beneficiaries (N=188)
	Total (N=554)
	x2

	
	
	
	
	
	

	1
	Awareness about the rehabilitation programmes initiated for the of liberated scavengers

	(i)
	Number aware about law prohibiting dry latrines/manual scavenging
	222
	115
	337
	0.01

	
	
	(60.66)
	(61.17)
	(60.83)
	

	(ii)
	Number aware about Govt. efforts towards promotion of alternatives to dry latrines
	218
	111
	329
	0.01

	
	
	(59.56)
	(59.04)
	(59.39)
	

	(iii)
	Number aware about dry latrines being converted into water sealed latrines.
	214
	116
	330
	0.54

	
	
	(58.47)
	(61.70)
	(59.57)
	

	(iv)
	Number aware about availability of loan/grant facility for conversion of dry latrines into water-sealed latrines
	86
	62
	148
	5.70*

	
	
	(40.19)
	(53.45)
	(26.71)
	

	2
	Awareness about facilities for rehabilitation of liberated scavengers in alternative occupations

	(i)
	Loans
	134
	62
	196
	0.72

	
	
	(36.61)
	(32.98)
	(35.38)
	

	(ii)
	Grants
	72
	49
	121
	2.97

	
	
	(19.67)
	(26.06)
	(21.84)
	

	(iii)
	Allotment of  plots
	6
	3
	9
	0.00

	
	
	(1.64)
	(1.60)
	(1.62)
	

	(iv)
	Shop/kiosk allotment
	16
	5
	21
	1.00

	
	
	(4.37)
	(2.66)
	(3.79)
	

	(v)
	Others
	117
	65
	182
	0.38

	
	
	(31.97)
	(34.57)
	(32.85)
	

	3.
	Use of facilities / in actives
	
	
	
	

	(1)
	Loans and grants
	40
	3
	43
	15.11**

	
	
	(10.93)
	(1.60)
	(7.76)
	

	(11)
	Allotment of plot/ship/kiosk
	1
	0
	1
	0.51

	
	
	(0.27)
	(0.00)
	(0.18)
	

	(The figures in brackets denote percentages)

	
	* Significant at .05 level

	
	
	
	** Significant at .01 level


As can be seen, the level of awareness of beneficiaries about different rehabilitation programmes is relatively high as about three-fifth of them expressed their awareness about existence of law that prohibits construction of dry latrines (60.83%), efforts being made towards providing alternatives to dry latrines (59.39%) and incentives provided for conversion of dry latrines into water-borne flush latrines (59.57%). And this holds true for both the groups of beneficiaries. However, awareness about the provision of loans and grants for conversion of dry latrines into water-borne flush latrines was found quite low (26.71%). The two groups of beneficiaries were found significantly different in this respect.

In addition to the promotion of water borne flush latrines, facilities are offered to the liberated scavengers for initiating alternative occupations or self-employment enterprise. A large number of trades and occupations are being promoted for the purpose, which included, besides others, auto-rickshaw, camel carts, sanitary marts, cycle repair shops, grocery shops, tailoring and embroidery, ready made garments, artisan work shed, handicraft and candle making, dairy, poultry, piggery, SCYTE training, craft training, and pre-service coaching, facilities for B.Ed, STC, PMT and PET .The provision of grants, loans and allotment of plots, shops, kiosks are made to promote self-employment among scavengers in some of the above listed vocations. In many cases, this is being done even without first ensuring training of concerned scavengers in given enterprise. 

As evident from data, the awareness of the beneficiaries about the facilities and incentives for initiating alternative occupations is quite low. A little more than one-third of the beneficiaries (35.38%) are aware about provision of loans, but only 21.84% are aware about grants government offers for the purpose. Interestingly, while more of the beneficiaries without institutional affiliation are aware about loan facilities, more of those with institutional facilities are aware of grants.  The differences between the two groups appear to be due to the fact that the facilities are available for the starting self-employment enterprise and hence beneficiaries having no institutional affiliation are found more aware about the facility. It is further observed that the beneficiaries are found virtually ignorant about facilities available for plots, shops or kiosks, as only 30 beneficiaries out of 554 were found aware. Such a lack of awareness was found more among those affiliated to institutions as being in wage employment, they are not directly concerned to the facility    

A related question was also asked whether the beneficiaries have themselves availed of any of such facilities. The responses in table 5.8 indicated that in all 43 beneficiaries, overwhelmingly from those without institutional affiliation, have availed the facility of loans and grants. It is so mainly because they are to seek self-employment opportunity for earning a living. When asked whether any plot or shop or kiosks was allotted to them for initiating a self-employment enterprise, only 1 of them answered in affirmative. Apparently, the awareness about the scheme and available facilities are quite low among scavenging population.

Effectiveness of Rehabilitation Programmes : The perception of beneficiaries about the effectiveness of rehabilitation programme in improving socioeconomic condition of scavengers was also studied. In this connection three related aspects were probed: a) in what way rehabilitation programme were viewed helpful; b) how much respondents feel satisfied with such programme; and c) how the rehabilitation programme can be made more effective and helpful to the scavengers. The responses received in this respect are analysed in table 5.9. 

Table 5.9
Perception of beneficiaries about effectiveness of rehabilitation programmes in improving socio-economic conditions of liberated scavengers as per their institutional affiliation
	S. No.
	Improvement 
	Non-institutional beneficiaries (N=366)
	Institutional beneficiaries (N=188)
	Total (N=554)
	x2

	
	
	
	
	
	

	1
	Manner in which rehabilitation programmes viewed helpful

	(i)
	Better salaried job
	109
	58
	167
	0.07

	
	
	(29.78)
	(30.85)
	(30.14)
	

	(ii)
	Increased salary/ income
	154
	92
	246
	2.37

	
	
	(42.08)
	(48.94)
	(44.40)
	

	(iii)
	Increased  social status
	34
	6
	40
	6.89**

	
	
	(9.29)
	(3.19)
	(7.22)
	

	(iv)
	Opportunity for self employment 
	90
	19
	109
	16.49**

	
	
	(24.59)
	(10.11)
	(19.68)
	

	(v)
	Improved education of children's
	187
	98
	285
	0.005

	
	
	(51.09)
	(52.13)
	(51.44)
	

	(vi)
	Improvement in health status
	59
	74
	133
	36.77**

	
	
	(18.97)
	(40.11)
	(24.01)
	

	2
	Extent of satisfaction with the rehabilitation programmers
	
	

	(i)
	Highly satisfied
	28
	6
	34
	17.28**

	
	
	(7.65)
	(3.19)
	(6.14)
	

	(ii)
	Moderately satisfied
	245
	157
	402
	

	
	
	(66.94)
	(83.51)
	(72.56)
	

	(iii)
	Unsatisfied
	93
	25
	118
	

	
	
	(25.41)
	(13.30)
	(21.30)
	

	3
	Views of beneficiaries about the way rehabilitation programmes for scavengers can be made more effective

	(i)
	Increase in employment opportunities
	204
	110
	314
	0.39

	
	
	(55.74)
	(58.51)
	(56.68)
	

	(ii)
	Increase in the number of  alternative occupations
	148
	82
	230
	0.52

	
	
	(40.44)
	(43.62)
	(41.52)
	

	(iii)
	Setting up of counseling centers at training institutions / Panchayat samiti level for promoting alternative occupations.
	87
	30
	117
	4.55*

	
	
	(23.77)
	(15.96)
	(21.12)
	

	(iv)
	Increase in the amount of loan/grant
	78
	44
	122
	0.32

	
	
	(21.31)
	(23.40)
	(22.02)
	

	(v)
	Greater coverage by grants
	99
	37
	136
	3.64

	
	
	(27.05)
	(19.68)
	(24.55)
	

	(vi)
	Adequate marketing outlets for sale of products.
	34
	25
	59
	2.10

	
	
	(9.29)
	(13.30)
	(10.65)
	

	(The figures in brackets denote percentages)
	
	* Significant at .05 level

	
	
	** Significant at .01 level


As, can be seen, beneficiaries in varying numbers found rehabilitation programmes helpful to the scavengers in five different ways: better salaried job, increased income, increased status in society, greater opportunities for self employment, better education of children and improvement in health status. The largest percentage of respondents found the impact of rehabilitation programmes on enhancing income levels (44.40%). This is followed by better salaried job (30.14%). In these two respects no marked differences were observed among two groups of beneficiaries. However, impact of rehabilitation programmes on self-employment was seen more by beneficiaries without institutional affiliation (24.59%) than by their counterparts (10.11%). It appears concern for improved social status resulting from rehabilitation programme was not appreciated much (7.22%), more so by beneficiaries with institutional affiliation. In these two respects, the differences among compared groups were highly marked.

Impact of rehabilitation programmes on two more aspects of human development was also examined; these are improvement in education and health status. Data showed that over half of the beneficiaries (51.44%) endorsed improvement in the education of children as a result of the participation in rehabilitation programmes. These results hold good for both the groups of beneficiaries. The improvement in health status was also indicated by about one-fourth of the beneficiaries, more so by those affiliated to institutions (39.36%) than by their counterparts (16.12%).  

To what extent beneficiaries feel satisfied with the rehabilitation programmes? Data on this question as appeared in table 5.9(2) showed moderate satisfaction expressed by overwhelming proportion of beneficiaries (72.56%). However, 21.30% of them felt unsatisfied. Among the two groups, those with no association with institutions were found relatively more satisfied with the rehabilitation programmes and the difference between them was highly significant.

