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EXCUTIVE SUMMARY

+ Thetwo sdected didtricts, one in the western and the other in eastern region of Haryana, show rather
different picture of Non-farm employment and its growth between 1997-98 and 2001-2002. The
agriculturaly advanced Kurukshetra district showed much higher rate of growth of Non-fam
employment than Bhiwani - higher than 3-4 percent growth of labour force over the period as per latest
NSSO Round.

+» Thevillage leve data expected of village functionariesin terms of population, labour force, employment
and Non-farming employment did not materidize in terms of precise figures for the 2 periods.
Whatever information could be gathered from them indicates rise of Non-farm employment between
the two periods. However, the utilization of Specid employment schemes by familiesindividuds fell
from the year 1997-98 to the most recent period. Though loss of memory over the last 3-4 years
could be a factor, the differences are so sgnificant that reduction in employment through the Specid
employment schemes has to be accepted. The loca explanations generdly were that more and more
outside labour is getting benefit of the Specia employment schemes, operated more and more through
contractors. It aso appears that since these outside workers were more needy/poor, the village
officias utilized their presence to benefit themselves persondly aswell..

% The employment data or man-days collected from individuas was smilar to the deta collected from the
households and clearly showed the following most important Norfarm activities, namdy; Animd
Husbandry, Congtruction and Trade. Manufacturing was hardly important.  Mining/quarrying was a
ggnificant activity only in Bhiwani didrict. The physca infrasructure induding roads etc. are not
sgnificantly different and there was evidence of decline of Farm+based employment in both districts —
more in Kurukshetra than Bhiwani digtrict.

+«+ The public sector roadways network has not expanded in either digtrict in recent years and so aso the
quaity of roads to the villages under sudy. Only a few villages did not have enough dectricity but
drinking water and water in generd was a problem in many of them. Though the overdl
qudity/availability of different components of infrastructure in the two didricts was not very different,
the Kurukshetra didtrict gppear to have a dight edge overdl. However, there were no signs of any
distress or serious poverty anywhere. This tdlies with the fact of induction of more and more outsde
labour for anumber of specia employment programmes through the local Surpanches.

+«»+ There were other differences noticed between the two didricts in terms of employment potentia of
different sectors.  Kurukshetra shows much higher prosperity, paddy cultivation, processng and
greater mechanization, especidly in the recent period. However, utilization of agri.equipment on the
one Sde and smilar trangport vehicles on the other has picked up in both digtricts with consequentia
increase in employment relating to use of such equipment/vehicles. As regards operation of pull and
push factors at village levd affecting different components of Non-farm employment, there was hardly
any evidence of clean shifting of individuas from Non-farm to farm activity over the three-year period
of sudy. However, there was better evidence of shifting of persons from farm to Non-farm activities
which talies with evidence of decline in farm-based employment mentioned earlier. There was dso
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*

clear evidence of the desire of alot of people to make the shift even if in redity they have not mede it
so far.

The related issue was expectations from authorities about support for Non-farm activities’ employment.
There was clear evidence of peoples demand from their Government for providing nonetary as well
as technica support for indudtries - village, smdl or medium. Some support is available from the
scheme SGSY which provides mix of credit and subsidy for saf-employment ventures. Apparently,
the individua respondents were not satisfied with the nomina increases in the dlocations under this
scheme in recent years and in any case, the visud evidence and discussions of the survey team supports
the view that manufacturing has not picked up anywhere. A relaed piece of evidence comes from the
suggestions made by individuas on vocational education/training snce only around 5% respondents
demand improvementsin this HRD sector. One can infer that in the absence of manufacturing/ modern
indugtries, HRD in rurd areas could hardly be in demand.

Kurukshetra digtrict showed evidence of employment of many more people in restaurants and trade.
However, there was clear evidence growth in the non Government services in both digtricts but much
more in the agriculturally advanced Kurukshetra. There was aso more evidence of opening of schools,
clinics, nurang homes and even private training facilities as well as English medium schools.

There was clearly greater growth of such NornGovt. servicesin Kurukshetra over the three years span
than in not so prosperous Bhiwani. There was dso clearer evidence of higher growth of anima
husbandry in Kurukeshtra than in Bhiwani which is rdaeable to higher level of farm production in that
digrict. This is despite the lack of any formd dairying establishments in villages in the ether of the
digtricts surveyed. But, rurd towns indicated existence of dairying establishments more in Kurukestra
then Bhiwani.

While the overdl literacy rate for the two digtricts is between 68 and 69 per cent, there was greater
differentiation in the literacy rates of respondents between the six villages of Bhiwani and that of
Kurukeshtra The Kurukeshtra villages, in fact, showed the literacy rates higher by dmost 10%
compared to the Bhiwani villages. Thistdlies with other evidence of larger number of individuas found
pursuing higher education in Kurukeshira as well as lower number of persons teking advantage of
gpecid employment schemes though over the most recent period, both digtricts showed much less
utilizetion of these schemes. Thus, there was clearer evidence of higher agricultura productivity, higher
utilization of Non-Government services, more providers of education, training and hedlth services in
Kurukeshtra There was, however, no evidence of urban industria development in Kurukeshtra
encouraging higher growth of rurd indudtries in the sx sample villages. The recently conducted
Economics Census (1998) for dl didtricts tends to give the impression that in the rura areas of both
digtricts the number of nonagriculturd establishmentsis rather small.

One of the mgor points which could not be settled by the primary survey supplemented by secondary
data, was whether there was sufficient evidence to infer that the greater interest of rurd respondents of
Haryana in the Non-farm sector was due to excess population pressure on drictly limited land
resources and, therefore, by force or whether the higher interest was due to other factors, i.e,
autonomous. While there is some evidence that people are interested in the Non-farm sector due to its
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higher income potentid and higher ranking of modern indudry, whether smdl or medium, it is
insufficient to come to a definite concluson. The rurd respondents of course, have demanded
Government assistance for encouraging setting up of industries — some thing dready discussed earlier —
but have made no detailed suggestions even a the leve of village, block or didrict officids. On the
other hand, they have admittedly shown ignorance of the market forces and the limited role of the
Government in a liberdized economy. Also, lack of interest shown in financia services including
Insurance does not augur well for the development of an autonomous Non-farm sector/employment. It
has, therefore, been recommended that fresh incentives for modern smadl industries as well as agro-
processing should be worked out and the Government of Haryana/lndia should definitely intervene.
Smadl industries around Gurgaon and Sonepat do not seem to be pushing smilar initiatives from
entrepreneurs esewhere in Haryana, including the two sample didtricts. On the other hand, the Textile
industry/spinning mills seem to be in difficulties and are not adding to employment.  All this experience
judtifies fresh incentives for rurd indudtridization.

The congruction sector though important for rural respondents, is aso not proving sufficiently attractive
for transfer of farm labour to the Non-form side. With arush of incentives for house congtruction at the
leve of Government of India, the rurd labour of Haryana could have taken advantage of the huge Ddhi
market for the purpose. Since it has not happened, a least based on the experience of the two sample
digtricts, it has been recommended that the rural labour interested in construction should be upgraded in
skills not merely through the Government sector, I Tls and vocationa schools but aso through privately
run training inditutions with flexible skills development courses.  Since the semi-skilled and unskilled
labour market of Delhi has aready been flooded with such labour from other poorer parts of the
country, the Haryana labour can take advantage of the new openings only through up-graded sills
which aone can judtify higher wages than what the outside labour is asking for. In fact, the grester entry
of outsde labour into Haryana congtruction sector through specid employment schemes and other-
wise, leaves no other way for rurd labour of Haryana aspiring for higher wages except through this
route of skill upgradation/higher productivity



1 INTRODUCTION

1.1  Employment and unemployment Stuation continues to be a great source of worry in the country
despite 10 years of liberdisation and more than 6 years of WTO agreements touching practicaly al sectors
of economic activity, incduding Agriculture. By now it iswell-known that there has not been commensurate
growth of employment with reference to the relaively rapid economic growth in the 1990s. In the early
1990s there was a lot of discussion on a ten-year plan for eradication of unemployment and severe under-
employment. The National Development Council meeting of September,1992 discussed the issue a some
length and it was pointed out that diversfication of rura economy and growth of non-farm employment was
the sngle most importat means of solving the problem of rura areas and rura poverty. Some Studies
were also conducted on the subject and the topic remains as important now as it was in the early 1990s
epecidly in view of the fact that dl the recent evidence from the NSSO surveys indicate rapid decline in
the rate of growth of the Organized sector, mainly non-farm and even rdaively low growth of agricultura
employment in the economy. At the 1-digit leve, recent evidencein fact, points to a decline in employment
under Agriculture and Mining/Quarrying. On the other hand, there has been reaively rgpid growth in
sarvices employment, both in the urban and rurd areas. The growth of employment in informd
manufacturing has dso been generdly good, both in the urban and rurd aress.

1.2  Context of Study : As mentioned above, the Nationa Development Council in 1992 debated the
issue of growth of non-farm employment as relevant to the development of rura areas. The basic report of
the Committee on Employment presented to the Nationa Development Council in Sept. 1992 dtated that
“it must be recognized thet in the long run, agriculture and other land-based activities would not be able to
provide employment to al the rurd workers a adequate levels of incomes. Further, technologicd and
organisationa changes accompanying agriculturd growth are likely to lead to (i) a declining employment
potentia of crop production and (ii) converson of a substantid number of those underemployed in
agriculture into openly unemployed, seeking work elsawhere’.

1.3 It was dso noted in the above mentioned document that “non-farm employment has dready
occupied more than 1/5th of the rurd workers and that it has been growing rapidly. Over one-fifth of the
rurd workers are engaged in nonragricultura activities. This proportion has shown a rapid increase in
recent years. Avallable evidence suggests that this shift is atributable to the growth of productive
employment opportunities in the nonfarm sector in rura areas, and is not a result merdly of the
overcrowding in agriculture’......... “An increesngly larger component of rurd indudrid activities now
conss of nonttraditiona activities with forward and backward linkages with agriculture as well as those
with little relation with agriculture.  Unlike many traditiond village indudtries which condituted only
secondary or supplementary occupations, these activities are pursued as main occupations.”

1.4  The 8th Five Year Plan had mentioned clearly tha eradication of unemployment and substantia
under-employment should be achieved within a period of 10 years. This Plan was prepared in the context
of the liberdisation and opening of the Indian economy by Dr. Manmohan Singh through the budgets of
July 1991 and Feb./March 1992. Integration of Indian economy with the rest of the world was expected
to be one of the main objectives of the programme of opening up/liberdisation/globdisation of economy.
However, it was dso noted that the Govt.’s resources for further expenditures directly were limited in the
context of IMF conditiondities in the wake of the 1990-91 Gulf Crigs, externd debt servicing problems
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etc. The problems of funding food procurement a higher and higher levels, especidly from the States of
Punjab, Haryana and Western UP have been aggravated over the last 8/9 yearsi.e. dl through the Eighth
and Ninth Plans. Governments of various hues have remained worried about the continuing levels of
unemployment and under-employment, specidly in the rura areas even though recent evidence indicates
that there has been a decline in poverty ratios both in the urban and rurd areas. Since the growth of |abour
force in the rurd areas has been much higher than the growth of employment under Agriculture, it is
obvious that more and more persons have moved out to non-agricultura employment even in the rurd
aeas. Whether this employment has been voluntary or involuntary due to excessive pressure on the
exiging land resources by the dready agriculturdly dependent population is important but is not a subject
of thisstudy. What is being atempted through this study is to understand the utilization of rura [abour force
under various economic activities which could even include movement out of rurd aress into urban aress.

1.5  According to the Ninth Plan document rural non-farm sector, which accounted for a steadily rising
share of the rural workforce (from about 15 percent in 1978 to 22 percent in 1987-88 and 23 percent in
1993-94), has registered a rate of employment gowth of around 5 percent between 1987-88 and 1993-
9. Thereis certainly a discernible shift in the growth structure of productive employment opportunity in the
non-farm sector in the rura areas. This phenomenon cannot be trested as over-crowding in agriculture .
Practicdly al non-farm activities have shown a steedy increase in employment. Manufacturing and services
respectively accounted for 31 and 27 percent of rura non-agricultura employment; trade accounted for 20
percent and construction 12 percent in 1993-94. Manufacturing has shown about 1 percent growth in
employment during 1988-94. But Services and Transport & Trade have shown an annud growth in
employment of about 4.3 and 3 percent per annum respectively, during this period. According to the Ninth
Pan, diverdfication and expanson of the rurd economy particularly non-farm sector is possible through
promotiona policies and efforts particularly in respect of infrastructure, improved access to credit,
technologica upgradation and training in entrepreneuriad development and marketing support.