How the existing programmes of rehabilitation of scavengers can be made more helpful and effective? In response to this question, beneficiaries overwhelmingly (56.68%) laid stress on the increase in employment opportunities to absorb liberated scavengers and their dependents. This is followed by increase in the number of alternative occupations for which incentives and facilities can be provided (41.52%) These results holds good also for both the groups of beneficiaries. Besides, greater coverage of scavengers by grants (24.55%) and increase in the amount of loans and grants (22.02%) were advocated by the beneficiaries, the former favoured more by those with institutional affiliation and the later more by those without institutional affiliation.

Setting up of counseling center at the training institutes or panchayat samiti level was also suggested by 21.12% of the beneficiaries, more by those without institutional affiliation. The two groups differed significantly in this respect. Provision of adequate marketing outlets for the sale of products resulting from enterprises run by rehabilitated scavengers found favour only by about one-tenth of the beneficiaries and this holds good for both the groups. 

SCAVENGERS IN THE CONTEXT OF CITIES, 
TOWNS AND VILLAGES

It is well recognized that the liberation of scavengers form manual removal of night soil is directly linked to the elimination of dry latrines and their substitution by water-borne flush latrine system which is primarily an urban phenomenon. This necessitates the analysis of the problem of liberation and rehabilitation of scavengers in the context of cities, towns and villages. The sample of beneficiaries, therefore, covers 236 respondents from cities, equal numbers from towns and 82 from villages for a total of 554. Their distribution shows concentration of scavengers in harijan basties: It is surprising to note that the scavengers residing in mixed or general population areas are far greater in villages than in towns and cities. However, the scavenging work as the main source of earning a living is practiced more in cities and towns than in villages.

Beneficiaries' Involvement in Scavenging Work: 

The involvement of scavengers in scavenging work is examined by taking into account duration of work, participation of family members in the profession and nature of work being undertaken. Data in this connection are shown in table 5.10

Table 5.10

Involvement of beneficiaries in scavenging work as per their habitat
	S. No.
	Involvement in scavenging work
	City beneficiaries (N=236)
	Town beneficiaries (N=236)
	Village beneficiaries (N=82)
	Total (N=554)
	x2

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	1
	Involvement of respondents in scavenging work
	 
	 
	 

	(i)
	Number working as scavengers
	206
	212
	73
	491
	0.77

	
	
	(87.29)
	(89.83)
	(89.02)
	(88.63)
	

	(ii)
	Number working on  fulltime basis
	185
	189
	58
	432
	5.95

	
	
	(89.81)
	(89.15)
	(79.45)
	(87.98)
	

	(ii)
	Number engaged on fixed wages
	176
	188
	58
	422
	3.90

	
	
	(85.44)
	(88.68)
	(79.45)
	(85.95)
	

	2
	Involvement of family members in scavenging work * **
	 
	 
	 
	 

	(i)
	Number endorsed  involvement  of  up to 2 members
	108
	86
	49
	243
	4.50

	
	
	(80.60)
	(88.66)
	(90.74)
	(85.26)
	

	(ii)
	Number  endorsed involvement of over 2 members
	26
	11
	5
	42
	

	
	
	(19.40)
	(11.34)
	(9.26)
	(14.74)
	

	 
	 
	134
	97
	54
	285
	 

	 
	 
	(56.78)
	(41.10)
	(65.85)
	(51.44)
	 

	3
	Nature of scavenging work performed by respondents  **** 
	 
	 
	 

	(i)
	Disposal of house/cattle waste 
	30
	52
	19
	101
	7.91*

	
	
	(14.56)
	(24.53)
	(26.03)
	(20.57)
	

	(ii)
	Cleaning of latrines 
	128
	164
	48
	340
	11.86**

	
	
	(62.14)
	(77.36)
	(65.75)
	(69.25)
	

	(iii)
	Cleaning of drains
	102
	99
	32
	233
	0.78

	
	
	(49.51)
	(46.70)
	(43.84)
	(47.25)
	

	(iv)
	Sweeping of roads
	77
	88
	31
	196
	0.98

	
	
	(37.38)
	(41.51)
	(42.47)
	(39.92)
	

	(v)
	Cleaning of septic tanks
	10
	6
	2
	18
	1.42

	
	
	(4.85)
	(2.83)
	(2.74)
	(3.67)
	

	(The figures in brackets denote percentages)
	
	* Significant at .05 level

	*** Percentage are calculated out of those who are involved in scavenging work.
	** Significant at .01 level

	**** Percentage are calculated out of those whose family members are also involved in scavenging work


As can be seen, respondents are overwhelmingly engaged in scavenging work and this is irrespective of location. About 9 out of every 10 beneficiaries are earning their living through performing one or the other kind of scavenging work and this holds goods for beneficiaries from cities, towns and villages. Of these, beneficiaries overwhelmingly perform scavenging work as a full time work and on fixed wages. Interestingly, this holds good more for city and town dwellers than for village residents. Differences between them were, however, not significant. Thus, the scavenging work continues to remain as a main earning source for most members of the community despite all measures to shift them in non-hereditary alternative caste-free occupations.   

However, involvement of family members in scavenging work was found to be far less (51.44%) than that of the beneficiary respondents themselves and this holds good for cities and villages also but the corresponding proportion for towns was found to be only 41.10%. Among the three habitats, family members in villages involved more in this profession than those in cities and towns. When probed into the extent of family involvement, upto 2 members are involved in the scavenging tasks in 85.26% of such cases and same holds more or less good for cities, towns and villages. The families where more than two of their members are involved in scavenging work are more from cities than from towns and villages. The three groups however did not differ significantly.

Where dry latrines have become virtually non-existent and water-borne sanitary system has become more or less universal particularly in cities and towns, the question relating to nature of scavenging work scavengers still perform becomes relevant. Data on this aspect provided in table 5.10 showed that scavenging work including not only cleaning of latrines but waste disposal, sweeping of roads and cleaning of drains and septic tanks as well. Despite, cleaning of latrines, mainly water-borne ones, remained predominant scavenging tasks in over two-third of the cases (69.25%). Relatively, far higher proportion of beneficiaries from towns are involved in it (77.36%) as compared to those from villages (65.75%) and cities (62.14%). Differences between them, though significant, did not reveal any specific trend in the association. 

The scavenging task next in importance are reported to be cleaning of sewers and drains (47.45%) and sweeping of roads (39.92%) and sewers. The habitat-wise analysis revealed interesting results: whereas involvement in cleaning of drains increases with the urbanisation of localities, that of sweeping of roads tended to decrease. Differences are however not found significant. In addition, over one-fifth of the beneficiary scavengers (20.57%) are involved in waste disposal or garbage removal but such involvement was found inversely associated with urbanisation. It means, the tasks are performed more in villages than in towns and still less in cities. The differences are also found to be significant. Presence of larger cattle population in villages as compared to that in towns and cities appears to the main reason for such a variation.

Mode of removal and disposal of waste: For the study of mode of waste disposed, two aspects were examined: carrying equipment used to remove waste and place where waste is disposal off. Data in this connection are provided in table 5.11.  

Table 5.11

Mode of removal/disposal of waste used by beneficiaries as per their habitat
	S. No.
	Waste removal/disposal
	City beneficiaries (N=236)
	Town beneficiaries (N=236)
	Village beneficiaries (N=82)
	Total (N=554)

	
	
	
	
	
	

	1
	Carrying equipments used*
	 
	 
	 
	 

	(i)
	Bamboo basket
	74
	145
	57
	276

	
	
	(35.92)
	(68.40)
	(78.08)
	(56.21)

	(ii)
	Iron bucket without lid
	29
	11
	5
	45

	
	
	(14.08)
	(5.19)
	(6.85)
	(9.16)

	(iii)
	Iron  bucket  with lid
	68
	57
	8
	133

	
	
	(33.01)
	(26.89)
	(10.96)
	(27.09)

	(iv)
	Trolleys
	120
	85
	14
	219

	
	
	(58.25)
	(40.09)
	(19.18)
	(44.60)

	2
	Place of throwing house waste*
	 
	 
	 
	 

	(i)
	Open space
	135
	169
	63
	367

	
	
	(65.53)
	(79.72)
	(86.30)
	(74.75)

	(ii)
	In a pit
	37
	49
	7
	93

	
	
	(17.96)
	(23.11)
	(9.59)
	(18.94)

	(iii)
	In a drum 
	61
	22
	3
	86

	
	
	(29.61)
	(10.38)
	(4.11)
	(17.52)

	(The figures in brackets denote percentages)
	
	
	


A most common item scavengers use for waste removal is the bamboo basket (56.21%). Its use was far greater in villages (78.08%) than in towns (68.40%) and cities (35.92%). The next widely used equipment for the purpose is trolley (44.60%) and its use is positively related to urbanisation. It means, its use is made more in cities (58.25%) than in towns (40.09%) and villages (19.18%). In addition, iron buckets, mostly without lid, are also used for the purpose by over one-third of the beneficiaries (36.25%). Here also, the use of buckets, particularly that with lid, is made more in cities than in towns. On probing into the disposal points, open space is used by about three-fourth of the scavengers, more so by village beneficiaries than by others: Drum or container is also used for waste disposal by 17.52% of scavengers engaged in scavenging work; its use was far more common in cities than in towns and villages. The use of pit is also made by 18.94% beneficiaries, more in towns (23.11%) than in cities (17.96%). Surprisingly, use of pit in villages despite availability of space was found quite rare. It appears, availability of and preference for open space have made the use of pit quite uncommon.

Age, Sex, and Educational groups in scavenging work: The preference for manual work in general and scavenging work in particular is greatly influenced, besides others, by factors of urbanisation, education, age, and gender. In order to ascertaining the validity of such an assumption, beneficiaries were asked to identify age, sex and educational groups involved more in scavenging work. Data on this aspect are shown in table 5.12

Table 5.12

Views  of beneficiaries  about age,  sex and education of persons 
involved in scavenging work as per their habitat
	S. No.
	Category
	City beneficiaries (N=236)
	Town beneficiaries (N=236)
	Village beneficiaries (N=82)
	Total (N=554)

	
	
	
	
	
	

	1
	Gender
	 
	 
	 
	 

	(i)
	More males
	16
	37
	9
	62

	
	
	(6.78)
	(15.68)
	(10.98)
	(11.19)

	(ii)
	More females
	65
	78
	24
	167

	
	
	(27.54)
	(33.05)
	(29.27)
	(30.14)

	(iii)
	Almost equally
	155
	121
	49
	325

	
	
	(65.68)
	(51.27)
	(59.76)
	(58.66)

	2
	Age group
	 
	 
	 
	 

	(i)
	Young
	3
	4
	0
	7

	
	
	(1.27)
	(1.69)
	(0.00)
	(1.26)

	(ii)
	Middle aged
	229
	232
	82
	543

	
	
	(97.03)
	(98.31)
	(100.00)
	(98.01)

	(iii)
	Elderly
	4
	0
	0
	4

	
	
	(1.69)
	(0.00)
	(0.00)
	(0.72)

	3
	Education
	 
	 
	 
	 

	(i)
	Illiterates
	158
	148
	58
	364

	
	
	(66.95)
	(62.71)
	(70.73)
	(65.70)

	(ii)
	Literates
	76
	85
	24
	185

	
	
	(32.20)
	(36.02)
	(29.27)
	(33.39)

	(iii)
	Sr./Hr. Sec. & above
	1
	3
	0
	4

	
	
	(0.42)
	(1.27)
	(0.00)
	(0.72)

	(The figures in brackets denote percentages)
	
	
	


As is evident, majority of the beneficiaries from cities, towns and villages found both males and females performing scavenging work almost equally. But 1 out of every 3 also reported scavenging work being performed more by females than by males and this holds more or less good also for beneficiaries from cities, towns and villages. Surprisingly, beneficiaries from different habitats were unanimous in their views about scavenging work being performed only by middle-aged persons with a few exceptions. Likewise, involvement of mainly illiterates in the scavenging work was endorsed by a little less than two-third of the beneficiaries and this holds good for all the habitats. However, about one-third of the beneficiaries reported involvement of literates also in the task and beneficiaries form cities, towns and villages do not differ markedly in this respect. 

Views about continuation of scavenging work: Traditionally, the scavenging dignified occupation was ranked lowest in occupational hierarchy and, therefore, shift from this occupation towards dignified occupations was viewed as important instrument for the rise in the caste hierarchy to enhance social status. The trend is discernible more in cities and towns than in villages. It was, therefore, considered relevant to find out as to what view scavengers from different locales hold about the scavenging vocation and whether they feel inclined to change the occupation and if so are they equipped with needed skills to take up alternative occupation? Data obtained on these aspects are summerised in table 5.13

Table 5.13

Perception of beneficiaries about scavenging work & alternative occupations 
as per their habitat
	S. No.
	Perception
	City beneficiaries (N=236)
	Town beneficiaries (N=236)
	Village beneficiaries (N=82)
	Total (N=554)
	x2

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	1
	Perception about scavenging work 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	(i)
	Number finding scavenging work insulting
	110
	39
	4
	153
	78.32**

	
	
	(46.61)
	(16.53)
	(4.88)
	(27.62)
	

	(ii)
	Number viewed scavenging work downgrading social status
	96
	35
	4
	135
	62.61**

	
	
	(40.68)
	(14.83)
	(4.88)
	(24.37)
	

	(iii)
	Number find family opposed to scavenging work
	61
	24
	4
	89
	30.44**

	
	
	(25.85)
	(10.17)
	(4.88)
	(16.06)
	

	(iv)
	Number desirous to discontinue scavenging work
	48
	20
	3
	71
	23.67**

	
	
	(23.30)
	(9.43)
	(4.11)
	(14.46)
	

	2
	Views about taking up alternative occupation ***
	 
	 
	 
	 

	(i)
	Number possessing requisite skills in alternative occupation 
	28
	19
	3
	50
	10.43**

	
	
	(58.33)
	(95.00)
	(100.00)
	(70.42)
	

	(ii)
	Number obtained training in alternative occupation
	22
	16
	2
	40
	6.84*

	
	
	(45.83)
	(80.00)
	(66.67)
	(56.34)
	

	(iii)
	Number desirous of obtain further training in alternative occupation 
	6
	3
	1
	10
	1.03

	
	
	(12.50)
	(15.00)
	(33.33)
	(14.08)
	

	(The figures in brackets denote percentages)
	
	* Significant at .05 level

	*** Percentage are calculated out of those who wish to discontinue scavenging work
	** Significant at .01 level               


It may be noted from data in table 5.13 that beneficiaries overwhelmingly consider scavenging work neither insulting, nor damaging to their social status, nor they find their family members opposed to their traditional occupation, nor are they keen to discontinue it. It is only about one-fourth of the cases that scavenging work is viewed as insulting as also damaging to one's status in society. However, the analysis of responses in the context of habitation area showed over two-fifth of the city dwellers viewed the occupation as insulting as also damaging to their social status. Over one-fourth of them also find their family opposed to this work. In contrast, town dwellers are less opposed to the occupation and village dwellers least. Likewise, more from cities than from towns and village aspire to discontinue the occupation. Such a negative view about scavenging profession despite overwhelming involvement of respondents in it is indicative of the change in attitudes and keenness to join occupations considered prestigious as a move towards rise in social hierarchy. The differences among the three groups with respect to each of the above aspects were found significant.

It was also probed whether or not continuation of scavenging work is causing tension in the family and community and whether the phenomenon is influenced by habitat. Data endorsed that 14.44% of the beneficiaries feel so and that the urbanisation has positively influenced such a feelings to emerge. More of town dwellers (10.17%) than villagers (4.88%) have such a feeling and a far more city dwellers (22.03%) hold such a view. 

A further probe was made to find out if the beneficiaries who wish to discontinue scavenging work possess necessary skills to take up alternative occupation or obtained some training to acquire the needed skills. Data in table 5.13 revealed that whereas 58.33% city dwellers posses requisite skills, almost all from towns and villages have acquired so. A related question was also asked whether some training was obtained to acquire required skills. Data revealed that more from towns than from villages have obtained training in alternative occupations, but surprisingly, their number was found lowest in city areas. The differences among the three groups in both respects were found significant. The beneficiaries did not evince much interest in obtaining further training also. 

Availability and Utility of Training:

The skills required for undertaking alternative occupations can be acquired only if the relevant information is available with the scavengers and they are aware about the use of such training. An attempt was, therefore, made to ascertain the awareness among beneficiaries about training programmes being run for developing skills in alternative occupations. The responses received in this connection are analysed in table 5.14 

Table 5.14

Views of beneficiaries about availability and utility of training in alternative occupations as per their habitat
	S. No.
	Description
	City beneficiaries (N=236)
	Town beneficiaries (N=236)
	Village beneficiaries (N=82)
	Total (N=554)
	x2

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	1
	Number aware about existing training facilities in alternative occupation
	 
	 

	(i)
	Number endorsed availability of training facility in alternative occupation 
	95
	26
	6
	127
	70.36**

	
	
	(40.25)
	(11.02)
	(7.32)
	(22.92)
	

	(ii)
	Number perceived training helpful in liberating scavengers from unclean occupation 
	151
	159
	59
	369
	1.85

	
	
	(63.98)
	(67.37)
	(71.95)
	(66.61)
	

	(iii)
	Number perceived present training facilities adequate to liberate scavengers form unclean occupation
	115
	152
	57
	324
	16.77**

	
	
	(48.73)
	(64.41)
	(69.51)
	(58.48)
	

	2
	Manner in which training is viewed helpful 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	(i)
	Good salaried job
	87
	64
	21
	172
	6.56*

	
	
	(36.86)
	(27.12)
	(25.61)
	(31.05)
	

	(ii)
	Increase in  salary/ income
	58
	46
	28
	132
	7.33*

	
	
	(24.58)
	(19.49)
	(34.15)
	(23.83)
	

	(iii)
	Increase in social  status
	22
	30
	3
	55
	5.75

	
	
	(9.32)
	(12.71)
	(3.66)
	(9.93)
	

	(iv)
	Possibility of self employment
	72
	78
	30
	180
	1.08

	
	
	(30.51)
	(33.05)
	(36.59)
	(32.49)
	

	3
	Manner in which training in alternative occupations can be made more effective
	 
	 

	(i)
	Increase in the number of short duration training courses
	62
	87
	27
	176
	6.17*

	
	
	(26.27)
	(36.86)
	(32.93)
	(31.77)
	

	(ii)
	Increase  in the number of  scavengers in training
	51
	55
	30
	136
	7.71*

	
	
	(21.61)
	(23.31)
	(36.59)
	(24.55)
	

	(iii)
	Increased number of  trades for training
	63
	52
	14
	129
	3.51

	
	
	(26.69)
	(22.03)
	(17.07)
	(23.29)
	

	(iv)
	Provide scholarship for  all trainings
	84
	55
	22
	161
	8.88*

	
	
	(35.59)
	(23.31)
	(26.83)
	(29.06)
	

	(v)
	Provision of boarding & lodging on subsidized rates
	61
	60
	23
	144
	0.22

	
	
	(25.85)
	(25.42)
	(28.05)
	(25.99)
	

	
	(The figures in brackets denote percentages)
	
	
	* Significant at .05 level

	
	
	
	
	** Significant at .01 level               


As can be seen, there exists general lack of awareness about the facilities for the training available to acquire skills in alternative occupations. Only slightly over one-fifth of the beneficiaries were found aware about such facilities. The awareness was found greater among city dwellers than among those from towns and villages. The difference between them was found to be highly significant. 