1.6  The Ninth Plan dso saw quite a bit of activity on the rurd development sde. A number of new
schemes have been tarted and revamping of the earlier schemes has taken place. Currently, the following
schemes are in existence, funded ether fully or more than 50% by the Centrd Govt. These are shown
below in the form of tables made out of data available from various plan documents, for the years 1997-98
and 2000-01. The firg table gives the nationd leve stuation while the one placed immediatdy below that
gives Haryana picture (in somewhat grester details). It would be seen that the schemes under
implementation either a the nationd levd or a the date level/Haryana are more or less, the same with
some changes/adjustments. On the other hand, it is aso clear that some schemes have been merged while
others have been discontinued eg. TRY SEM while others have been merged or re-named. Even thisis
not agtory of al the rurd development schemes as there could be local area devel opment schemes specific
to a region or digtrict. These schemes are not reflected in the firgt table. Further some development
schemes like PMRY & KVIC and the latest scheme of Pradhan Mantri Gram Sarak Y ojana are rather
recent and were not in existence in the year 1997-98 for which dso this study has collected comparative
data to try to undergand the growth in employment between now and 3 years back. Details of the
methodology to be used for this sudy are, however, covered in subsequent chapters.

1.7  The study assgned to CERPA dso looks at detailed configuration of the employment Stuation in
the two sdlected didtricts, two blocks in each didrict, three villages under each block i.e. a total of 12
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villages digtributed equally over Bhiwani and Kurukshetra for the last 12 months (reference date 15th Sept
2001) and smilarly, 12 monthsin 1997-98 (reference date 15th Sept. 1998) 1998, same season.

1.8  Severd employment-generating schemes are being implemented in Haryana including didricts of
Bhiwani and Kurukshetra, to provide employment opportunities to men and women in the age group of 18-
60 years. These programmes/schemes are as under:

@ Swaran Jayanti Gram Swarozgar Yojana (SGSY) - This is a poverty dleviaion programme
covering dl aspects of sdf-employment such as organization of the poor into sdf-help groups, training,
credit, technology, infrastructure and marketing. The objective of this scheme is to bring every asssted
family above the poverty line within three years. The target group under this scheme consists of smdl and
margind farmers, rurd artisans, agricultural and non-agricultura labourers living below the poverty line. In
both the digtricts, this scheme is making an impact on providing employment to the target groups.

(b) Jawahar Rozgar Y ojana (JRY/JGSY) - Thisis ment for providing wage/sdf-employment to rurd
unemployed persons through implementation of identified rura works besides generation of supplementary
employment for the unemployed poor in the rurd areas. This programmeis being implemented at the village
level through Gram Panchayats. This has been revised and renamed as JGSY .

(© Employment Assurance Scheme (EAS/RGY) - This primary objective of this schemeis creation of
additiond wage employment opportunities during the period of acute shortage of wage employment
through manua work for the rurd poor. The secondary objective is the creation of durable community
socid and economic areas for sustained employment and development. Under this scheme conservation of
soil moisture, minor irrigation, augmentation of ground water, link roads, other labour oriented works as
per felt need of the areas are taken up in this scheme, specidly in the digtrict of Bhiwani which has water
problem in the area. Under this scheme, there is a provision to provide minimum 100 days of employment
per year for casud/manua labour during the lean agricultural season. This scheme was reported upon in our
Hindi Quegtionnaire by its Hindi synonym - Rozgar Guarantee Y gjana (RGY).

(d) Pradhan Mantri Gram Sarak Yojana (PMGSY) - This programme has been launched by the
Government of India, during the year 2000-2001. The primary focus of the program is the construction of
the new roads besides upgradation of existing roads for achieving connectivity through good al weether
roads. The programme covers dl didrict roads and village roads. This scheme while providing employment
opportunities to the rura poor at the village, block and didtrict levd, if improving infrastructure in the area of
transport and mobility.



Centre for Research, Planning and Action, New Delhi 4
Year wise of Allocation/Expenditure of National Poverty Alleviation
Programmes from 1997-98 to 2000-2001 (Rs. in crore)
Name of the scheme Year  of | Allocationin | Expenditure | Allocation in
Initiation 1997-98 in1997-98 | 1999-2000
1. Integrated Rural Development Prog. 2-10-1980 | 1133.51 1109.54 1260
2. TRYSEM 15-8-179 | 90.00lakh | 80.74 lakh -
3. DWRCA 1982-83 4145.43 - -
lakh

4. MWS 559.09 462.83
4. Jawahar Rojgaar Y ojana 4-1989 2872.03cr, | 2451.65¢cr. | -
5. Swarnjayanti Gram Swarozgar Y ojana 1-4-1999 | - - 1000.00
6. Jawahar Gram Samridhi Y ojana 1-4-1999 | - - 2205
7. Employment Assurance Scheme 2-10-1993 | 2460.48 2904.97 2432
8. IndiraAwassYgjana 1-4-1999 | - - 2132
9. Deveopment Programmes

PMRY 465.00

KVIC 20.93
a DADP* 1973-74 10.00 183.50lakh | 190
b. DDP 1977-78 70.00 - 135.00
c. IWDP 1989-90 | 74.50 53.00 480.00

Source: Annual Plan 2000-2001, Govt. of India; Mid term appraisal of Ninth Plan (1997-

2002) and other Sources

* DADP - Drought Prone Area Programme

DDP-

Desart Development Programme
IWDP - Integrated Wasteland Development Programme
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HARYANA
Centrally Sponsored Schemes on Sharing Basisfrom 1997-98 to 2000-2001,
Outlay & Expenditure and Achievement during Sth & Annual Plan (Rs.in Lakh)
Annua | Achie | Annuad | Achiev| Annua | Achiev
Plan ve- Pan | e-ment Plan | e-ment
Ninth Plan 1997-2002 | 1997-| ment | 1999- 2000-01
98 00
CS SS Target/
Achievem
ent
(Lakh/
Mandays)
1 |IRDP& Allied
(Now SGSY)
(i) |[IRDP 4270, 4270 812
(i) |TRYSEM 500, 500 71
Traning
(iii) |TRYSEM 65 65 15
Infrastructure
(iv) IDWCRA 640, 640 189
Total (SGSY) | 5475 5475150/ 0.42] 1087| 10853 1963 14618 1540, 13392
(upto manday manday
2000) S S
2 |DPAP(Now 1470 490 - 161 - 223 - 500 -
DDP)
3 |JRY (Now! - - 80/ 57 - 16| 2667| 17lakh 2760, 13lakh
JGSY) Lakh manday| mandays
manday S
S
4  |Employment 3700 9250 275/96| 2871| 55lakh| 4335 23lakh 3100 11lakh
Assurance manday/ manday| mandays
Scheme/RGY S S
Total 10645| 15215 - 4119 - 9188 - 7900 -
CS-Centrd Share SS - State Share

Source: Approved Annual Plan 2000-2001, Govt. of Haryana

1.9

The Govt. of India has placed a lot of confidence in the ability of the economy in generd to
generate a lot of employment both in the urban and rura areas autonomoudy by the sheer forces of rgpid
economic growth distributed over various sectors of economy. The Prime Minister had asked for a
Programme for generating 10 million jobs a year in 1999 and under hisingtructions a Task Force Mr. M.S.
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Ahluwaia, Member Planning Commisson had been set up to examine the entire issue and make
recommendations. The Ahluwaia Task Force has aready submitted its report to the Govt. in mid-2001.
The Task Force has expressed its fath in favour of autonomous growth of employment in both urban and
rurd areas based on the economic growth scenario of the 9th Plan and the up-coming 10th Plan. No data
on the likdy growth of rurd nonfarm employment are, however, avalable from this Task Force or the
Planning Commission. No such projections are either available from the Govt. of Haryana or any Govt.
supported inditutions. Therefore, the current study is expected to throw new light on the ground Stuation,
as will be reveded in the subsequent chapters.

1.10 Some of the officia key results of the NSSO 55™ Round for the year 1999-2000 have recently
become available, but at the aggregated leved of the states and comparison between results of this Round
and the Round for 1993-94 would in any case, take congderabletime.  The analyss of Sate level samples
takes much longer and data at the didtrict leve is hardly available with sufficient assurance of accuracy. It
was in this context that the Planning Commission has commissioned this study at the disaggregated levelsin
Haryana, in the nature of case sudies. Haryanais one of the most agriculturally and indudtridly progressive
states accounting for 2% of the total population of Indiaand ranking 16" according to size of its population
among 28 States and 7 Union Territories as per census 2001. Its population of 2.10 crores has 1.13
crores males and 0.97 crores females, distributed in 19 digtricts and 111 blocks. The state has an area of
44212 59. km with adensity of 477 persons per sg.km. Faridabad is the most densaly populated district in
the state having an average of 1020 persons per sgm while Sirsa has the lowest density of population as
260 persons per sg km. There are 861 femaes per 1000 maes in Haryana much less than 933 females
per 1000 males for All-India. The age group of 0-6 yrs congtitute 15.46% of the total population, lower
than in the 1991 census. The literacy rate is 68.59% in 2001 showing a strong improvement over 1991
census when it was 55.85%. The literacy rate both for males and females is comparatively higher than the
national average of literacy rates.

1.11 With the mechanization of the agriculture there is a release of labour force through push factor
which needs employment and these are the people who are looking for avenues in non-farm sector.
Therefore, it becomes necessary to study the growth in nonfarm sector through push and pull factors
linkages between agriculturd development and activities in non-farm sector as well as explore the avenues
available in other areas. The impact of Govt. sponsored schemes by generating employment in non-farm
sector opportunities coming up due to technologica explosion in the area of information, communication
and education as wdl as the expanding services sector by virtue of mechanization in agriculture
transportation and media explosion.

1.12 To undertake this exercise in depth two didtricts, one agriculturaly advanced i.e. Kurukshetra and
other indudtrialy advanced i.e. Bhiwani have been sdected. To undertake primary survey in the didtrict,
block, village, household and individud worker level to study the impact and find out the potentia of
growth in non-farm sector.  As there is a lot of secondary information available this dso requires to be
scanned, screened, compared and correlated with the information collected through primary survey
extrgpolated and interpolated to arrive a conclusions and recommendations for the study as awhole.
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2. SCOPE, COVERAGE & METHODOLOGY
21  Scope

The scope of sudy is limited to the growth of rurd non-farm employment in sdlected didtricts of Haryana
i.e. Bhiwani and Kurukshetra.

2.1.1 Non-fam employment by definition pertains to sector where rura folks earn extra income by
activities other than Agriculture. By and large most farmers have non-farm ectivitiesin the fidd of Anima
husbandry, Poultry, Fisheries and related areas to some extent.  But unless any activity other than
agriculture involves member of family substantidly by way of time spent or income derived such persons
are consdered engaged in the field of Nonfarm activity. Further, there are consderable number of
workers outsde Agriculture or dlied activities, in non-agricultura enterprisesin rurd areas. The sudy ams
a understanding growth in Non-farm Employment over three years.

2.1.2 Impact of various welfare schemes sponsored by the Govt./ Nationd and International agencies to
increase employment in the non-farm activities have to be sudied. Moresover, availability of naturd

resources, infrastructure facilities available in the didtricts, their strengths and wesknesses on the backward
and forward linkages as well as push & pull factors (including growth of agriculturd activities) dso come
under the purview and their impact on the growth of rurd non-farm employment over 2 periods of time,
1997-98 and 2000-2001.

2.1.3 Congraints faced by the non-farm sector and the perception of target group involved in the arealin
tackling these problems their ideas and initiatives will also be considered S0 as to recommend appropriate
policies for growth of rurd non-farm employment.

Liberdization and technologicd interventions in the area of agriculture and other sectors of economy are
affecting the life of people including rurd areas. These have to be kept in mind as they have their impact
on the shift from traditiond to the new areas opened up by the concepts of information, communication and
education in the areas of technology and growth of farm and industria sector including norfarm sector.

Forward and backward linkages between the growth of agriculture and non-farm sector, conditions of
workers engaged in rurd non-farm activities vis-avis those engaged in agriculture and their impact on
income and productivity also form a part of this sudy.

2.2  Objectives

The principa objectives of the Study are the following :

2.2.1 To tedt the hypothess that the Govt. developmental assistance to rura areas has contributed to
increase the employment opportunities outsde the farming operations over the last 3 years.

2.2.2 To determine whether the increased non-farm employment is of stable nature or there are large
fluctuaions.
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2.2.3 To dudy whether rurd infrastiructure and availability of natural resources and other facilities have
strengthened/weakened the backward and forward linkages in non-farm employment vs Farm-employment
aswdl as condition of workers, their income and productivity.

2.2.4 To study the congraints being faced by this sector and suggestions'recommendations in tackling the
problems coming in the way of growth of rurd non-farm employment.

2.2.5 Linkages between growth of agriculture and non-farm sector in rurd areas.

2.2.6 Recommend gppropriate policies for strengthening non-farm sector, especidly with a view to
dleviate rurd unemployment or severe under-employment.

The age group covered is between 18-62 years and al non-farm activities over the last 12 months and
amilar 12 months 3 years back are covered under the study.

2.3  Methodology

2.3.1 To undertake the study, the two digtricts sdected in Haryana are Bhiwani and Kurukshetra. In
each didrict three blocks and in each block two villages have been ®lected. For this purpose it is
proposed

@ To lig dl the households in the villages and their current main economic/activities Thisisto enabdle
an understanding of the primary character of the villages in terms of their economic profile.

(b) To collect full information on current infrastructure available, including road, irrigation, power,
education/skill development indtitutions, Mandis etc.

© To develop age, sex and socid gdatus profile of each of the sdlected household members potentialy
in the labour force i.e. those who are above 18 years in age but below 62 years, in the sample households
selected on arandom basis.