The opinion of the beneficiaries about the role of training in liberation of scavengers from unclean occupation was also sought. Data revealed that the beneficiaries in general viewed training quite helpful in liberating scavengers from their traditional occupation. Such a view was held revealed more by villages beneficiaries than by those from towns and cities. Further, far more beneficiaries from villages believed that the existing training facilities are adequate to help scavengers in taking-up alternative occupations. A related question was also asked about the manner in which training in alternative occupations would prove helpful to the scavengers. Data in table 5.14 indicated four major ways in which the vocational training, if acquired, may help scavengers: possibility of getting good salaried job; increase in the salary or income, increase in social status and possibility of initiating self-employment venture. Data indicated that more beneficiaries from cities than from towns and villages considered training helpful in getting scavengers a good salaried job. The role of training in increasing income or salary was also emphasised more by city beneficiaries than by those from towns and villages. The differences among three categories of respondents in both respects were found significant.  However when asked about the role of training in initiating self-employment venture, more from villages than from towns and cities considered training helpful. 

From the above discussion, it is difficult to infer that the training in alternative vocations has been successful and achieved its stated goals. Even if the beneficiaries view the training programme effective, the scope of improvement always exists. It was, therefore, asked what measures will make the training more effective in achieving its goal. The responses received in this regard have identified five areas of intervention and these are shared more or less equally by beneficiaries from cities, towns and villages. Among different measures suggested, important were: increase in the number of short duration training courses, increase in the number of scavengers in each course, and provision of scholarship to scavengers in all training courses. The differences among beneficiaries from cities, towns and villages in these respects were found significant. In addition, two more areas of intervention were put forward: a) increased number of trades for training, and b) provision of boarding and loading facilities on subsdised basis.

Awareness about Liberation and Rehabilitation programmes : 

It is realized that unless dry latrines are converted into water borne flush latrines and the whole sanitary system is so oriented, progamme of liberation of scavengers cannot succeed. It was also recogonised that unless liberated scavengers are not provided necessary skills and inputs for initiating alternative occupations, they cannot be rehabilitated. It was, therefore, considered relevant to find out the awareness of beneficiaries about different measures initiated for preventing the use of dry latrines, facilities made available for initiating alternative occupations, and participation in rehabilitation programmes. Data on these aspects in relation to cities, towns and villages are shown in table 5.15

Table 5.15

Awareness of beneficiaries about rehabilitation programmers initiated 
for the liberated scavengers as per their habitat
	S. No.
	Programmes
	City beneficiaries (N=236)
	Town beneficiaries (N=236)
	Village beneficiaries (N=82)
	Total (N=554)
	x2

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	1
	Awareness about the rehabilitation programmes initiated for the of liberated scavengers

	(i)
	Number aware about law prohibiting dry latrines/manual scavenging
	148
	142
	47
	337
	0.82

	
	
	(62.71)
	(60.17)
	(57.32)
	(60.83)
	

	(ii)
	Number aware  about Govt. efforts towards  promotion of alternatives to  dry latrines
	143
	140
	46
	329
	0.51

	
	
	(60.59)
	(59.32)
	(56.10)
	(59.39)
	

	(iii)
	Number aware about dry latrines being converted into water sealed latrines.
	146
	138
	46
	330
	1.04

	
	
	(61.86)
	(58.47)
	(56.10)
	(59.57)
	

	(iv)
	Number aware about  availability of loan/grant facility for conversion of  dry latrines into water-sealed latrines
	65
	59
	24
	148
	0.71

	
	
	(44.52)
	(42.75)
	(52.17)
	(26.71)
	

	2
	Awareness about facilities for rehabilitation of liberated scavengers in alternative occupations
	 

	(i)
	Loans
	108
	63
	25
	196
	19.77**

	
	
	(45.76)
	(26.69)
	(30.49)
	(35.38)
	

	(ii)
	Grants
	50
	49
	22
	121
	1.42

	
	
	(21.19)
	(20.76)
	(26.83)
	(21.84)
	

	(iii)
	Allotment of  plots
	6
	0
	3
	9
	7.26*

	
	
	(2.54)
	(0.00)
	(3.66)
	(1.62)
	

	(iv)
	Shop/kiosk allotment
	16
	5
	0
	21
	10.82**

	
	
	(6.78)
	(2.12)
	(0.00)
	(3.79)
	

	(v)
	Others
	37
	115
	30
	182
	59.04**

	
	
	(15.68)
	(48.73)
	(36.59)
	(32.85)
	

	3
	Use of facilities incentive 

	(i)
	Loan and grants
	35
	5
	3
	43
	28.90**

	
	
	(14.43)
	(2.12)
	(3.66)
	(7.76)
	

	(ii)
	Allotment of plot/ ship/ kiosk
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0.35

	
	
	(0.42)
	(0..00)
	(0.00)
	(0.18)
	

	
	(The figures in brackets denote percentages)
	
	
	* Significant at .05 level

	
	
	
	
	** Significant at .01 level               


As indicated earlier, several measures were initiated to prevent construction and use of dry latrines, promote alternatives to dry latrines including conversion of dry latrines into water sealed latrines, provision of loans and grants for construction of water sealed latrines as also for initiating alternative occupations, skill development, allotment of plots, shops or kiosks etc. Data revealed that about three-fifth of the respondents were aware of the law prohibiting construction of dry latrines and manual scavenging of night soil and this holds good for beneficiaries from cities as well as towns and villages. More or less similar number of beneficiaries from cities, towns and villages were reportedly aware about measures that promote alternatives to dry latrines, effect conversion of dry latrines into water sealed latrines, and create awareness about provision of loans and grants for converting dry latrines into water sealed latrines. However, awareness about provision of loans and grants for the same was found relatively low; the lack of awareness was more among city and town dwellers than amongst villagers. However, the differences among the three groups in each of these respects were not found significant.   

As regards facilities made available for rehabilitation of scavengers are concerned the awareness about them was also found relatively low. There exists a greater awareness regarding provision of loan among city dwellers when compared to village and town dwellers and the differences among three groups were found highly significant. But the awareness about grants was relatively higher among village beneficiaries than those from cities and towns. The facilities for allotment of plots, shops or kiosks are also offered under the programme. However, the awareness was found relatively very poor (5.41%). Among the compared groups, city dwellers were relatively more aware about the shops /kiosks. About one third of the beneficiaries were aware about "other" facilities as well (32.85%) about which more town dwellers and villagers than city dwellers were aware. The differences in all these respects were also noted to be significant. A question of availment of facilaties by beneficiaries was also examined. Data showed that while facility of plot or shop or kiosk was availed by a loan beneficiary, loans and grants were also availed only by 7.76% of the beneficiaries, more by city  dwellers than others .The differences among three groups in this respect were also found highly significant. 

Liberation of Scavengers and Efficacy of Rehabilitation Programmes: The efficacy of the scheme of liberation and rehabilitation of scavengers has been questioned in different quarters and officials circles have publicity acknowledged the same. The need was also expressed to modify the strategy and approach and to remove the bottlenecks experienced in the way of its implementation. The scheme. Under the circumstances, it has become relevant to find out as to how the beneficiaries of the scheme themselves view its success or otherwise. The views of the beneficiaries were specifically obtained on the manner in which programme has proved helpful to the scavengers, the extent to which they feel satisfied with the way programme was implemented and the measures they think are likely to make it more effective. Data on these aspects are provided in table 5.16
Table 5.16

Perception of beneficiaries about effectiveness of rehabilitation programmes in improving socio-economic conditions of liberated scavengers as per their habitat
	S. No.
	Improvement 
	City beneficiaries (N=236)
	Town beneficiaries (N=236)
	Village beneficiaries (N=82)
	Total (N=554)
	x2

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	1
	Manner in which rehabilitation programmes viewed helpful
	 
	 

	(i)
	Better salaried job
	92
	65
	10
	167
	22.06**

	
	
	(38.98)
	(27.54)
	(12.20)
	(30.14)
	

	(ii)
	Increased salary/ income
	88
	110
	48
	246
	11.94**

	
	
	(37.29)
	(46.61)
	(58.54)
	(44.40)
	

	(iii)
	Increased  social status
	27
	11
	2
	40
	11.38**

	
	
	(11.44)
	(4.66)
	(2.44)
	(7.22)
	

	(iv)
	Opportunity for self employment
	50
	45
	14
	109
	0.75

	
	
	(21.19)
	(19.07)
	(2.44)
	(19.68)
	

	(v)
	Improved education of children's
	144
	107
	34
	285
	15.45**

	
	
	(61.07)
	(45.34)
	(41.46)
	(51.44)
	

	(vi)
	Improved in health status
	64
	53
	16
	133
	2.47

	
	
	(27.12)
	(22.46)
	(19.51)
	(24.01)
	

	2
	Extent of satisfaction with the rehabilitation programmes
	 
	 

	(i)
	Highly satisfied
	29
	3
	2
	34
	27.82**

	
	
	(12.29)
	(1.27)
	(2.44)
	(6.14)
	

	(ii)
	Moderately satisfied
	157
	184
	61
	402
	

	
	
	(66.53)
	(77.97)
	(74.39)
	(72.56)
	

	(iii)
	Unsatisfied
	50
	49
	19
	118
	

	
	
	(21.19)
	(20.76)
	(23.17)
	(21.30)
	

	3
	Views of beneficiaries about the way rehabilitation programmes for scavengers can be made more effective

	(i)
	Increase in employment opportunities
	133
	137
	44
	314
	0.50

	
	