(d) To dso work out education/training status of each of the household members as above.

(e To find out the exact employment details on the basis of the Principa + subsidiary status definition
on the basis of recdl of activities of last 12 months. Similar details would be gathered for each member for
asmilar period, 3 years back. This would necessarily imply that such questions could be asked only from
those who are over age 18 in the current year.

® On the bags of these two observations over the 2 periods, to assess extent of change of
employment status with reference to non-farm economic activities in each village of the sample, and to what
extent such changes therein could be attributed to any specia naturd phenomena or various schemes of
rurd development initiated/funded by the Govt.
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2.3.2 Secondary information available from various sources on this subject will be scanned, analyzed and
made use while studying the data collected from the field through primary survey. While primary data will

be compiled, andyzed and results derived will be correlated with the secondary deta available from various
sources in relation to scope and objectives of this study astill date hardly any study has taken place in the
date of Haryanato cover the above mentioned objectives.  Thus, secondary data pertaining to the relevant
objectives of the sudy will be made use of and their corrdaion will be worked out with the findings coming
out of the primary data.

2.3.3 Aswould be noticed, the individud members of labour force as wel as the head of the family are
being asked to report on the nature of economic activities undertaken by them in the 12 months of
2000/2001 and the corresponding activities in the years 1997/1998. These have been classfied into 11
categories as againg 9 or 10 normaly utilized for economic andyss. In addition, each worker when he
answers questions about the economic activity, is aso expected to tell the nature of work undertaken i.e.
Regular, Casud (labour), Sdf-employed or Unpaid family work. In fact, this last category is a divison of
the category of self-employed but has been separated for the benefit of the women in Haryanawho play an
important role both in Agriculture as well as dlied activities (classfied by us under Norn-farm Employment)
and other activities. However, it isadso expected that a number of males dso perform unpaid labour if they
are young or have asubsdiary status.

24  SampleDesign
2.4.1 For the purpose of primary survey, three blocks in each didtrict have been sdlected by random

sampling.  Smilarly, two villages in each block were sdected by random sampling. In every village,
households were sdlected by dratified random sampling. The total sample size will be as under :

Didrricts = 2
Block(Three blocksin eech digtrict) = 3x2=6
Village(Two villages per block) = 2x6=12
Household(100 households per village)= 100 x 12 = 1200
Three non-farm workers

per household, on an average = 3 x 1200 = 3600

2.4.2 Didricts are dready identified i.e. Bhiwani and Kurukshetra. The blocks sdlected in these digtricts
were:

Didricts : Bhiwani Kurukshetra
Tota No. of Blocks 9 5
Blockssdected are Badhra, Dadri — 1, Tosham  Babain, Pehowa, Thanesar
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The villages sdlected in each block were the following

Bhiwani Kurukshetra

Block Village Block Village

Dadri - Charkhi & Kayana Thanesar - Umri & Ameen
Badra - Berla& Nandha Pehowa - Tdehri & Bhateri
Tosham Khanak & Sagwan Baban - Sanghor & Bidkawa

25  Survey Instruments

25.1 For the purpose of primary study 4 questionnaires were developed to cover (1) district and block
level data (2) village leve data (3) household level data (4) non-farm worker data. These questionnaires
by and large, cover detalls of their respective area, provide information on the level of education of the
people involved, non-farm activities they are engaged in, infragtructure facilities available in the area, impact
of Govt. schemesetc. The questionnaires are provided a Annexure-1-A to 1-D.

2.5.2 Since the man focus of the sudy is to understand the growth of Nonfarm Employment, the
questionnaire for the individuas takes off from the previous eaboration of various activities performed by
an individual and by a series of probing questions tries to discover the number of days which the individua
might have utilized under each activity, indicated earlier, over previous 12 months in the years 2000 &
2001 and amilarly in the 12 months in the years 1997 and 1998. Memory loss is a factor in the village
setting and in the pilot testing of the questionnaires it became quite clear that one can not depend on
memory of the typical day for the same month 3-4 years back or even atypical week or month three years
back. As a result, the sample questions had to fal back upon the concept of usud status employment
goread over the previous 12 months either now or three years back. The generd reference date for the
two case sudies, covering Bhiwani & Kurukshetra has been kept the same namely, September-end.  Itis
expected that this being reaivey lean period there would be much more maes avalable for direct
questioning and persond examination to improve the quaity of responses. Even then, it is difficult to
completdy trugt the memory of individuds, specidly women of the household to such alarge extent in the
context of rather low rates of literacy of women in Haryana despite much better levels of income atained
by the respective households.

2.5.3 Thefamily aswdl astheindividud gquestionnaires aso include questions on activities performed by
persons who may have been part of the family but go out for work less than 20 kms or more than that.
Smilarly, an atempt has been made to discover persons now in the family and performing economic
activities but who had come back from the urban area. A sSmilar question about persons who might have
been member of the family earlier in the years 1997/1998, who have |ft the family and gone out to work in
the urban areas. However, if they are not a member of the family in the sense of living together and eating
from the same kitchen, they are not conddered digible for closer examination under our individua
questionnaire. To this extent, our definition of Rurd Nonfarm Employment is quite wide but it ill does
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not include persons who have technicaly not been members of the family in the norma sense of the word.

2.5.4 Asan added precaution, it was aso decided after the pilot test survey, to engage more or less the
same investigators in both the districts and avoid engaging new investigators. The supervisors for the study
were aso retained for both the digricts.  This was to ensure that the same quality of data is maintained
adongwith the same understanding of the counting of days under each ativity in both the didricts. The
Project Director visted himsdf both the didtricts at the start of each survey, provided the names of the
villages sdlected randomly as well as the blocks to the investigators and the supervisors and even found
time to vist a couple of villages in each Didtrict. 1t was hoped that dl these precautions would ensure that
the questionnaires received back would al be in order and any doubts about how to count days or hours
etc. can be resolved right in the fidld. As it lappened, the number of rgections of questionnaires on
account of incongstent or totaly irrationa responses was found to be the minimum.

255 The survey was conducted in end- September under well-trained supervisors drawn from CERPA.
The survey in Bhiwani and Kurukshetra district work a the ground level concentrated on the household
guestionnaires on the one sde and the individud members of the household fdling under the target age
group and aso participating in non-farm activities. To begin with, each village was examined between the
investigators and the supervisor and alist of households prepared from which to draw 100- 120 households
a random. After this the fidd investigators fanned out in the village to cover their respective zones under
the broad supervison of the trained supervisors keeping in mind the fact that not only each sample
household has to be examined in some details but dso the basic information about economic activities
performed by the household gets collected. The target individuas, within the specified age group and with
participation in non-farm activities, were probed through a separate questionnaire for understanding their
employment status. It was found that the average size of household varied between 3 and 10 while the
members of the household within the target age group/economic activities varied from 1 to 5.

2.5.6. The training of Investigators was conducted both at CERPA and in the fied, firdly in the very first
village covered by the Survey Team in Bhiwani digtrict in September 2001.  After they return with the
questionnaires, some important points came up during the scrutiny of the questionnaires. The Survey Team
was, therefore, trained again Snce on it some new investigators as well, based on both the reading of the
questionnaires and on the experience built up from the Bhiwani digtrict survey. The Project Director himsdlf
participated in the training programme aong-sde the field supervisors who were expected to remain in the
field dong with the investigators. On severd stages the Adviser, CERPA, dso guided the Survey Team as
well as the Project Director, especidly in questions rdlating to the next use of team by individuds in the
rurd aress, eg., opening both anima husbandry activity and household industry or some kinds of services.
There were involved questions more in respect of female labour force and in the case of mae [abour force.
Therefore, the investigators had to be cautioned in examining the female respondents and giving them more
chance to point out other economic activities, which they were performing. Some of these questions
continued in the field even after the firgt village was taken up for actud surveys.
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3. LITERATURE SURVEY AND SOME FINDINGSOF THE RECENT
STUDIES OF RURAL NON-FARM EMPLOYMENT

3.1 Sarvekshana. Vol.XX, No.1, 68" Issue, July — September 1996, National Sample Survey
Organization, Department of Statigtics, Ministry of Planning & Programme
I mplementation, Gover nment of India

3.1.1 This important document explains the methodology used in the employment/ unemployment
Surveys of the NSSO every five years a the nationd leve. This particular document shows in the section
on Conceptud framework the various definitions used in defining economic activities, classficaion of
labour force by principa/subsidiary status and how employment data is collected through those surveys.
The procedures and the methodology utilized by the NSSO are very important for any smal-scde surveys
like the current Surveygstudy of two Haryana didricts. The methodology used for the Current
Survey/study is modeled on the corresponding methodology given in this document. At the time of
designing of the questionnaires this was the best avalable document since the corresponding NSSO
publication for the 55 Round was not yet released.

3.2  Annual Report of Ministry of Rural Development,
Government of India, (2000—01)

3.2.1 This document gives, in consderable detals the progress made under various rurd developments
schemes, including the employment oriented schemes for the year 2000-02. The data under different
tables is for the period up to September or December 2000, not for the entire financid year. However,
there is no specific discusson on the role of these schemes in generation of rurd Non-farm employment
though the employment generated under the employment oriented schemesis dmost entirely of a Non-farm

type.

3.3 Informal sector activitiesin rural areas— A methodological study, by Gujarat Institute
of Development Resear ch — September 1999

3.3.1 Thisdudy isbascdly amethodologicd study though towards the end it gives estimates of informa
sector employment conssting of own account workers, employers of micro-enterprises and employeesin
the unregistered enterprises. It uses the classfication of workers only in two categories, agri-workers or
non-agri-workers. The category of non-agri-workers is pretty close to the category of Non-fam
employment utilized in the current Survey/study. Though the study has indicated possible breakup of
manufacturing under sub- categories like food, textiles, wood, clay products and other products, this kind of
fine classfication within manufacturing was not found feasble in the current Survey/study. Further, the
sudy was confined to a particular period of 1999 and did not depend on recdl of activities and
employment in different sectors of a previous period say, three years back. The study gives the impression
thet if alimited time span is sdected for udy, in-depth investigations on various types of employment can
be made in considerable details and separation of activities by different sub-sectors of the broad economic
sectors would be possible.
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34  Mid-term Appraisal of the Ninth Plan by Planning Commission,
Govt. of India Released in 2001

3.4.1 This document was based on internd studies made by the Planning Commission which found a lot
of weaknesses in various rura development/poverty dleviaion programme. However, it does not discuss
rural Non-farm employment as such in any sgnificant manner. It has recommended a number of initiatives
to plug the lacunae noticed in implementation of some employment oriented schemes and has suggested
geps to prioritize use of EAS, JRY and other programmes. It has aso pointed out & the need to
drengthen the adminidrative mechanisms and improved trangparency in implementation of such
programmes.

3.5  Annual Plan (2000 — 01), Planning Commission, Govt. of India

3.5.1 This document indicates high priority for generation of productive employment in the country with
focus on accderated growth and accepting the important role played by agriculture in poverty reduction
and employment generation effects. It ligts the important poverty dleviation Programmes in rurd aress as
Swaran Jayanti Gram Swarozgar Y ojana (SJIGSY), Jawahar Gram Samridhi Y gjana (JGSY'), Employment
Assurance Scheme (EAS), National Social Assistance Programme (NSAP), Rurd Housing and other area
development prorammes like DPAP & DDP. A new initiative in the form of Pradhan Mantri Gram Sadak
Yojana (PMGSY) was introduced in this year 2000-01. The focus of this Y ojana was on cregtion of
socid and economic infrastructure pecidly in rurd aress.

3.6 Workshop on Rural Transformation in India: The Role of Non-farm Sector— Planning
Commission, Institute for Human Development, DFID & World Bank, Sept. 19-21, 2001

3.6.1 According to many studies presented in this Workshop, the employment Situation has deteriorated
mogt in the rurd areas. Within the rd aress, the growth rate in employment in agriculture and dlied
activities has been extremely disma it came down to 0.20 percent during 1993-94 to 1999-2000, from
2.16 percent during 1987-88 to 1993-94. The growth rates in congtructions and transport, sorage and
communications have been 6.95 percent and 7.35 percent, respectively.

3.6.2 Although there was significant deceleration in the growth in employment in rurd aress, the non-fam
sector employment grew @ 2.34 percent during 1993-94 to 1999-2000 as against 2.04 percent during
1987-88 an d 1993-%4. This growth is less than haf compared to the growth in rura nonfam
employment achieved during 1983 and 1987-88 (5.23 percent). In terms of the proportion of total
workers employed by Usud Principad Status (UPS) among total workers in the rurd aress, the long-term
trend shows that this ratio has been rising, from about 20 percent in 1983 to nearly 25 percent in 1999
2000.

3.6.3 The percentage of rurd non-farm employment increased from 16.6 percert in 1977-78 to 23.88
percent in 1999-2000 - an increase of 7.2 percentage points over 22 years. During this period, there was
9.4 percentage points increase (from 19.3 to 28.7) in case of maes, while females got an increase of 2.8
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percentage points only (from 11.8 to 14.6), indicating less diversficaion in femae employment. This is
reflected in the larger percentage of femae workers employed in agricultura activities as compared to mae
workers - more than 85 percent of females are employed as agriculturd workers as against only about 71
percent for males.

3.6.4 It isnoticed that congtruction, trade and transport are expanding at a faster rate in rurd aress,
whereas manufacturing activities are rather sagnating. In fact, the smdl increase in manufacturing activities
has been exclusvely due to female participation. At two-digit leve, important sub-sectors which have large
share in employment were: retail trade in food; beverages and tobacco; congtruction: persond services,
public adminigration; textile products; educationa services; land transport: and wood, wood products and
furniture.

3.6.5 Theexpandon in the RNFS may create linkages of various types such as (i) backward linkages in
the form of activities that service agriculture; (ii) forward production linkage (in terms of supply of raw
materid etc.); (iii) forward consumption linkages; (iv) forward investment linkages etc. When the linkages
mentioned at (i) and (iv) are found together, some sort of an agri-business could be a possible form of
expanson in the RNFS,

3.7 Rural Indudgtrialisation in India: ILO, Some Policy Per spectives, 2000

3.7.1 Interms of employment, there is evidence of an arophying of rurd manufacturing activities within
RNFE, and a rdlative increase in the share of the trade, commerce and services sectors. These tend to
show that rurd survivd and livelihood srategies have come to depend increasingly on non-farm labour
performed increasingly beyond the village boundaries, generdly in the local townships.

3.7.2 Asregards amore market-friendly policy configuration, there has been increasing attention devoted
to the promotion of the organisationd form of the indudtria clusters, whether in rurd or urban locations.
Such cdugters enjoy high profile and vighility in theoreticad and policy discourse at present. Thus the
announcements concerning the launching of a Nationd Programme of Rurd Indudridisation treets the
creation of new rura indudtrid clusters as the key policy instrument.

3.8  TheRural Non-Farm Sector : A Ray of Hope, Development Alter native
(News letter), Vol.lll No.2, Feb.2001

3.8.1 Owing to the uncertain nature of Indian agriculture, highly fragmented land holdings, rapidly
growing labour force, and the low capital to labour ratio, it becomes imperative to open up more
opportunities in rural non-farm sector to avoid the rising rurd poverty. The rapid acceleration in the rurd
non-farm activities will generate additiona employment opportunities for the rura poor. Consequently, the
income level and capital to labour ration will improve.

3.8.2 Therurd non-farm sector has created gpproximately 60 million jobsin the rura sector out of which
23 percent were women employees. The sector provides an export contribution of 68967.08 crores, more
than 35 percent of the total exports of the country. A consderable portion of rurd household income (25
35 percent) is contributed by the non-farm sector. The rurd non-farm sector is primarily composed of
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mining, congruction, manufacturing and sarvice sector. Although, the government is trying its best to
promote the entrepreneurship in rura aress, the results are far from the desired.

3.9  Impact of Economic Liberalization on Rural Workersin India, ILO,
T.Haque & D.P.A.Naidu, 1999

3.9.1 In 1991, nonfarm rura workers congtituted nearly 20 percent of the totd rurad workforce. The
share of rurd femdes in non-agricultura employment was 17.2 percent, while in the rurd household-
industry sector it was as high as 40 percent. The household industry workers comprised mainly handloom
workers, beedi workers, carpet weavers, handicraft workers, potters, metalware workers and blacksmiths
and other related categories. The nonfarm rurd workers seem to be as unorganized as the agriculturd
workers, with low bargaining power and low wage rates. Due to lack of access to indtitutiona credit and
marketing arangements, rurd atisans are exploited by intermediaries. Handicrafts aone provide
employment to about 2.5 million rurd artisans. As the Nationd Commission on Rurd Labour (Government
of India, 1991) rightly put it, as the Green revolution bypassed agriculturd labourers, so indudtridization
bypassed non-farm workers.

3.9.2 Certan categories of non-farm workers like beedi workers, leather workers, handloom workers
and toddy tappers are relatively better organized than other categories of rurd workers.

3.10 Report of the NDC Committee on Employment, (Sept.,1992)

3.10.1 Employment has grown a areaivey fagter rate in urban areas than in rurd areas. Within therurd
areas, however, non-agricultural sector has registered a Sgnificantly high employment growth.

3.10.2 Animd Husbandry is an important activity with large potentid for rurad employment and income
generdion. Fisheries condtitute another area whose potentid for growth and employment has not been fully
tapped so far. It is assessed that output from this sector can grow at 7 percent per annum as about two-
thirds of the exiding marine and inland potentid is unexploited. Different items of agriculture-related
activities have rdevance for different States and regions, but a mgor thrust in the development of agri-
business would particularly suit the States and regions with higher levels of agricultura productivity.

3.10.3 Steps to enhance economic efficiency of production and marketing support are important to make
the agricultura sector contribute to more food production as well as higher incomes and productive
employment in rurd areas. There are a number of areas like food crops, oilseeds, cotton, sugarcane,
horticulture, sericulture, dairy development, poultry, agua-culture and agro-forestry, where India has
comparative advantage and which need to be efficiently exploited for ensuring food security, food exports
and higher levels of rural incomes and employmernt.

3.10.4 It must be recognised that in the long run, agriculture and other land-based activities would not be
able to provide employment to dl the rurd workers a adequate levels of incomes. Diverdfication of the
rura economy into non-agricultura activities is necessary in those States to provide productive employment
to the growing rurd labour force as well as to reduce the wide economic differences between rural and
urban aress.
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3.11 Rural Non-Farm Employment : An Assessment of Recent Trends-
Dr. TS Papola (1991/92

3.11.1 Certain occupationd shift and changes in employment status have occurred as indicated eg. (i)
sf-employment in agriculture has declined; (ii) self-employment in non-agricultural sector has increased;
(iii) regular wage/sdaried employment in the agricultural sector has declined; (iv) casud employment in
agriculture has hardly changed; and (v) casusa employment in the non-agriculturd activities has Sgnificantly
increased.

3.11.2 The earnings in the non-farm activities should be high enough as compared to agriculture if the non
farm employment is to produce a positive impact on casud workers wages in agriculture.

3.12 Approved Annual Plan, Haryana 2000-2001

3.12.1 According to this document, Specid Programmes for Rura Development will continue to be
implemented during 2000-2001. Provision of Rs.385.00 Lakh has been made for Swarnjayanti Gram
Swarojgar Y gjana. A matching contribution of Rs.1155.00 lakh will become available from Government of
India

3.12.2 Employment Assurance Scheme for providing assured manua labour employment for 100 days
during the lean agricultural season is being implemented in the State. A maximum of two adult persons per
family between 18-60 years of age in the rurd areas who need and seek employment will be provided
assured employment on devel opment works.

3.12.3 A sum of Rs.1400.00 lakh was dlocated for the expangon/extension of the activities of the Animal
Husbandry Department. The main thrust would continue to be on the promotion of livestock production
especidly by the wesker sections of the population in rurd areas. Adequate funds have been provided to
meet the requirement for cattle development, development of feed and fodder and development of sheep-

wool, poultry and piggery.

3.12.4 Provided loan of Rs.50 crore to 7685 unemployed youth under Prime Miinister’s PMRY . For the
Sdf Employment scheme, in the Didtrict as well asin Tehsl leve, the totd amount of loan distributed were
Rs.21.04 crore to the 3629 beneficiaries.

3.12.5 To improve the sdf employment programme, the Govt launched 3 different schemes in the Animd
Husbandry & Dairy Development Sector. The schemes provide loans for 5 years tenure with 50 percent
subsidy and one year nsurance premium free on Anima providing milk. The Govt dso provides free
medica treatment upto one year to the animals under this scheme.
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4, PRIMARY SURVEY RESULTS: DISTRICT BHIWANI

4.1  Didrict Bhiwani - A Profile:

Out of 19 didricts in Haryana, Bhiwani commands number one podtion by area which is 4778 square
Kilometers and number four in order of populaion which is 14,24,554 out of which maes conditute
7.57,824 while femaes condtitute of 6,66,730. Growth rate of population during the period 1981-91 was
22.8 percent and it remained amost the same during the census period 1991-2001, which has been 22.45
percent. The number of females per thousand maes has been dmost dtatic during the period 1991-2001.
During the census 1991, 878 females were recorded againgt thousand males while during 2001, they were
880. The population dengity has increased in the year 2001 to 298 persons per square Kms. against 243
persons recorded during the census 1991.

Literacy rate during the year 2001 has been recorded at 68.17 percent, out of which maes’ rateis 81.19
percent while females rate is 53.5 percent.

Bhiwani is an important indudtrid town and is famous for its textiles by virtue of production units as well as
educationd inditutes in the area. However, Agriculture still conditutes the mgor activity in this didrict
where cotton besides whest is the principa crop while severa non-agricultura activities based on this crop
are spinning, weaving, dyeing and trading. This provides opportunity for enployment in non-agriculture
aress for the workers displaced from agriculturd activities due to its mechanization.

The number of different type of enterprisesin the digtrict as per Economic Census, 1998 are as under:

Rurd Tota Urban Tota Combined G.Totd
Agri. Norn- Agri Non- Agri Non-
Agri. Agri Agri
Own  account 323 8197 | 8520| 133 9066 | 9199| 456| 17263 17719
enterprises
Egtablishment 161 2950 | 3111 35 3390 | 3425| 196 6340 6536
Tota 484 | 11147 11631| 168| 12456 12624 | 652 | 23603 24255

OAE (own account enterprises) are those which are operated with the help of members of household only
. Egtablishments are the enterprises run by employing atleast one hired worker on afairly regular basis.

Non agricultural enterprises are those whose activities relate to the processing of primary produce of
agriculturd and dlied activities such as milling of paddy, preparation of gur , bailing and processing of wool
from sheep etc. Non-agricultural enterprises account for 96% of the total enterprises and about 97% of
total employment in these enterprises.

Number of enterprises per thousand population is 21 as per 1991 census. In rurd areas they are 12 while
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in urban areasthey are 64.

Severd employment programmes'schemes are being implemented for generation of employment
opportunities in the digtrict. The programmes/schemes include poverty dleviation, employment programs
such as Swaran Jyanti Swarozgar Yojana (SGSY), Integrated Rurd Development Programme (IRDP,
Jawahar Rozgar Y ojana, Nehru Rozgar Y ojana, and employment Assurance Scheme,(Rozgar Guarantee
Yojana). Loans to educated unemployed persons including technicaly qualified urban poor and wesker
sections of the society are being provided. Training-cum-production-cum-employment Schemes reling to
development of Handlooms, Handicrafts, Carpets Weaving, Leather foot-wears, Electronics. Computer,
Petty Industria and Rurd trades are aso being offered to increased employment.

With the implementation of various employment schemes, there is a marked difference in leve of poverty,
which has come down subgtantidly in the past ten years. On an average , annud per capita income in the
digtrict of Bhiwani is around Rs.18,000 on current prices and Rs.12,000 on constant prices based on
1993-94.

As per the 1992 Anima census report there were 6,79,000 animals in different categories out of which 53
percent were Buffao or Cows. They have played a postive role in recent years in  providing employment
in the non-farm sector of the economy.

The digtrict has its own identity on certain stones cdled ‘HILNA PATHAR'. The stone is only available
from the digrict. Certain stones are adso available which are used for preparation of Cacium & Cement.
One important stone that is used as raw materid for certain indudtries (i.e Aluminium, Cement), cdled
‘Granite’ , isdso available,

In December 2000, as per the Employment Exchange record, the number of job seekers was about
67515. Out of the tota number, the percentage share of SC candidates was 15 percent. The candidates
having matriculation & higher numbered 36646 i.e. dmaost 54 percent.

4.2  VillageProfile

Kalyana: This village is in the Block Dadri. The population of the village is around 3565 as per the
provisiond population census 2001. The distribution of Mae/Femaleis about 1000/880. About 10 percent
population of village holds the entire agricultura land in the village. The rest of the population is engaged as
landless agriculture labour, non-farm sector like Quarrying, construction and other activities. The village has
aprimary school but for higher education the students mostly depend on the ingtitutions in Dadrri i.e. 15kms
from the village.

The common cause of concern is the shortage of natural water resources. This has adverse implications for
agriculture growth, i.e. the low productivity. It is unable to provide employment to al the population,

especidly those who have acquired some education. Overdl, the socio-economic conditions of village are
not good. The village looks poor in every respect and majority of population is poor, living in smdl Katcha
houses. Different centraly sponsored employment schemes implemented by the govt. were (a) SGSY (b)
JGSY (¢) IAY (d) EAS'RGY and (e) Sdf Help Group Programme through MP & MLAS Funds. Near
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about 80 percent enjoy the benefits of these programmes.

Charkhi: This Village is in the Block Dadri. The population of the village is around 6835 as per the
Provisona Population Census 2001. The digtribution of Mae/Femae is about 1000/889. Around 50
percent of the population holds the village land and rest of the population is engaged as landless agriculture
labourer, congtruction activities, smal shops, quarrying & other activities. School and other facilities such as
Primary Hedth Centre is available in the village because the village is close to Block Dadri (Hq.).