	(56.36)
	(58.05)
	(53.66)
	(56.68)
	

	(ii)
	Increase in the number of  alternative occupations
	79
	111
	40
	230
	11.03**

	
	
	(33.47)
	(47.03)
	(48.78)
	(41.52)
	

	(iii)
	Setting up of counseling centers at training institutions / Panchayat samiti level for promoting alternative occupations.
	60
	43
	14
	117
	4.62

	
	
	(25.42)
	(18.22)
	(17.07)
	(21.12)
	

	(iv)
	Increase in the amount of loan/grant
	46
	49
	27
	122
	6.78*

	
	
	(19.49)
	(20.76)
	(32.93)
	(22.02)
	

	(v)
	Greater coverage by grants
	64
	56
	16
	136
	2.05

	
	
	(27.12)
	(23.73)
	(19.51)
	(24.55)
	

	(vi)
	Adequate marketing outlets for sale of products.
	41
	11
	7
	59
	20.49**

	
	
	(17.37)
	(4.66)
	(8.54)
	(10.65)
	

	(The figures in brackets denote percentages)
	
	* Significant at .05 level

	
	
	** Significant at .01 level


Development of skills required to initiate alternative occupation can ensure better job with good salary, and if combined with provision of facilities like loans and grants can open possibility of initiating self-employment ventures. The former possibility is expressed by 30.14% of the beneficiaries while only 19.68% visualised later possibility. The differences in the former case were found to be highly significant. The impact of rehabilitation programmes on improvement in income level is expected by 44.40% of the beneficiaries, more by village beneficiaries than by city and town dwellers and the differences were highly significant. A small proportion of beneficiaries expected improvement in their status in society as a result of participation in rehabilitation programmes. Such a view is held more by city dwellers than by beneficiaries from towns and villages. The differences between three groups were found highly significant. A far more number of beneficiaries from cities as compared to those from towns and village appreciated the impact of rehabilitation programmes on improving the education of children. The differences between three groups in this  were found  significant. The improvement in health status (24.01) was also mentioned as the likely impact of rehabilitation on scavengers. This was endorsed more by city dwellers than by their counterparts but the differences were not significant. Further, more of the city dwellers than their counterparts, feel highly satisfied with the rehabilitation programmes. Whereas more of the later groups feel moderately satisfied. Highly significant differences were noted among three groups in this respect.

When asked as to what changes or measures would make rehabilitation programmes more effective, six measures were suggested by the beneficiaries. Among these, increase in the employment opportunities was widely shared (56.68%) and this holds good for beneficiaries form all habitats. The employment opportunities presently available do not seem to absorb new entrants in the work force. Absorption of most of them calls for increased employment avenues. The limited options presently available did not help much in occupational mobility among scavengers most of whom continue to be associated with some sort of scavenging job. In this context, the measures suggested by beneficiaries acquire importance. Next in importance was the suggestion regarding increase in the number of alternative occupations. This is felt more by village and town beneficiaries than by city dwellers. The differences were found to be highly significant. 

A considerable proportion of beneficiaries, more or less equally from cities, towns and villages, pointed towards a) setting up of counselling centers at each training institute or panchayat samiti, b) increase in the amount of loans/grants, and c) greater coverage of scavengers by grants. The differences among compared groups with respect to suggestion regarding increased amount of loans/grants were found significant. Provision of adequate marketing outlets for the products of scavengers unit was favoured by small number of beneficiaries, more by city dwellers than others. The differences among them were found to be highly significant.   

BENEFICIARIES FROM HARIJAN BASTIES AND MIXED POPULATION AREAS

As earlier indicated, over one-tenth of the beneficiaries are residents of mixed population areas having multi-caste population. Thus, these respondents are in some way integrated into the general population and do not suffer from the consequences arising from their seclusion from the society. One of the main purpose of the scheme of liberation and rehabilitation of scavengers was to eliminate not only manual scavenging but also to remove their segregation from the larger society.  This being the case, beneficiaries residing in mixed population areas may be treated as liberated and rehabilitated. It was, therefore, conserdered relevant to examine the relevance of residence for the liberation and rehabilitation of the scavengers.

Involvement in scavengers work : Data indicated similarities among the two grumps with respect to several attributes like age, gender, marital status, family size, and main family occupation (chapter 3). However, beneficiaries from mixed population areas, more than those from harijan basties, are literate/educated and members of joint family. As expected, more of harijan basties than from general areas are working as scavengers and the difference was found highly significant. But more of the general population areas than those from harijan basties are working full time basis and on fixed wages. Overwhelmingly, beneficiaries from both the groups endorsed involvement of family members in scavenging work. Regarding nature of scavenging work they are required to performed, over two-third of both the groups perform cleaning of latrines but in case of disposal of house/cattle wealth, more beneficiaries from the harijan basties than those from general areas are involved and the two groups differed significantly (Table 5.17).

Table 5.17

Involvement beneficiaries in scavenging work as per their residence

	S. No.
	Involvement in scavenging work
	Harijan Basties (N=494)
	Other areas (N=60)
	Total (N=554)
	x2

	
	
	
	
	
	

	1
	Involvement of respondents in scavenging work
	
	
	
	

	(i)
	Number working as scavengers
	444
	47
	491
	7.08**

	
	
	(89.88)
	(78.33)
	(88.63)
	

	(ii)
	Number working on  fulltime basis
	389
	43
	432
	0.60

	
	
	(87.61)
	(91.49)
	(87.98)
	

	(ii)
	Number engaged on fixed wages
	378
	44
	422
	2.53

	
	
	(85.14)
	(93.62)
	(85.95)
	

	2
	Involvement of family members in scavenging work ***
	
	
	

	(i)
	Number endorsed  involvement  of  up to 2 members
	229
	14
	243
	0.12

	
	
	(85.45)
	(82.35)
	(85.26)
	

	(ii)
	Number  endorsed involvement of over 2 members
	39
	3
	42
	

	
	
	(14.55)
	(17.65)
	(14.74)
	

	
	
	268
	17
	285
	

	
	
	(54.25)
	(28.33)
	(51.44)
	

	3
	Nature of scavenging work performed by respondents ****
	
	
	

	(i)
	Disposal of house/cattle waste
	97
	4
	101
	4.63*

	
	
	(21.85)
	(8.51)
	(20.57)
	

	(ii)
	Cleaning of latrines
	308
	32
	340
	0.03

	
	
	(69.37)
	(68.09)
	(69.25)
	

	(iii)
	Cleaning of drains
	212
	21
	233
	0.16

	
	
	(47.75)
	(44.68)
	(47.45)
	

	(iv)
	Sweeping of roads
	179
	17
	196
	0.30

	
	
	(40.32)
	(36.17)
	(39.92)
	

	(v)
	Cleaning of septic tanks
	16
	2
	18
	0.05

	
	
	(3.60)
	(4.26)
	(3.67)
	

	(The figures in brackets denote percentages)
	
	* Significant at .05 level

	*** Percentage are calculate out of those whose family members are also involved in 
       scavenging work
	** Significant at .01 level

	****Percentage are calculated out of those who are  involved in scavenging work
	


With regard to the mode of removal and disposal of waste, both the groups in majority are making use of bamboo basket and open space for the disposal. Trolley is also used by a considerable proportions (44.60%) and is use made more by beneficiaries of harijan basties than they their counterparts (Table 5.18). In response to the question about age, sex and educational groups involved in scavenging work. 

Table 5.18

Mode of removal/disposal of waste used by beneficiaries as per their residence

	S. No.
	Waste removal/disposal
	Harijan Basties (N=494)
	Other areas (N=60)
	Total (N=554)

	
	
	
	
	

	1
	Carrying equipments used
	
	
	

	(i)
	Bamboo basket
	246
	30
	276

	
	
	(55.41)
	(63.83)
	(49.82)

	(ii)
	Iron bucket without lid
	42
	3
	45

	
	
	(9.46)
	(6.38)
	(8.12)

	(iii)
	Iron  bucket  with lid
	116
	17
	133

	
	
	(26.13)
	(36.17)
	(24.01)

	(iv)
	Trolleys
	200
	19
	219

	
	
	(45.05)
	(40.43)
	(39.53)

	2
	Place of throwing house waste
	
	
	

	(i)
	Open space
	326
	41
	367

	
	
	(73.42)
	(87.23)
	(66.25)

	(ii)
	In a pit
	83
	10
	93

	
	
	(18.69)
	(21.28)
	(16.79)

	(iii)
	In a drum
	76
	10
	86

	
	
	(17.12)
	(21.28)
	(15.52)

	(The figures in brackets denote percentages)
	
	
	


In response to the question about age, sex and educational groups involved in scavenging work the majority of both the groups noted almost equal involvement of males and females, almost total involvement of   middle-aged respondents and about two-third involvement of illiterates (Table 5.19). 