The shortage of water resources is dso an important concern with for adverse implications for agriculture
growth. The village resources are not  enough to provide employment opportunities to al the educated
youth. The village otherwise looks good because of its close to the block Dadri hg. The magor important
Centraly Sponsored schemes on employment were implemented. More than 60 percent of its population
enjoyed the benefits of these programmes.

Nandha: This village is in the Block Badhra The population of the village is 2724 and digtribution of
MaeFemade is 1000 / 855 as per the provisond population census 2001. Thisis asmal village and most
of its populaion is involved in other than agriculture activities. The main vocation of the populdtion are
Goatery, Dairy, Condruction activities etc.

The common cause of concern is the sandiness of soil. Which has adverse effects on for agriculture. Most
of the population migrates from villages during the agriculturdly lean period. The village looks poor and
most people are living in asmall Katcha houses.

Centraly sponsored schemes on employment e.g. SGSY, JGSY & IAY are under operation to improve
the employment status of the rurd poor. More than 20 percent of its population enjoys the benefits of these
schemes.

Berla: This village is in the Block Badhra. The population of the village is 5325 as per the provisond
population census 2001. The distribution of Mae/Femae is about 1000/890. More than 50 percent of
village populaion is involved in agriculture activities. The rest of the population is involved in quarrying,
Dairy & other Govt. sponsored infrastructure activitiesi.e. construction of roads, cand etc.

The soil qudlity is poor and sufficient water is not avallable. The sandy soil needs more water to make
productive. So, agriculture activity is not able to create enough employment for dl the village population.
The village looks poor & living standards are not upto the mark. To improve the rurd employment,
centrally sponsored schemes are being implemented  which have provided employment to more than 30
percent population of this village.

Khanak: This village is in the Block Tosham. The population of the village is 5545 and digtribution of
Male/Female is about 1000/910 as per the provisona census of 2001. Only 10-15 percent of the village
population is involved in agricultura activities. Others are involved in different type of non-agriculturd
activities such as Quarrying, Congruction, Goatery & Dairy etc. The village has a primary school but
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literacy rateis below average.

The common cause of concern in the village/surrounding entire region is shortage of water. This has an
adverse impact on agriculture & results is low productivity. The village resources are unable to provide
employment to al the villagers. The village looks poor and living sandards are not satisfactory. To improve
their employment conditions, several centrally sponsored schemes i.e. JGSY & EASRGY were in
operation. They have created employment for about 50 percent of the rurd population during the last few
years.

Sagwan: Thisvillageisin the Block Tosham. The population is aout 4675 and MaeFemder ratio is about
1000/900 as per the provisiona population census of 2001. About 20 — 25 percent of the villagers have
land and are involved in agriculture. The rest of the villagers depend on non-farm agriculture activities such
as Goatery, Dairy, Quarrying & other congtruction activities.

Agricultural production of the village is not good and is not able to provide employment to loca population.
Mog of the villagers migrate to nearly towns as a day-labour & for congtruction activities. The economic
condition of the village is poor & datus of the population is not satisfactory. Just like other villages, afew
centrally sponsored schemes are operation in this village to improve their employment conditions. Near
about 50 percent of the population enjoyed benefits of these schemes during the last 3 years.

4.3  Someresultsfrom the Primary Survey

4.3.1 Inthischapter it is proposed to focus on the mgor findings of the sample survey conducted in the
digtrict Bhiwani, in 3 blocks, sx villages, as dready explained. The table below gives in summary form the
number of households for which worthwhile data was collected, the number of individuas from whom the
main questionnaire on employment status was canvassed (classified by blocks). It would be noticed that
out of the 6 villages, responses from 694 households were found worth tabulating and andyzing. From
within these households, atota of 1396 individua responses were smilarly found worthwhile for tabulating
and andyzing. The table dso givesthe sex profile of the individuas from whom responses were collected.
This shows tha the number of responses from femades were rdatively low. However, village leve/block
level data was dso collected through separate questionnaires by CERPA supervisors at various stages of
the field work and the relatively low number of female responses was checked for its veracity.



Centre for Research, Planning and Action, New Delhi 21

Distribution of individual respondents by sex and activity profile
(Within the age group 18-62 years)

Village Number of | Tota No. of Individuas No of individuds engaged in farm and
Household non-farm activities
Made Femde Totd Fam Non-fam | Tota
Activities | activities

Charkhi 94 96 23 119 2(1.7) 117 (98.3) | 119
Kdyana 122 200 60 260 2(1.1) 257 (98.8) | 260
Totd 216 296 83 379 5(1.3) 374 (98.7) | 379
Berda 120 196 50 246 - 246 (100) | 246
Nandha 117 179 66 245 - 245 (100) | 245
Total 237 375 116 491 - 491 491
Khanak 120 183 87 270 5(1.8) 264 (97.8) | 270
Sagwan 121 168 88 256 2(0.8) 254 (99.2) | 256
Tota 241 351 175 526 7(1.3) 518 (98.5) | 526
G. Totd 694 1022 374 1396 1396

4.3.2 The basc data from the 6 villages (and 3 blocks), as mentioned above, was collected to
undergtand the size of the village, the number of householdsin the village currently, the generd infrastructure
gtuation of the village in terms of facilities like roads, schools, hospitals, markets, power etc. and the
population distribution.  Some of the basic data collected through the village and block level questionnaires
has been tabulated and can be seen in the following tables. The first table mly gives the very broad
picture of the population and its sociad break-up and the second table the quaity of infrastructure.The
second table is based on marks given (0 or 1)to each component of the infrastructure found in the village. It
would be immediately noticed from the table that adl the villages fdling in the random sample had dmost
gmilar level of infrastructure which squares up with the impressons given by the didtrict officers and others
about the nature of the blocks and the general connectivity in this digrict of Haryana.  Through other
questions it was aso checked if there was any particular over powering factor to indicate if the year gone
by and the year 1997-98 were rather different from norma. The study team was not told of any mgjor
disasters, floods or droughts in ether of the two years (12 months each) for which comparative data on
employment has been collected from individua members. This gives confidence that the employment data
collected for two different periods could be compared with fair degree of confidence.
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Distribution of householdsin the entire village by activity profile—
6 villagesin 3 blocks
Household Activities Over thelast 12 monthsfor each village (asa whole)
Dadri Badra Tosham
H/hold activities | Charkhi | Kdyana | Tota | Berla | Nandha | Totd | Khanak | Sagwan | Totdl
Farm Activities 439 60 499 | 467 194 661 140 171 311
Mixed Farm/ 221 35 256 15 76 91 148 44 192
Non- Farm
Activities
Non-Farm 316 407 723 | 247 103 | 350 451 417 868
Tota 976 502 | 1478 729 373 | 1102 739 632 | 1371
Total population (2001)

Charkhi | Kdyana | Totd | Bela | Nandha | Totdl | Khanak | Sagwan | Tota

Population 6835 3565 | 10400 | 5325 2724 | 8049 5545 4675 | 10220

Source: Provisional Population : 2001, asreported by various village Sar panches
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Basic Data of Village L evel Infrastructure— Bhiwani

Infragiructure Village

1 2 3 4 5 6
Rall Sation 0 0 0 0 0 0
Tdecom Fadilities 0 1 1 0 1 0
Drinking Weter 1 1 1 1 0 1
Bus Stop 1 0 1 1 1 1
Money lender 0 0 1 0 1 0
NBFC 0 0 0 0 0 0
Technical Education 0 0 1 0 0 0
School/College 1 1 1 1 1 1
Banks 0 0 1 1 1 1
Coop. Samiti 1 0 1 1 0 1
Post Office 1 1 1 1 1 0
Market 1 0 1 0 0 0
Electricity 1 1 1 1 1 1
Factory 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 7 5 11 7 7 6

Note: If afadility was found within the village or within 3 km range, it was given one mark — other wise it
was given zero mark.

1. Charkhi, 2. Kalyana, 3. Berla, 4. Nandha, 5. Khanak, 6.Sagwan

44  Resultsfrom therespondentssurvey : for the Six Villages

4.4.1 There areintotal 13 tables placed at the end of this chapter, numbered 4.1 to 4.13, based on data
culled from the questionnaires filled in by individua respondents. In addition, there are another 5 tables
numbered 4.14 to 4.18 which are based on data collected from the families from whom individua
respondents were picked up, participating in the non-farm activities. Those 5 tables are andyzed in the next
section. Some basic data from the respondents has dready been summarized in the firg table in the
previous fction, giving the number of households, families Sze and participation in farm or non-fam
activities. In the subsequent paragraphs of this section it is proposed to analyze the results from each of the
13 tables in some details and compare the same, wherever possible, with data available from other
SOurces.

4.4.2 The Table 4.1 gives the percentages of the number of households as well as the number of
individua respondents for each of the six villages covered under the survey. Thistable shows clearly thet in
terms of responses from different villages spread over 3 blocks, the number of households covered as well
as the number of individuds surveyed is roughly the same, except for the village Charkhi. Being the firg
village for the survey team, it was found that a large number of responses had to be rgjected, having been
found inconsgent and irrationd. The training of the investigators was smultaneoudy going on in the fidd
conditions also, which explains much less of rgections in the subsequent villages covered by the team.
Thus the individuad investigators were trained not only a CERPA but dso in the field. They were dso




Centre for Research, Planning and Action, New Delhi 24

supervised by the CERPA supervisorsin each of the villages and to make sure that at least 100 households
with non-farm workers are surveyed, they were asked to cover larger number of households on a random
bass. The number was increased from 100 to 122 as the average since it appeared that the number of
respondents per household i.e. those with non-farm employment was turning out to be well below two. On
the whole, however, the average number of persons under non-farm employment per household selected
on the bagis of its non-farm sector turned out to be just above two (2.01) after al the results were collated.
This réatio is lower than the origina estimate of between 2 & 3 prepared a the time of drafting of the
Proposd. It was noted during the field survey that two of the villages in Tosham block and Kayanain
Dadri block have very large proportion of workers in the Slone/Mining activity. In addition, the village
Nandha has a strong presence of wood workers, making chairs and other small pieces of furniture. It was
adso noted by the fidd team that the village Berla in block Badra had the maximum dominance of
agricultura activities out of the Six villages surveyed.

443 Thenext Table 4.2 givesthe age & sex wise break-up of the individua respondents which were dl
confined to the age group 18-62 yearsi.e. none less than 18 years or more than 62 years was interviewed
or included in the survey teeam’'slist. The table shows dearly that tota number of maes for the six villages
surveyed came to 1022 out of 1396, accounting for over 73% of respondents. Thisratio, however, varied
widdy from village to village, the lowest being in Sagwan and the highest being in Charkhi. Even then the
ratio of femae workers to the total a below 27% is lower than the nationa norm derived from the NSSO
as in 1993-%4 round. The Haryana wide picture from the same round shows that femaes in the Labour
Force on Principa status + subsdiary status basis worked out to roughly the same (37 percent). Further,
the most productive age group was aways expected to be the age group 26-45 which accounted for over
51% of male workers and 58% of femae workersi.e. an average of about 53% as awhole. This break-
up adso varied widdy from village to village with Nandha showing the lowest percentage and Charkhi

showing the highest, both for maes and femaes. Asfor the differences between blocks, the Tosham block
shows the lowest ratio of mae workers while Dadri shows the highest.

444 The next Table 4.3 shows the break-up by educationd levels of individua respondents for the
sdected villages. 1t shows thet literacy rates varied widdy among the villages with Khanak in Taosham
block indicating illiteracy rate of over 55%. The lowest illiteracy was in Nandha: Bandra block, below
32%. As regards higher education, the village Charkhi indicated the highest percentage of individud
respondents with at least a high school certificate and aso showed the highest ratio of graduates and
above. The village Nandha was immediatdly behind with a very high percentage of respondents with a
least a high schoal certificate. The study team found no specid factors to explain such mgor differencesin
attanment of educationd levels. On the other hand, the villages with pre-ponderance of sone/mining
namey, Kayana and Kanko indicated rather low percentages of individual respondents with at leas high
school certificate, Kanko showing the lowest ratio for dl the villages together.

As againg the above village / block-wise data on literacy etc. comparable data from the Provisiond results
of Census 2001 for Haryana show an overdl literacy rate of 68.6 percent. The figure for the Bhiwani
digtrict as a whole from the same source works out to roughly 68.2 percent, without separate rates for
Urban & Rurd Aress. It is possble that once the detailed tables of urban/rurd became available the
literacy rate for rurd Bhiwani might turn out to be closer to wha has been found for our sample
respondents.
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445 The subsequent tables 4.4 & 4.5 indicate a very low transfer of activity pattern between farm and
non-farm employment even over a 3 year period. Of course, the number of persons shifting from Farm to
non-farm employment was much higher a 10 compared to only 4 in the reverse shift, from the year
1997/1998 to the year 2000/2001. However, the figure 10 represents not even 1% of the total number of
respondents and in any case, the reasons given for shifting from farm to non-farm employment were
bascdly “smdl land holding”. Not much can be read in these two tables but the fact of nonfam
employment being associated with smdl or nil land holding is obvious.