Table 5.19

Views of beneficiaries  about age , sex and education of persons

involved in scavenging work as per their residence

	S. No.
	Category
	Harijan Basties (N=494)
	Other areas (N=60)
	Total (N=554)

	
	
	
	
	

	1
	Gender
	
	
	

	(i)
	More males
	56
	6
	62

	
	
	(11.34)
	(10.00)
	(11.19)

	(ii)
	More females
	150
	17
	167

	
	
	(30.36)
	(28.33)
	(30.14)

	(iii)
	Almost equally
	288
	37
	325

	
	
	(58.30)
	(61.67)
	(58.66)

	2
	Age group
	
	
	

	(i)
	Young
	7
	0
	7

	
	
	(1.42)
	(0.00)
	(1.26)

	(ii)
	Middle aged
	483
	60
	543

	
	
	(97.77)
	(100.00)
	(98.01)

	(iii)
	Elderly
	4
	0
	4

	
	
	(0.81)
	(0.00)
	(0.72)

	3
	Education
	
	
	

	(i)
	Illiterates
	322
	42
	364

	
	
	(65.18)
	(70.00)
	(65.70)

	(ii)
	Literates
	167
	18
	185

	
	
	(33.81)
	(30.00)
	(33.39)

	(iii)
	Sr./Hr. Sec. & above
	4
	0
	4

	
	
	(0.81)
	(0.00)
	(0.72)

	(The figures in brackets denote percentages)
	
	
	


When probed into the perceptions about scavenging work, overwhelmingly, beneficiaries from both the groups consider scavenging work neither insulting nor damaging to their social status, nor keen to discontinue it. A small proportion for them who are keen to discontinue scavenging work are asked whether they possess requisite skills to take up alternative occupation or have obtained any training to acquire the same. The responses revealed that a vast majority of such beneficiaries from both the groups and more so from harijan basties possess needed skills and obtained relevant training. However, no significant difference between the two group in the above respects were observed (Table 5.20). 

Table 5.20

Perception of beneficiaries about scavenging work & alternative 
occupations as per their residence

	S. No.
	Perception
	Harijan Bastis (N=494)
	Other areas (N=60)
	Total (N=554)
	x2

	
	
	
	
	
	

	1
	Perception about scavenging work
	
	
	
	

	(i)
	Number finding scavenging work insulting
	138
	15
	153
	0.23

	
	
	(27.94)
	(25.00)
	(27.62)
	

	(ii)
	Number viewed scavenging work downgrading social status
	120
	15
	135
	0.01

	
	
	(24.29)
	(25.00)
	(24.37)
	

	(iii)
	Number find family opposed to scavenging work
	81
	8
	89
	0.37

	
	
	(16.40)
	(13.33)
	(16.06)
	

	(iv)
	Number desirous to discontinue scavenging work
	66
	5
	71
	0.61

	
	
	(14.86)
	(10.64)
	(14.46)
	

	2
	Views about taking up alternative occupation *** 
	
	
	

	(i)
	Number possessing requisite skill in alternative occupation
	47
	3
	50
	0.28

	
	
	(71.21)
	(60.00)
	(70.42)
	

	(ii)
	Number obtained training in alternative occupation
	38
	2
	40
	0.58

	
	
	(57.58)
	(40.00)
	(56.34)
	

	(iii)
	Number desirous to obtain further training in alternative occupation
	9
	1
	10
	0.16

	
	
	(13.64)
	(20.00)
	(14.08)
	

	(The figures in brackets denote percentages)
	
	
	
	

	***Percentage are calculated out of those who wish to discontinue scavenging work
	


Facilities for training in alternative occupations : 

While over one-fifth of the beneficiaries are aware about the availability of training facilities for scavengers in alternative occupations, about two-third hold training helpful in liberating scavengers from unclean occupation and slightly less number view the training arrangements adequate. This holds good for beneficiaries from both, harijan basties as well as general population areas (Table 5.21).

Table 5.21

Views of beneficiaries about availability and utility of training in alternative occupations as per their residence

	S. No.
	Description
	Harijan Bastis (N=494)
	Other areas (N=60)
	Total (N=554)
	x2

	
	
	
	
	
	

	1
	Number aware about existing training facilities in alternative occupation
	

	(i)
	Number endorsed availability of training facility in alternative occupation
	119
	8
	127
	3.50

	
	
	(24.09)
	(13.33)
	(22.92)
	

	(ii)
	Number perceived training helpful in liberating scavengers from unclean occupation
	329
	40
	369
	0.00

	
	
	(66.60)
	(66.67)
	(66.61)
	

	(iii)
	Number perceived present training facilities adequate to liberate scavengers form unclean occupation
	288
	36
	324
	0.06

	
	
	(58.30)
	(60.00)
	(58.48)
	

	2
	Manner in which training is viewed helpful
	
	
	

	(i)
	Good salaried job
	153
	19
	172
	0.01

	
	
	(30.97)
	(31.67)
	(31.05)
	

	(ii)
	Increase in  salary/ income
	111
	21
	132
	4.63*

	
	
	(22.47)
	(35.00)
	(23.83)
	

	(iii)
	Increase in social  status
	50
	5
	55
	0.19

	
	
	(10.12)
	(8.33)
	(9.93)
	

	(iv)
	Possibility of self employment
	160
	20
	180
	0.02

	
	
	(32.39)
	(33.33)
	(32.49)
	

	3
	Manner in which training in alternative occupations can be made more effective
	

	(i)
	Increase in the number of short duration training courses
	160
	16
	176
	0.81

	
	
	(32.39)
	(26.67)
	(31.77)
	

	(ii)
	Increase  in the number of  scavengers in training
	120
	16
	136
	0.16

	
	
	(24.29)
	(26.67)
	(24.55)
	

	(iii)
	Increased number of  trades for training
	116
	13
	129
	0.10

	
	
	(23.48)
	(21.67)
	(23.29)
	

	(iv)
	Provide scholarship for  all trainings
	146
	15
	161
	0.54

	
	
	(29.55)
	(25.00)
	(29.06)
	

	(v)
	Provision of boarding & lodging  on subsidised rates
	131
	13
	144
	0.65

	
	
	(26.52)
	(21.67)
	(25.99)
	

	(The figures in brackets denote percentages)
	
	* Significant at .05 level


In responses to a related question as to how training can prove helpful in liberating and rehabilitating scavengers, about one-third from both the groups find its uses in initiating self-employment venture as also in  and getting good salaried job. However, more beneficiaries from general population areas than those from harijan basties view training helpful in increasing income and the difference between them was found significant. Both groups did not find training of much help in raising their status in society.

How can the training in alternative occupations be made more effective? The responses showed more or less similar views held by both the groups of beneficiaries. Over one-fifth to one-fourth of the beneficiaries from both the groups suggested increase in the number of short duration training courses, facilities of scholarship to the scavengers in all training courses, increase in the seats for scavengers in such courses, provision of boarding and lodging arrangements on subsidised rates and increase in the number of trades for training. No significant differences between two groups in the above respects were, however, noted. 

Liberation and Rehabilitation Programmes :

It is encouraging to observe relatively high level of awareness among beneficiaries about the programmes of liberation of scavengers form manual scavenging. This is evident from about three-fifth of them being aware of the law prohibiting construction of dry latrines and employment of manual scavengers and programmes of promotion of construction of water- sealed latrines as also conversion of dry latrines into flush latrines.  However, more beneficiaries from general population areas than from harijan basties area aware of the facility of loans/grants being made available for conversion/construction of water sealed latrines and the difference among the two groups in this respect  was found to be highly significant (table 5.22).

Table 5.22

Awareness of beneficiaries about rehabilitation programmes initiated for the liberated scavengers as per their residence

	S. No.
	Programmes
	Harijan Basties (N=494)
	Other areas (N=60)
	Total (N=554)
	x2

	
	
	
	
	
	

	1
	Awareness about the rehabilitation programmes initiated for the of liberated scavengers

	(i)
	Number aware about law prohibiting dry latrines/manual scavenging
	301
	36
	337
	0.02

	
	
	(60.93)
	(60.00)
	(60.83)
	

	(ii)
	Number aware  about Govt. efforts towards  promotion of alternatives to  dry latrines
	293
	36
	329
	0.01

	
	
	(59.31)
	(60.00)
	(59.39)
	

	(iii)
	Number aware about  dry latrines  being converted into water sealed latrines.
	293
	37
	330
	0.12

	
	
	(59.31)
	(61.67)
	(59.57)
	

	(iv)
	Number aware about  availability of loan/grant facility for conversion of  dry latrines into water-sealed latrines
	122
	26
	148
	9.49**

	
	
	(41.64)
	(70.27)
	(26.71)
	

	2
	Awareness about facilities for rehabilitation of liberated scavengers in alternative occupations

	(i)
	Loans
	170
	26
	196
	1.86

	
	
	(34.41)
	(43.33)
	(35.38)
	

	(ii)
	Grants
	102
	19
	121
	3.81

	
	
	(20.65)
	(31.67)
	(21.84)
	

	(iii)
	Allotment of  plots
	5
	4
	9
	10.70**

	
	
	(1.01)
	(6.67)
	(1.62)
	

	(iv)
	Shop/kiosk allotment
	19
	2
	21
	0.04

	
	
	(3.85)
	(3.33)
	(3.79)
	

	(v)
	Others
	175
	7
	182
	13.69**

	
	
	(35.43)
	(11.67)
	(32.85)
	

	3
	Use of facilities  incentive (loans and grants)
	37

(7.49)
	6

(10.00)
	43

(7.76)
	0.04

	(The figures in brackets denote percentages)
	
	** Significant at .01 level


The awareness of the beneficiaries about facilities available for rehabilitation of liberated scavengers in alternative occupations was also assessed. Data in table 5.22.showed that whereas over one-fifth of the beneficiaries are aware about the availability of grants, over  one third was found aware about loans. But the differences between them are not significant. Further, while over one-third of the beneficiaries from harijan basties are aware about various facilities grouped under "others", only about one-tenth of those from general population areas reported so. A very small proportion of both these groups also reported about the provision of plots, shops or kiosks for promoting self-employment. In both the cases, differences between the two groups are found highly significant.

 The two groups were compared also with respect to their views about the likely impact of rehabilitation programmes and ways these can be made more effective. Data in table.5.23.revealed greater role of rehabilitation programme being felt in improving educational level (51.44%) followed by raising of income level of the scavengers(44.40%) and ensuring better salaried job(30.14%) Improvement in health status is also viewed as an important consequence of rehabilitation programme by a little less than one fourth of the beneficiaries. The differences among two groups was noted to be significant. Increase in the opportunities for self-employment is  subscribed by a little less than one-fifth of the beneficiaries and this holds good for both the groups under comparison. Overwhelmingly, both groups also feel 'moderately' satisfied with the impact of rehabilitation programme. 

Table 5.23

Perception of beneficiaries about effeteness of rehabilitation programmes in improving socio-economic conditions of liberated scavengers as per their residence
	S. No.
	Improvement
	Harijan Basties (N=494)
	Other areas (N=60)
	Total (N=554)
	x2

	
	
	
	
	
	

	1
	Manner in which rehabilitation programmes viewed helpful

	(i)
	Better salaried job
	151
	16
	167
	0.39

	
	
	(30.57)
	(26.67)
	(30.14)
	

	(ii)
	Increased salary/ income
	217
	29
	246
	0.42

	
	
	(43.93)
	(48.33)
	(44.40)
	

	(iii)
	Increased  social status
	35
	5
	40
	0.12

	
	
	(7.09)
	(8.33)
	(7.22)
	

	(iv)
	Opportunity for self employment
	98
	11
	109
	0.08

	
	
	(19.84)
	(18.33)
	(19.68)
	

	(v)
	Improved education of children
	249

(50.40)
	36

(60.00)
	285

(51.44)
	1.97

	(vi)
	improvement of health status
	109

(22.06)
	24

(40.00)
	133

(24.01)
	9.43**

	2
	Extent of satisfaction with the rehabilitation programmes

	(i)
	Highly satisfied
	30
	4
	34
	3.73

	
	
	(6.07)
	(6.67)
	(6.14)
	

	(ii)
	Moderately satisfied
	353
	49
	402
	

	
	
	(71.46)
	(81.67)
	(72.56)
	

	(iii)
	Unsatisfied
	111
	7
	118
	

	
	
	(22.47)
	(11.67)
	(21.30)
	

	3
	Views of beneficiaries about the way rehabilitation programmes for scavengers can be made more effective

	(i)
	Increase in employment opportunities
	277
	37
	314
	0.68

	
	
	(56.07)
	(61.67)
	(56.68)
	

	(ii)
	Increase in the number of  alternative occupations
	205
	25
	230
	0.00

	
	
	(41.50)
	(41.67)
	(41.52)
	

	(iii)
	Setting up of counseling  centers  at training institutions / Panchayat samiti level for promoting alternative occupations.
	104
	13
	117
	0.01

	
	
	(21.05)
	(21.67)
	(21.12)
	

	(iv)
	Increase in the amount of loan/grant
	102
	20
	122
	5.01*

	
	
	(20.65)
	(33.33)
	(22.02)
	

	(v)
	Greater coverage by grants
	128
	8
	136
	4.57*

	
	
	(25.91)
	(13.33)
	(24.55)
	

	(vi)
	Adequate marketing outlets for sale of products.
	52
	7
	59
	0.07

	
	
	(10.53)
	(11.67)
	(10.65)
	

	(The figures in brackets denote percentage
	
	* Significant at .05 level


When probed into the way these programmes can be made more effective, a vast majority suggested increase in the employment opportunities to absorb  new comers joining the labour force. The expansion of the scope of alternative occupations was also suggested by over two-fifth of the respondents and holds  good for both the groups. Over one-fifth of the beneficiaries from both the groups also recommended the setting up of counseling centres at the vocational training institutes or panchayat samiti level and increase in the amount of loans and grants as also in greater   coverage of scavengers by grants was favoured more by beneficiaries from harijan basties than their counterparts. The two groups differed significantly with respect to their suggestion about increase in the amount of loans/grants as also about greater coverage of beneficiaries by grants. 

OBSERVATIONS OF LIBERATED & UNLIBERATED SCAVENGERS

In addition to the survey of scavengers, both beneficiaries as well as non-beneficiaries, cases of liberated and unliberated scavengers were also studied in depth. For this purpose, three cases of scavengers employed in Sulabh Shauchayalay and equal number of cases engaged in manual handling of night soil were taken up. Pathak (1991) asserts that scavengers serving in sulabh shauchayalays are in fact liberated scavengers as they do not manually handle night soil whereas those still engaged in manual cleaning of latrines are unliberated. The comparison between the two provided us a better understanding of the dynamics of continuation and discontinuation of scavenging jobs. 

liberated 

Socioeconomic Profile: It is interesting to note that while all the three unliberated scavengers are residents of harijan basties, liberated ones are living in general, non-basti areas. Age-wise composition showed all unliberated scavengers of middle-aged while only two liberated ones belonged to this category. Their caste affiliation suggests that while all the unliberated  scavengers were harijans, only one of the liberated scavengers was harijan, the other two being Yadav and Chamar by caste. Educationally also, all liberated scavengers were literate whereas two of the unliberated ones were illiterate. With regard to family attributes, the two groups did not differ much.  All the members of both the groups were married and two from each belonged to nuclear families. However, two of the liberated scavengers belonged to relatively smaller size families with membership upto 4, while two of the three unliberated scavengers belonged to moderate sized families (5-8 members). Occupation-wise also, the two groups differed from each other. While all the three liberated scavengers are engaged in salaried job, only one of the unliberated ones is doing so, the other two performing labour jobs. More or less similar differences are noted with respect to main family occupation also.

Involvement in Scavenging Work: While all the unliberated scavengers are engaged in scavenging work, only two of the liberated ones are doing so. The scavenging work is a whole time work for liberated scavengers but this is so only for one from unliberated ones. Further, while all liberated scavengers were registered, none of three of unliberated ones. Likewise, family members from all the unliberated scavengers are also involved in scavenging work but this holds good only for one from liberated ones. Besides, all the liberated scavengers are employed on fixed salary which ranged between Rs. 1200 to 2100 per months but none from unliberated scavengers was so employed. This being the case, all liberated scavengers receive rewards in cash whereas it is both, cash as well as kind, in case of unliberated scavengers.

The two groups differed also in terms of nature of work they perform. While all the three unliberated scavengers were involved in manual removal of night soil, all the liberated ones either clean flush latrines or pursue other occupations. The use of buckets, with or without lid, for removal of waste is common. The mechanical cleaning of septic tank is being done by only one respondents and that too from the liberated group. More of each group use drums for dumping collected waste and open space as well as pit are also uses by one person each groups.

Social aspects: The liberated and unliberated scavengers do not differ much with respect to social aspects of scavenging work. They endorsed involvement of both males as well as female in scavenging work. While all unliberated scavengers find middle aged doing scavenging work, only 2 out of 3 liberated ones feel so. Likewise, more of the unliberated scavengers find illiterates doing the scavenging work, more of liberated ones reported involvement of literates.

Though most from both the groups endorsed having been addressed to by the terms harijans, other terms such as safai karmachari and bhangi are also being used to address them. The scavenging work is viewed as insulting as also damaging to their social status by most of the unliberated scavengers but most liberated ones did not subscribe to this view which may be due to their liberation from manual scavenging.Likewise, none of the liberated scavengers is opposed to continuation of scavenging work but most of the unliberated ones favoured its discontinuation. Further, most unliberated scavengers find continuation of scavenging work as a cause of family tension, most liberated ones do not endorse this view.

Training in alternative occupations: The liberated and liberated scavengers differed also in their awareness about schemes of training and rehabilitation as also availment of benefits from them. More of unliberated than liberated scavengers are keen to discontinue scavenging work and take up alternative occupation, but with one exception most from both groups did not have requisite skills to do so. This observation holds good also for acquisition of skills through training. Suprisingly, while all the liberated scavengers are not keen to acquire training in alternative occupations most unliberated ones expressed their desire to do so.

The responses of both liberated and unliberated scavengers reflect inadequacy of the training arrangements made by the government to develop requisite skills in alternative occupations. Same holds true of awareness about provision of scholarships during training. Further, both the groups hold that the arrangements for training in alternative occupations alone will not be of much help in liberating scavengers from scavenging work.

Liberation and Rehabilitation: The two groups under reference hold more or less similar views about schemes of rehabilitation of scavengers in alternative occupations. Most from both groups are aware about the law against construction of dry latrines and the manual removal of night soil. However, while most liberated scavengers were aware about the programme of conversion of dry latrines into flush latrines, most unliberated did not have any knowledge about it. As regards support government has been extending for doing so, most from both groups expressed ignorance but one from each group found aware about the provision of loans for this purpose.

The main focus of the scheme is on eliminating manual scavenging of night soil and adoption of alternative occupations. In order to do so, several measures and incentives were introduced which included, besides others, provision of loans and grants, training in alternative occupations and allotment of plots, shops or kiosks. In this connections, liberated scavengers were found better informed about these measures: all of them cited facilities of loans, training and allotment of shops and except one, provision of grant was also mentioned. All the unliberated scavengers also mentioned provision of loans and shops but that for training and salaried jobs was mentioned by two and one respondents respectively. Whether the two groups considered the provisions adequate? Interestingly, most of the liberated as well as unliberated ones considered the provisions of loans and grants adequate but that for training and  allotment of shops/kiosks inadequate. 

The improvement in the socioeconomic conditions made by  two groups were also assessed. The responses showed greater gains made by liberated scavengers as compared to unliberated ones: the former are relatively better paid and more of them pursue salaried job. The two groups were asked about the facilities made available under the scheme and resulting improvement? Again, liberated scavengers have better appreciation of the impact of the scheme as compared to that of unliberated ones: all the former reported increased income, educational advancement, status improvement, and cited better service, health improvement and self-employment opportunities as its consequences. In contrast, most unliberated scavengers cited among its impact increased income/ wages and self-employment opportunities. The two groups differed also with respect to their satisfaction about government efforts towards rehabilitation of scavengers in alternative occupations. While all the unliberated scavengers expressed total dissatisfaction, most liberated ones found the government efforts somewhat satisfactory.