4.4.6 The next Table 4.6 investigates the responses by income increases from Farm to non-farm activity
on the badis of the question on income increase in the last 12 months (2000-2001). Around 31% stated
that this was true, but this is not necessarily based on their own persona experience since we have seen
that very few persons had actudly moved out from one to the other activity. Smilarly, Szegble percentage
of respondents over, 36%, stated the same thing about the experience of 3 years back. Again, the number
of actua respondents who shifted from one to the other activity is rather minuscule as we have seen in the
previous tables. Therefore, these responses should be considered on the basis of a genera perception of
income of the two types of activities.

4.4.7 The next Table 4.7 gives the break-up of individuds involvement in different economic activities
over the lagt 12 months as well as smilar 12 months of 1997/1998. This is based on multiple responses
from individua respondents snce many of them do perform more than one activity. This is perhgos more
true of femaes than males. The table shows a total of 1594 responses for the last 12 months and 1537
responses for the situation 3 years back i.e. there were 198 extra responsesin the last 12 months but only
141 extra responses in 1997/1998. Therefore, the multiple-activity-individuas are not too many ether in
the last 12 months or 3 years back. It is perhaps natura to expect less multiple activities, being based on
memory, for a dmilar period in 1997/1998. Interestingly, the responses about involvement in
agriculture/agri-1abour for the households picked up for detailed investigetion are rather few, just about 7-8
persons of the totd responses. This gives the impression that househol ds with nontagricultural employment
tend to be more or less, uniformly in non-farm employment. Analyzing first for the last 12 months, it comes
out clearly that villages like Kdyana and Khanak are heavily dependent on mining/stones while the village
with the highest responses in agriculture/agri-labour turns out to be Sangwan. In terms of the activity of

congtruction, the villages with the highest responses are Nandha, Berla and Sagwan. Trading agppears to
be a smdl activity in the Dedri and Tosham blocks but is more significant in Badra block. Findly, Badra
block has the highest number of responses for involvement in community/socia services, govt. or non-govt.

The response pattern, based much more on memory, for smilar period in 1997/1998 is not terribly
different. In terms of grand tota percentages for al the six villages together, there is hardly any difference
between the digtribution of activities between last 12 months and smilar period 3 years back. There are
and| differencesin terms of individud villages, however. The sgnificant difference only in respect of Non
govt. community/socid services which seem to have expanded over the last three years. A more definitive
picture might come up from table on actua employment in mandays subsequently.

448 The Table 4.8 gives the bresk-up of involvement of individua respondents in the different schemes
for rurd development which have been listed in some details.  This table gives the picture of the last 12
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months as wall as that of amilar period 3 years back. The responses from this table give very different
picture of respondents involvement in govt. supported schemes for employment generation.  For example,
the total number of responses, in the multiple response format, for the period 1997/1998 is so much higher
that the row “none’ contains only 62 responses. That means that out of 1358 responses, only 62 i.e. 4.5%
were those indicating lack of benefits from one or the other schemes. In contrast, 69% of the respondents
indicated lack of benefit from any of the schemes over the last 12 months. Some schemes have, of course,
been replaced during this period by new schemes like RGY (EAS)/PMGY & PMGSY but since new
schemes have dso been included in the response shedt, it is surprising to find that much less pogtive
responses have come through for the most recent period, i.e. only around 22 percent. Some another
schemes like IAY & JGSY appear to have winded down in Haryana. On the other hand, the new scheme
of Haryana Gram Vikas found seems to have been gtarted only recently & has got 6.2% postive
responses.

4.4.9 The respondents were also asked to list the problems faced by them in non-farm activities and their
open ended responses have been classfied into six plus 1 categories in Table 4.9. This is dso in the
multiple response format since respondents could mention more than one problem. From this table it is
very clear that the most Sgnificant problems are in the categories 1-4 namely, bank loans, ingbility to initiate
right activity or employment opportunity but most importantly, the statement that there was little scope in
non-farm activities. These responses do not taly very wel with the earlier responses of the same
individuals where they mentioned that there were advantages in the non-farm activities. But may be, they
expect much more support from the govt., from the holders of capitd or banks than what is visble.
Another dgnificant point which is quite natura refers to inability to get work for the entire year. However,
it is wel-known that work under the farming sector is aso not for the entire year even in Haryana with 2
Crops or more.

4.4.10 The next Table 4.10 again indicates the attitudina responses about non-farm sector from the same
respondents in the current Stuation. Under this question they were aso requested to indicate the reasons
for their interest in non-farm activitiesemployment. The first part of the table, based on 1359 responses
out of tota 1396 individuds, shows that the dominant mgority of individuas are interested in non-fam
activity. May be this is not a dgnificant finding since the respondents are dready in the non-fam
employment predominantly. Only 21.4% respondents indicated interest in farming activity. In the second
part of the table the reasons shown indicate clearly that the mgority of the respondents are interested in
non-farm sector mainly because there is either more income or they had small/nil land with them on which
to perform farm activity. The first response should be considered postive while the second type of

responses amounting to over 50% of total responses indicate compulsion from factors outside their control

like being born into a non land-holding family. Since Haryanais so well-known for its agricultural progress,
the second type of response should not be considered unnatural.

4.4.11 The Table No. 4.11 tabulates the suggestions made by respondents on how to increase non-fam
employment. The rate of response is dmost universal, wth only 10 individuas not responding. The
suggestion to set up industries has been given the largest number of respondents namely, about 50%. This
isfollowed by the suggestion that govt. should provide loans for setting up smdl industries or cottage/village
industries. Other suggestions have been given by a rather smal percentage of people. The tableisin the
nature of expectations from the govt. basicdly. While Haryana has generdly higher proportion of non-farm
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employment, higher agriculturd mechanization and greater use of various gadgets, insecticides and fertilizers
efc., it was expected that technica/vocationd training would be suggested by large number of respondents.
However, only 4% made this suggestion. May be, the facilities for technica/vocationd training are dready
Szedbleladequate in Haryana or the respondents do not understand the postive role which
vocationd/technicd training can play in this regard.

4.4.12 The respondents were also asked a question about their present employment and the distance
traveled for the purpose of their work. Table 4.12 gives the digtribution of respondents by distance
travelled for work. The total number of responses for different villages varied widely from 100 in Charkhi
to 310 in the village Khanak. If the responses for farm activities are excluded, the number varies from 94
in Charkhi village to 291 in the Khanak village. In terms of various types of non-farm activities, the activity
which attracted the highest response within 20 km distance was anima husbandry in case of Charkhi,
mining/quarrying in case of Dadri, condruction/repar in case of Nandha as wel as Berla and
mining/quarrying in case of Khanak while Tosham showed the highest for anima husbandry etc. asin the
case of Charkhi.

4.4.13 Findly, we come to the table giving the number of days worked on various activities in the last 12
months or smilar period in 1997/1998 which should throw light on the quantitative picture of growth of
non-farm sector employment. Table 4.13 has been prepared village-wise while for the block as a whole
the number of days worked were totalled up. Percentages of days worked under each activity to the tota
of the non-farm and farm activity have also been indicated. A grand tota of tota employment in the 100 or
s0 households in each selected village has also been worked out.  Since the main focus is on non-fam
sector, the table aso shows number of responses under that as well as the average number of days worked
by individua respondents. This had to be done since the total number of households in practice varied
from village to village though not very widely and o dso the number of individud respondents examined in
detailsin each of the Six villages.

The table shows clearly that there has been a small tempord increase in employment in the non-farm sector
in the same households from which data was collected both for the last 12 months and for a smilar period
3 years back. The growth is not very sgnificant but it varies from just under 3% to 6% in the Six villages
dudied. The percentage growth, however, varied widdy from activity to activity, maximum growth being
shown in the case of dectricity, gas, water and the minimum shown under financefinsurance etc. However,
interestingly, there has been szegble growth dso under the category community, socid and persond
sarvices, both under the Govt. as well as outside the govt. in severd of the villages. The important point
which comes up from looking at al the data together is that there is no set pattern of growth of non-fam
employment. It is difficult to say why we cannot see any pattern but one reason could be that the six
villages were sdected randomly and represented the didrict in its whole variety, through the medium of
random sdlection of blocks as wdl. Findly, it gppears that the farm employment has shown too much of
vaidion from village to village, with 3 villages showing decline in agriculturd employment in the lagt 12
months over 1997/1998 while the rest of them showed some increase. Overdl again, there is no pattern
but thisis not surprising snce the process of sdection of households was itsdf done in such away that we
were sdlecting (randomly) basicaly those households which had somebody working in the non-farm sector.
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45  Additional data collected through the family based questionnaire

451 There was ds0 a detalled question in the family questionnaire in the nature of a control question
namely, Question No.3 where detalls of the family members including their age, sex compaosition, education
and activity status was collected from the head of the household/ spokesperson. This question was very
helpful in locating the red individud respondents engaged in nonfarm activity but it aso gave extra
information on the total number of persons in the age group 18-62 years, whether engaged in farm or non-
farm activities. This has been tabulated as table No. 4.14 which gives a grand totd of 2610 individuds
within the age group 18-62 years, out of which 54.7% were males. The number of persons engaged in
farm activities was only 697 out of 2152 responses amounting to 32.4 %, over the last 12 months. The
corresponding number of persons and proportion of the then total number of persons was 684 out of 2085
responses amounting to 32.8% for the amilar period in 1997/1998. Though too much cannot be read on
that bare data it is clear that the tota number of individuds engaged in nonfarm activity as per the
spokespersons of the households went up only a little below 4%. The table dso makes it clear that the
educationa datus of the family members varied widely across the six villages and the percentage of
illiteracy was the highest in village Khanak in Tasham Block.

45.2 The Table 4.15 gives the digtribution of respondent households by the number of family members
who answered the question about whether any family member in the labour force had joined the family in
the last 12 months as compared to 3 years back, from the urban area. Obvioudy, the responses to this
question are very few snce dl the villages showed some stability in their populations. Only 13 persons
indicated this kind of re-migration from the urban to the rurd area in the last 12 months. The adjoining
table 4.16 is based on the reverse question about whether any persons from the family in labour force left
the village to go to the urban areas. The number of positive responses here was only dightly higher at 16.
The respondents (households) were also asked the reasons for this kind of migration-out or re-migration
into their villages. However, not many responses were received to this specific question which was open
ended in nature. The tables 4.15 & 4.16, therefore, do not add much to our knowledge about the reasons
why some people |leave the village for the urban areas while others join the village from the urban area

453 Table 4.17 givesthe distribution of respondents by interest shown in non-farm activity/ employment
and those who indicated their interest in non-farm. They were additionaly asked to give the reasons for this
interest. The firgt part of the table 4.17 shows that the number of households showing interest in non-farm
employment was very much higher than those showing interest in farm i.e. dmost 73% as awhole. The
percentage of households showing this interest, however, varied widely across the six villages with Berla
showing the lowest percentage of households interest in non-farm a 60% and Khanak showing the
maximum interest at 94.8%. It has dready been pointed out earlier that Berla was known to be very rich
agriculturaly whereas Khanak was primarily avillage making money out of sones/mining etc.

As for the reasons indicated by the respondents/households for showing interest in the non-farm sector, the
maximum response was in regard to lack of land and other was “others’. Here aso the responses varied
widdy across the villages with only 3 respondents/ households from Berla indicating lack of land while 57
indicated this reason in the village Khanek. The number of responses were not high in most of the villages
with only Khanak showing rather high response
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454 Taole 4.18 amilarly digtributes the respondents by suggestions given by them on how to increase
non-farm employment. The suggestions were classified under six categories while code 7 was given to
miscellaneous. Here the number of responses was pretty high in practicaly dl the villages and the non
responses were atotal of 30 out of 685. A careful reading of this table indicates that people were ill very
hopeful that the govt. can set-up indudtries for their benefit to provide non-farm employment or they could
a least st up smdl cottage or village industries with govt. assstance. Either way, the faith in the efficacy
of govt. intervention comes out very clearly whereas faith in the efficacy of technica/ vocationd training was
amog negligible. Interestingly, the respondents did not show much interest in the posshility of animd

husbandry growth and only dightly above 3% respondents thought |oans and support for anima husbandry
would increase non-farm employment. Since Haryana has dready alot of animad husbandry, it is possble
that the respondents felt that not much additiondity can be expected out of this sub-sector..

4.6  Certain aspectsrelated to construction sector

4.6.1 While every village is well connected within both selected didtricts of Haryana, the congtruction
sector activities cover a wide range of actions with house making, on the one hand to
widening/strengthening of exiging tarred roads, on the other. Every village is not endowed with good
congtruction sector raw materids, like stones or bricks or other items. In the digtrict and village profiles
given earlier, some references have been made to stone cutting, mining quarrying of stones in some of the
sample villages. Such villages are located in the Bhiwani didtrict and not in Kurukshetra. Even within the
Bhiwani digtrict, the position of mining quarrying varies from village to village and only two out of Sx sample
villages have such endowments. The other Sde of the coin is that these villages are rdaively weak in terms
of agricultura operations and production.

4.6.2 None of the villages surveyed was so poor that there were no on-going house building activities
during the period of the survey. The levels of income, however, vary sgnificantly across the sample villages
and the survey team noticed that much more congruction activities were going on in villages. Kayana &
Khanak. In these villages the team noticed that work was aso going on in making new roads, new schools
and hedth facilities The survey team, however, did not notice any on-going congdruction of modern
medium or even smal industry. Whatever congruction-related activities in industries were noticed, was
outsde the sample villages.

4.6.3 Whilethe detailled survey report on Kurukshetrawill be given in the next section, it isworthwhile to
mention that the sample villages of Kurukshetra did not differ amongst themsalves as much as villages of
Bhiwani. In dl this sample villages of Kurukshetra agricultural production and operations were a relatively
high level and house building activities were dso reativey wdl distributed over the sample villages. Now
new high way or mgor road was under congtruction in any of the six villages and no medium or even smal
industry-rlated congtruction activity was going on. Further, there was no particular village involved with
production of raw materids for the congtruction sector as in the @se of Bhiwani villages. As regards
building of education or hedth inditutions, the survey team noticed alot of congtruction in the villages, more
0 invillages Tdtheri & Beedkawa
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5. PRIMARY SURVEY RESULTS: DISTRICT KURUKSHETRA
51 Digrict Kurukshetra - A Profile

Kurukshetra is one of the most important digtricts from agriculture production point of view in the state of
Haryana. Out of 19 didricts of Haryana, Kurukshetrais 15th by size of population, which as per 2001
Census of Indiais 8,28,120 congsting of 4,43,841 maes and 3,84,279 as females. Kurukshetra is having
apopulation density of 541 persons per square kilometer. The growth rate of population has increased to
27.72% for the period 1991 — 2001 compared to 23.4% during the ten year period up to 1981-1991.
Sex ratio for one thousand maes has come down to 866 during 2001 census againgt 879 during 1990—
1991 census. Literacy rates have adso gone up during the Census of 2001 as can be seen from the figures
given below: -

Y ear Literates Made Femde
1990 321764 68.92% 28.78%
2000 500397 78.23% 47.06%

Kurukshetra is a wel known higtorica place where the famous battle ‘Mahabharatal between Pandavas
and Kauravas was fought in pre-historical days which resulted in advent of Gita. It commands a lot of
religious importance and is a centre of pilgrimage - hence being of tourists vaue. Kurukshetra is wdll-
known for its agriculture production, specialy wheet and rice. Thisand the adjoining Karnd didtrict are the
main center of Basmeti rice production.

With the mechanization of agriculture, there is pressure on work force engaged in agriculture activities to
look out for other areas of employment in non-agriculture sector. As per 1991 census, the number of
workers engaged were as under: -

Cultivators
Population Mae Femde
Tota 58684 58254 430
Rurd 56688 56311 377
Industrial Workers
Rurd 137707 132709 4998
Urban 41988 38739 3249
Non Workers
Rura 345450 126035 219415
Urban 112062 43784 68278
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Inthe Kurukshetradigtrict the status of enterprises as per 1998 Economic census was as under:

Rurd Total Urban Total Combined G.Totdl
Agri. Nor+ Agri Nor+ Agri Nor+
Agri. Agri Agri

Own  account 218 | 11503 | 11721 | 200| 11851 | 12051| 418| 23354 23772

enterprises
Egtablishment 105 2683 | 2788 54 4597 | 4651 | 159 7280 7439
Total 323 | 14186| 14509 | 254 | 16448| 16702| 577| 30634 31211

OAE (own account enterprises) are those which are operated with the help of members of household only
. Edtablishments are the enterprises run by employing atleast one hired worker on afairly regular basis.

Non agriculturd enterprises are those whose activities are relating to the processing of primary produce of
agriculturd and dlied activities such as milling of paddy, preparation of gur , bailing and processng of wool
from sheep etc. Non-agriculturd enterprises account for 96% o the total enterprises and about 97% of
tota employment in these enterprises.

The mgor activities in the Kurushetra digrict in Nonragriculture employment are in Animd
husbandry/Dairying, wholesde/ retail trade, storage and warehousing, dehusking of paddy besides in the
area of sarvices, transport and tourism

Employment, poverty and distribution of income are inter-related phenomena. Any success achieved in one
fied will reflect improvement in the other. The number of educated job seekers has however, increased in
the year 1999 to more than 60% as per the live Register of Employment Exchanges, while non-educated
job seekers have declined in the same year to less than 30%.

Severd employment programs/schemes are being implemented for generation of employment opportunities
in the didrict. These programs/schemes include poverty dlevation, employment programes such a Swaran
Jyanti Swarozgar Y ojana (SGSY), Integrated Rurd Development Programme (IRDP), Jawahar Rojgar
Y ojana, Nehru Rozgar Y ojana, and Employment Assurance Scheme (Rozgar Guarantee Y ojand). Loans
to educated unemployed persons including technicaly quaified urban poor and wesker sections of the
society are being provided. Training - cum- poduction cum -employment schemes reding to
development of Handlooms, Handicrafts, Carpet weaving, Leather footwears, Electronics, Compuiter,
Petty Industrid and Rurd trades are aso being operated to increase employment.

With the implementation of these schemes, the level of poverty has come down. On an average, the annud
per capitaincome in Kurukshetra digtrict is around around Rs.20,000/- on current prices and Rs.14,000/-
on constant prices based on 1993-94. Productivity levels in Kurukshetra didtrict are comparatively high
compared to other digtricts in agriculture sector, o are the incomes and condition of workers.
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5.2  Village Profile—Digtrict Kurukshetra

Sanghor: This village is in the Block Babbain. The population of the village is around 4347 as per the
provisond population census 2001. The ratio of Mae/Female is about 1000/860. About 30 percent
populaion of the village holds the entire agriculturd land in the village. The rest of the population is
engaged as landless agriculturd labour, for paddy processng & loading and other activities.

A number of centrally sponsored employment schemes eg. SGSY, PMGY & EAS are in operation in the
village. Most people are living in Katcha houses. Economic condition of the village is not so good.

Beedkalwa: This village is in the block Babbain. The population of the village is around 4025 as per the
provisond population census 2001. The ratio of Mae/Female is 1000 / 875. About 40 percent population
of the village holds the entire agriculturd land in the village. The rest of the population is engaged as landless
agriculture labour, Paddy loading & processing, smal shop owner, congtruction and other activities.

Umari: This village is in the block Thanesar. The population of the village is 6525 as per the provisond
census 2001. The ratio of the MaeFemae is 1000/875. About 25 percent population of the village holds
the entire agricultura land in the village. The rest of population is engage as landless agriculture labour,
paddy processing & loading, construction and other activities.

Mog of the landless people are involved in Goatery & Dairy activities. Another section is involved in
centrally sponsored employment schemes such as SGSY, JGSY & EAS. In dl respects the economic
condition are satisfactory with a variety of occupations/work available..

Amin: This largest village is in the block Thanesar. The population of the village is 7182 as per the
provisonad census 2001. The ratio of Mae/Female is 1000/890. About 35 percent population of the
village holds the entire agricultura land in the village. The rest of the population is engaged as landless
agricultural labour, Road & Building, congtruction, shop owners, pvt. Drivers, Paddy Processing and other
activities.

A section of the society is involved in footwear manufacturing which creates non-farm employment within
the village. The economic condition are thus satisfactory. In addition, centrally sponsored schemes to
increase employment are in action for the last few years and most landless agriculture labour have enjoyed
the benefits of these programmes. Even otherwise, working conditions of local labour are good.

Bhateri: This village is in the block Pehowa The population of the village is around 1862 as per the
provisond population census 2001. The ratio of mde / femae is about 1000/880. About 50 percent
population of the village holds the entire agriculturd land in the village. The rest of population is engege as
landless agriculture labour, congtruction works, Paddy processing & loading, shop owners, drivers and
other activities.

Centraly sponsored employment schemes are in action of the village. Nearly 25 percent of the landless
labourers enjoy the benefits of the scheme. The village in generd is economicaly sound & living conditions
of its population are satisfactory.
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Talheri: This village is in the Block Pehowa The population of the village is around 1594 as per the
provisond census 2001. The ratio of Mae/Female is 1000/890. About 40 percent population of the
village hold the entire agricultura land in the village. The rest of population is engage as landless agriculture
labour, congruction activities, Drivers, Shops, and other activities in non-farm sector.

A number of employment promotiond schemes arein action in the village. They create sgnificant amount of
non-farm employment in the village. The economic conditions of the village are quite good with rdatively
high income leve and low unemploymernt.

53  Someresultsfrom the Primary Survey

5.3.1 Smilar to ealier chapter the mgor findings of the sample survey conducted in the Didrict
Kurukshetra in three blocks and six villages presented in this Chapter. The table below gives in summary
from the number of household for which worthwhile data was collected, the number of individuds from
whom the main questionnaire on employment status was canvassed (classified by blocks and villages). It
would be noticed that out of the six villages, responses from 599 households were found worth tabulating
and andyzing. From within the household, a tota of 1259 individud responses was smilarly found
worthwhile for tabulaing and andyzing. The table d0 gives the sex profile of the individud from whom
responses were collected. This shows that the number of responses from femaes were relatively low.
However, village levegblock levels data was dso collected through separate questionnare a various
stages of the field work and the rdatively low number of female responses was checked for its veracity.

Distribution of individual respondents by sex and activity profile
(Within the age group 18-62 years)

Village Number of | Total No. of Individuas No. of individuas engaged in farm and
Household non-farm activities
Mde Femde Total Farm Non-fam | Totd
Activities | activities

Unmri 100 152 55 207 - 207 (100) | 207
Amin 99 147 58 205 - 205 (100) | 205
Totd 199 299 113 412 - 412 (100) | 412
Batheri 101 147 56 203 - 203 (100) | 203
Tdheri 100 161 54 215 - 215(100) | 215
Totd 201 308 110 418 - 418(100) | 418
Sanghor 98 158 56 214 - 214 (100) | 214
Beedkdwa | 101 160 55 215 - 215 (100) | 215
Totd 199 318 111 429 - 429(100) | 429
G. Totd 599 925 334 1259 - 1259 1259

5.3.2 The badc data from the 6 villages & 3 Blocks as mentioned earlier, was collected understand the
sze of the villageshumber of households in the village, the generd infragtructure Stuation of the village in
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term of facilities like roads, schools, hospitals, markets, power etc. and the population distribution. Some of
the basic data collected through the village and Block level Questionnaires has been tabulated and can be
seen in the following tables. The firgt table only gives the very broad picture of the populaion and the
second table the Quality of infrastructure. The second table is based on marks given (0 or 1) to each
component of the infragtructure in the village. 1t is noticed from the table that al the villages following in the
random sample has dmost smilar leve of infrastructure which gives the impresson gives by the Didrict
Officer & others about the nature of the Block  and the generd connectivity in Kurukeshtra digtricts.
Similar to Bhiwani Didrrict, the study team in Kurukshetra was not told any mgor disasters, floods or
droughts in ether of two years (12 months each) for which comparative data on employment has been
collected from individud members. This gives confidence that the employment data collected for two
different periods could be compared with fair degree of confidence.

Digribution of householdsin the entire village
By activity profile— 6 villages & 3 blocks

Household Activities Over thelast 12 monthsfor each village (asa whole)

Thaneswar Pehowa Babain

H/hold activities | Umri Amin| Totd | Batheri| Tdheri| Totd| Sanghor| Beedkawa| Tota

Farm Activities 424 136 560 144 105 249 131 128 | 259
Mixed 208 107 315 94 35 129 103 72| 175
Farm/Non-Farm

Activities

Non-Farm 280 790 | 1070 130 81 211 325 245| 570
Totd 912 1033 | 1945 368 221 589 559 445 | 1004

Total population (2001)

Umri Amin| Totd | Batheri| Tdheri| Totd | Sanghor | Beedkawa| Tota

Population 6525 7182 | 13707 1862 1594 | 3456 4347 4025 | 8372

Source : Provisional Population : 2001, asreported by various Village Sarpanch
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Basic Data of Village Level Infrastructure— Bhiwani
Infrastructure Village

1 2 3 4 5 6
Rail Station 0 1 0 0 0 0
Teecom 1 1 1 1 1 0
Fadilities
DrinkingWater | 1 1 1 1 1 1
Bus Stop 1 1 1 1 1 1
Money lender 0 1 0 0 0 0
NBFC 0 0 0 0 0 0
Technicd 1 0 0 0 0 0
Education
School/College | 1 1 1 1 1 1
Banks 1 1 0 0 1 0
Coop. Samiti 1 1 0 0 1 0
Pogt Office 1 1 1 1 1 0
Market 1 1 0 0 1 0
Electricity 1 1 1 1 0 1
Factory 1 0 0 0 0 0
Tota Marks 11 11 5 6 8 4
Note: If afadility was found within the village or within 3 km range, it was
given one mark — other wise it was given zero mark.
1. Umri, 2. Amin, 3. Batheri, 4. Talheri, 5. Sanghor, 6.Beedkawa

54  Reaultsfrom the Respondents Survey : for the six villagesin Kurukshetra

54.1 Therearein total 13 tables placed at the end of this chapter, numbered 5.1 to 5.13, based on data
culled from the questionnaires filled in by individual respondents. In addition, there are another 5 tables
numbered 5.14 to 5.18 which are based on data collected from the families from whom individud
respondents were picked up, participating in the non-farm activities. Those 5 tables are analyzed in the next
section 5.3. Some basic data from the respondents has dready been summarized in the firg table in the
previous section, giving the number of households, families sze and paticipation in faam or non-fam
activities. In the subsequent paragraphs of this section it is proposed to anadyze the results from each of the
13 tables in some details and compare the same, wherever possible, with data available from other sources
or from the earlier Bhiwani digtrict.