Suggestive measures: The views of liberated and unliberated scavengers were obtained also about the way in which scheme of rehabilitation can be made more effective. While there was an agreement on some points, the two groups differed with respect to others. All the scavengers from both groups favoured increased employment opportunities; a majority of both endorsed increase in the amount of loans and grants necessary for starting an enterprise. The two groups, however, differed with respect to other measures. The liberated scavengers in majority listed such measures as training in more number of alternative occupations, setting up of a counseling center at training institution or panchayat samiti level and increase in the amount of loan/ grants offered by government for taking up alternative occupation. In contrast, majority of the unliberated scavengers suggested grant of scholarship in all types of training courses, and grant to be offered to larger number of scavengers for self employment activities .The above account further reinforced the earlier observations regarding the positive contribution made by the scheme of liberation and rehabilitation on scavenging population.  

VOCATIONAL TRAINING OF SCAVENGERS : 
EXPERIANCE OF NAI DISHA

As is evident from a note on state position on training of scavengers of at annexure 6 and chapter 4 containing details of state intervention in training, organization of training of scavengers is the weakest point of implementation of the National Scheme of Liberation and Rehabilitation of Scavengers and There Dependents in the state of Rajasthan .A virtual absence of the information on the subject with all the concerned state departments or non supply thereof offered justification to base our study on the responses of the scavengers  as also of Nai Disha,  a vocational training centre set up  at Alwar by Sulabh International Social Service Organization. The responses of the beneficiaries have been analysed   in the preceding section. This section discusses experiences of Nai Disha and observation of the faculty and organisers.    

The center was established in the year 2003 with a purpose to provide vocational training to the members of scavenging community to enable them to start self-employment enterprise. Presently, the center is organising vocational course in seven vocations, namely, Adult Education, Beauty Care, Food Preservation, Sewing, Knitting, Mehandi and Candle Making. The participants are admitted from all over the state depending upon their interest. Presently two batches of scavengers are undergoing training with 28 and 24 participants. The composition of the participants suggests that where as first batch is dominated by middle and old age participants, those of the second batch are relatively younger in age. The response of the staff revealed that courses having greater demand are: Food Preservation, Sewing and Candle Making. The duration of the courses varies from 1 to 3 years but the interest is shown in both types of courses. The problem of non-utilisation of seats is not experienced by the center till now. Almost all seats are reportedly utilised by the interested scavengers. Besides, scavengers evinced greater interest than generally witnessed by other member the communities. The trainers do not subscribe the view that the participants placed lowest in caste hierarchy are relatively incapable as compared to the members of higher castes communities. It is asserted that participants undergoing training are equally capable to acquire new skills.

When probed into the factors that encouraged scavengers to join vocational training programmes, five factors are considered important: a) keenness to liberate   from unclean occupation, b) desire to initiate self-employment venture, c) hope of getting salaried job or wage employment, d) possibility of improvement in income and living standard, and e) enhancement in social status in the community.

The scholarship of Rs. 1500 per month is offered to each participant undergoing vocational training at the center which is now raised Rs 1800; it is considered quite adequate and satisfactory and also disbursed in time. The opinion of training staff was obtained also about medium of training and facilities available. It is revealed that training is imparted in local language, which is considered easily understandable. The facilities available for training are also viewed adequate. When asked what new subjects should be introduced which will prove relevant and useful to the scavengers, a couple of subjects were listed including soft toys making, bags making, and knitting of sweaters/pullovers. 

How far the training offered is considered useful for initiating self-employment enterprise and getting wage employment? The responses revealed usefulness of vocational training for starting self-employment venture and  is considered somewhat adequate also for entering into salaried job.  The scavengers who were earlier trained in different vocations are engaged in self-employment activities. Over half of the trained scavengers are rehabilitated in alternative occupations. The trained scavengers seek consultations from vocational training center occupationally as and when faced with the problem in running the enterprise. The problems that trained scavenger's experienced in initiating self-employment venture are: lack of confidence, fear of taking risk, and lack of resources. 

When asked to suggest measures for liberation of scavengers form unclean occupation and their rehabilitation in alternative occupations, four measures were considered important: a) setting up counselling center at different places,             b) process of obtaining grants and loans be made simple, c) acquisition of education of girls be made compulsory, and d) more vocational centers be opened for wider coverage of scavengers and ensuring employment in alternative occupations.

Regarding the contribution of Nai Disha in the liberation and rehabilitation of scavengers, Sulabh observes:  

"The centre was setup as a model with a view to give a new direction to the crucial issue of training and rehabilitation of liberated women scavengers and making the programme rich in content. The center has been established with the active corporative and support of women belonging to scavenging community in the vicinity. The idea of starting a vocational center is to take women scavengers out of their unclean occupation and bring them into the mainstream of the society." 

Alwar is situated at a distance of 170 kms. from Delhi. Its proximity to the national capital accentuates the irony of the fact that this district headquarter has a colony where manual scavenging is in practice even today.This is a reality of life that a majority of the inhabitants of this colony known as Hazuri Gate wake up early in the morning to perform a caste based hereditary profession, which is handed down as a legacy from one generation to the next. Manual scavenging has been as age-old routine for this community which is untouched by technological advancement in sanitary ware. Not only does the prevalence of this culture seem antediluvian, what is worse is the fact that those borne in this community are considered agents of pollution by virtue of their birth alone.  Nai Disha was formed with the objective of breaking this chain. It is realized that in order to have a major change, a shift in their day-to day living is required that exercises the painful memories of their yester years. In other words, an alternative was needed to their only source of living. The centre aims at changing the course of life of these women who worked as manual scavengers for a greater part of their life. The skills they are learning today will take them miles away from this hereditary occupation. The module, at present is divided into various segments: food processing, cutting & tailoring, embroidery, beauty care and adult education is made mandatory. But training in the absence of an alternative to their only source of livelihood was not a feasible idea. So keeping in mind the money aspect, Nai Disha also offers them a monthly stipend. 

A decision regarding selection of courses is taken up by scavengers themselves. They are paid a monthly stipend so that they do not revert to their old profession of scavenging. These women have not only learnt to interact with bank officials and sign cheques but also successfully marketed their products. The end goal is to make them economically independent, as this is the only way to eliminate the evil of scavenging from their very roots. The women who have undergone the training at the centre have acquired self-confidence. The vocational training centre at Alwar is a unique case of women empowerment. 

Based on the experience gained in training women scavengers and particularly at Nai Disha at Alwar, it is opined that the duration of training should be longer so that they get a detailed knowledge, both theoretical and practical side of trade and can compete in the open market. It is felt that the period of six months or even one year in certain cases is not adequate for good training. The training should be followed by one-year period of rehabilitation so that they get sufficient time for their actual rehabilitation. Those trained can be put in two categories: In the first category are those having leadership qualities and initiative who can setup their own business with the help of subsidy and loan available from the government. They will manufacture products and also make arrangements for their marketing. In the second category are those who do not have requisite leadership quality who can be brought under cooperative society for trading or business by providing all the facilities and assistance.

Transforming the soul of group of individuals was not an easy tasks. Initially, these women were not only least bothered about personal hygiene but their use of language too was far from polite, especially among themselves. But mentors at the centre have instilled in them a sense of worth to lead the rest of their life with dignity. Nai Disha has taught them how to carve out a niche for themselves on the unshakable world of this world and rewrite their destiny. Now these trained women have organised themselves into self- help groups and avail credit facilities from banks so that they can market their products effectively and sustain their life.
Summary :

Scavenging work remains a main source of income for over one-third of the beneficiary households and 9 out of every 10 respondents are also involved in it. A vast majority of the respondents is involved in cleaning of latrines followed by cleaning of sewers/ drains and sweeping of roads. Occupational diversification that took place was not marked. Cleaning of latrines was positively influenced by institutional affiliation and negatively by city residence. Among the carrying equipment, bamboo basket continues to be widely used and scavengers overwhelmingly dump the waste in the open. Scavenging work is performed predominately by middle aged and illiterates. As compared to males, more females are reportedly involved in the task. Overwhelmingly, beneficiaries view scavenging work neither insulting nor damaging to their social status and a very few feel inclined to discontinue it. Over three-fourth of the beneficiaries earn over Rs 2500 per month out of which over one-fifth earn over Rs 5000 a month. Of those who wish to discontinue scavenging, about three-fourth possess skills needed to take up alternative occupation and majority acquired required training as well. A little less than one-fourth are aware about the provision of training in alternative occupations, and about one-third consider training helpful in self-employment and getting good salaried job. About three-fifth of the respondents are aware about the law prohibiting dry latrines and manual scavenging. While over two-fifth of the respondents are aware about loans and grants for of promotion of water-sealed latrines, over one-third was aware about loans and grants for taking up alternative dignified occupations. Hoverer, only 7.76% of the beneficiaries have availed the same. The rehabilitation programme is perceived beneficial more in improving education of children than in enhancing income. It was viewed more helpful in getting better job than in initiating self-employment. Overwhelmingly, respondents feel moderately satisfied with the rehabilitation programme and majority favoured increase in employment opportunities for making it effective. The institutional affiliation has significantly influenced 30% of the components of participation in programmes of liberation and rehabilitation. Urban residence was found significantly associated with 42% of the components of scavengers’ participation in liberation and rehabilitation programmes. Elimination of segregation of scavengers in harijan basties has significantly affected only 12% of the fifty components of liberation and rehabilitations.
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