5.4.2 Table5.1 gives the percentages of the number of households as well as individua respondents for
each of the Sx villages covered under the survey. This table shows clearly that in terms of responses from
different villages, the number of households covered as well as the number of individuds surveyed is
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roughly the same. The field team of investigators deployed, for this district Kurukshetra was roughly the
same as deployed in Bhiwani but obvioudy they had acquired experience in the earlier didtrict. Even then,
the individua investigators were trained again and supervised by CERPA supervisors in each village. To
make sure that atarget of 100 households with non-farm workersis achieved, the investigators were asked
to cover larger number of households on arandom bass. The results of this detailed exercise are shown in
table 5.1 which show greater consistency in than in the previous didtrict. However, the average number of
persons under Non-farm employment per household did not turn out to be very different i.e. 2.1, which is
lower than the origind estimate of between 2 & 3 per household in the first draft of the Proposal. During
the field survey, the study teams noted that 2 villages in Thanesar block and one village in Babain had a
much higher proportion of Non-farm workers because they developed paddy cultivation and processing
etc. and earned higher incomes. In fact, paddy cultivation is now found in al the villages, more or less.

5.4.3 The next Table 5.2 gives the age and sex wise break-up of individua respondents, dl confined to
the age group 18-62 years. The table shows that the total number of males for the six villages surveyed
was 925 out of 1259, accounting for 73.5% respondents. Thisfigure is only nominaly higher than asimilar
figure in Bhiwani. Moreover, the ratio of mde Vs femde did not vary significantly from village to village ;
the lowest was in the village Tdheri while the highest wasin Amin. Theratio of femae workers to the totd
a around 26.5% is, however, much lower than the national norms derived from the NSSO as in 1993-94
Round. The Haryana wide picture from the same Round shows that femde rates in the labour force on
principa status plus subsdiary status basis was roughly the same as the nationd ratio namely, around 37%.
As for the age group wise digtribution of workers, the most productive age group turned out to be 26-45
which accounted for about 63% of total male workers and amost 72% femae workers. On the average,
65% workers in the gx villages were in this age group. This gender gap between proportions of mae
workers and proportions of femae workers did not vary sgnificantly from village to village but at least in
one village namely, Batheri the proportion of femae workers of this age group was lower than that of made
workers in the same age group. Correspondingly, the block Pehowa containing village Batheri showed a
much smaller difference between the two sexes in terms of workers belonging to this age group than the
other two blocks.

54.4 The next Table 5.3 shows bresk-up of individua respondents by educationd leves for the six
villages. It shows that literacy rates varied widdy amongs the sx villages with the village Sanghor
indicating the highest literacy and the village Batheri showing the lowest. On the whole, the literacy rate
was close to 70% for the Sx villages, which is dightly better than the literacy rate for the state of Haryana
asawhole. As regards higher education, the highest participation was shown by the village Amin and the
lowest by the village Batheri, giving the impression that Batheri is perhaps, the most backward of the six
villages. The village Amin had aso the distinction of having dmost haf of the respondents reaching high
school or beyond, which may be better than the entire district average. The study team, however, found no
gpecid factors to explain such mgor differences in atainment of educationd levels. It gppears that the
backwardness of village Batheri can be explained by other factors as well as, namdy its sandy soils and
shortage of water.

As againg the above village/backwardness data on literacy etc., the state of Haryana showed an overall
literacy rate of 68.6% as from the provisond results of Census 2001. The comparable figure for
Kurukshetra as a whole was estimated at roughly 70.1% though separate ratio for urban and rurd areas
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cannot be estimated so far, in the absence of further data from the Census.

545 The subsequent Tables 5.4 & 5.5 indicate low transfer of activity pattern between Farm and Nor+
farm employment even over the 3 years period between now and 1997/1998. The data shows that though
the reasons for shifting from one type of activity to the other were not clearly pointed out, the number of
persons shifting from Farm to Non-farm employment was a sSzedble figure of 37. As againg it the
corresponding figure for the reverse movement from Non-farm to Farm employment eicited only two
responses. Since the reasons for shifting could not be separated/identified by the investigators, not much
should be read in these two tables but the fact of Non-farm employment getting dightly more popular
should be noted and accepted.

5.4.6 The next Table 5.6 investigates the responses by income increase from Farm to Non-farm activity
on the bags of the question on income increase in the last 12 months (2000-2001). Around 44.1% stated
that this was true, but this is not necessarily based on their own persona experience since we have seen
that very few persons had actudly moved out from one to the other activity. Similarly, Szeable percentage
of respondents over, 72%, stated the same thing about the experience of 3 years back. Again, the number
of actua respondents who shifted from one to the other activity is rather smal as we have seen in the
previous tables. Therefore, these responses should be considered on the basis of a genera perception of
income of the two types of activities.

5.4.7 The Table 5.7 gives the break-up of individuds engagement in different economic activities over
the last 12 months as well as smilar 12 months of 1997/1998, based on multiple responses. Perhaps, the
multiplicity of responses was more in the case of females than maes. The table shows bresk-up of total
1643 responses for the last 12 months and a smaller 1512 responses for the period 3 years back i.e. there
were 384 extra responses in the 12 months but only 253 extra responses for the period 1997/1998.
Ohbvioudy, the multiple activities in this are not too many either in the last 12 months or 3 years back and in
any case due to memory loss, less multiple activities could be expected for the 3 year back period of
1997/1998. The table includes the Farm activities namely, agriculture or agriculture labour and responses
under this activity show a dgnificant variation from village to village both over the last 12 months and over a
smilar period 3 years back. The percentage varies from 16 to 28 over the last 12 months and 19 to 33 for
the period of 3 years back. However, if the overdl Stuation of Sx villagesislooked &, the engagement in
Farming activity is much lower at around 23% over the last 12 months than the 27% 3 years back. The
impression, therefore, continues that households in Farming activity more or less remain the same and those
in the Non-farm activity also remain in the same category even over the course of 3-4 years.

Coming to individud activities under the Non-farm group, it appears that the responses were highest for
two types of activities namely, anima husbandry etc. and congtruction, over the last 12 months. In terms of
individud villages, it has dready been andyzed above that the highest ratio of 84% responses from Non
farm activities was from village Aamin while the lowest was from the village Tdheri. While the animad
husbandry activity/responses are well spread out over the six villages, those on congtruction show large
vaiaions, with the village Taheri showing the lowest response and the village Umri exhibiting the highest
response. Trading gppears to be the next most important activity but the community/socia/persond
sarvices dso have a ggnificant response, dightly higher than that of trading. Unfortunately, manufacturing
does not get any sgnificant response in any of the villages, as dso eectricity/gas or sorage & warehouse.
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Though trangport/communication was expected to be important in the well-developed Kurukshetra district,
the figures from this table do not confirm that impression.

A smilar response pattern, based more on memory, in the smilar period in 1997/1998 can be seen from
the same table. There are hardly any differences in the distribution of activities/responses for this period of
3 years back and the current period, though there are smdl differences in individud villages. The only
ggnificant  difference between two villages is in respect of a very dgnificant rise in
community/socia/persond services between the two villages giving the impression that employment in these
activities might have aso expanded significantly. A more definitive picture would obvioudy arise from the
table on actud employment in mandays.

54.8 The next Table 5.8 gives the break-up of involvement of individud respondents in different
employment schemes under the broad heading rura development, which have been listed in details both in
the questionnaire and the table. The table covers both the periods of the last 12 months as well as of
1997/1998 and is in the multiple response format. Interestingly, the tota postive responses to the
involvement in such specid employment segments are just about 1/4™ of the responses for the smilar
period 3 years back. Apparently, the Govt. of Haryana had spent alot more money on such schemesin
the year 1997/1998. For the last 12 months the response of 313 out of a grand total of 1466 shows that
only a few persons were redly beneficiaries of some of these schemes. Over the last 12 months the most
ggnificant scheme was the PMGSY whereas over the previous period of 1997/1998 the best responses
were from the schemes, SGSY & JGSY as well as RGY/EAS. The differences in the responses do
indicate that the agricultural Stuation over the 2 periods was not the same or ese the Govt. response was
different because there were found different political parties. It is true that some schemes have been
discontinued while others have been merged but since new schemes have dso been included in the
response sheet it is surprising to find very few positive responses over the recent period i.e. last 12 months.
In fact, the response rate is less than 25% whereas in the case of smilar period 3 years back the response
rate was amost 94%. Obvioudy, some schemes like JGSY & RGY/EAS have winded down in Haryana
with only HGVF as the new scheme with some positive responses. The overd| pattern for the two period
seems to be confusing and perhgps needs more in-depth investigations. However, when the higher leve
members of CERPA study team tried to obtain the reasons for such differences at the level d didrict
officersthey did not receive any red cluesto explain such differences.

5.4.9 Therespondents were also asked to list the problems faced by them in non-farm activities and their
open ended responses have been classfied into six plus 1 categories in Table 5.9. This is dso in the
multiple response format since respondents could mention more than one problem. From this table it is
clear that the most Sgnificant problems are in the categories 1-4 namely, bank loans, inahility to initiate right
activity or employment opportunity but most importantly, the statement that there was little scope in non
farm ectivities. These responses do not taly well with the earlier responses of the same individuas where
they mentioned that there was income advantage in the non-farm activities. But may be, they expect much
more support from the govt., from the holders of capital or banks than what is visble. Another gnificant
point made by them, which is quite naturd, is in regard to inability to get work for the entire year.
However, it iswell known that work under the farming sector is aso not for the entire year even in Haryana
with 2 crops or more, even though Kurukshetra is known to be rather rich in farming.
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5.4.10 The next Table 5.10 shows attitudina response about Non-farm sector from the same respondents
in the current Stuation/last 12 months. The respondents were asked to indicate the reasons for interest
shown in Non-farm activitiesemployment. The first part of the table, based on 1226 responses out of total
1259 individuds, shows that the dominant mgority of individuads were interested in Non-farm activities.
May be, this is not a significant finding since the respondents were selected for their engagement in Non
farm activity and are predominantly in Non-farm employment dready. Only around 26% respondents
indicated interest in farming activities.

In the second part of the table the reasons given by individua respondents for preference to one or the
other mgor activity groups indicate that the mgority of respondents were interested in Non-farm ether
because there was more income or they had no land/small holdings, on which to perform their activities.
Compared to the picture in Bhiwani digtrict, the reasons indicated here are clearer with over 50%
individuds indicating more income as the reason for their preference. However, the other two reasons
about nil/smdl holdings can indicate akind of compulsion from factors outsde their contral like being born
into a non-land holding family. Since agriculture is the dominant and preferred occupation in Haryana
practicadly al over, the second type of response should not be considered unnaturd.

5.4.11 The Table 5.11 shows in details the suggestions made by individud respondents on how to
increase Non-farm employment. The rate of response is dmogt universal with only 14 individuds not
responding.  The suggestion to set up industries through the govt. has been given the largest number of
responses namely, around 39%. This is followed by the suggestion that govt. should provide loans etc. for
andl indudries, cottagelvillage indudtries etc. The only other dgnificant suggestion made by the
respondents was about provison of loans even for Anima husbandry. Even this suggestion is part of the
genera expectation from the govt. for support to dl types of activities under Non-farm. As regards the
suggestion about technica/vocationd training, it was surprising to find that less than 6% respondents made
this suggestion even though Haryana has generdly higher proportion of Non-farm employment, higher
agricultura mechanization and use of gadgets, intensve application of insecticides, pesticides and fertilizers
etc. Perhaps, the best explanation for this lack of fath in technica/vocationd training is that despite
condderable number of Vocaiona Educationd/Training inditutions, including those under the centraly
sponsored scheme of Vocationaisation of Secondary Education, few industries of consequence have come
to villagesin thisdigtrict. Alternatively, one can say that the respondents just do not understand the positive
role which such vocationd education/training could play in this regard.

5.4.12 The respondents were adso asked a question about their present employment and the distance
travelled for the purpose of work from their resdences. Table 5.12 gives the distribution of respondents by
distance travelled for work. The totd number of responses, given in the multiple response format, exceed
the total number of individudsi.e. 1450 and the same is true for each individud village. If the response for
farm activities are excluded, the number of responses varies from 186 to 207 in the Sx villages but the
differences are margina. In terms of various types of Nonfarm activities, the activity attracting the highest
response for travel within 20 km was naturaly Anima husbandry for the Sx villages asawhole. However,
this did not get the highest response in three villages namdy, Umri, Amin and Beedkdwar. In the rest of
the 3 villages the next highest responses were received by the activity, congtruction/repair. In any case,
between these two activities alarge mgority of responses are accounted for. The next highest number of
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responses was received by the activity, trade. Compared to the district Bhiwani, the basic difference isin
regard to the activity Mining/Quarrying which is not amgor activity in Kurukshetra but was in Bhiwani.

5.4.13 Findly, we come to the table giving the number of days worked on various activitiesin the last 12
months or smilar period in 1997/1998 which should throw light on the quantitative picture of growth of
non-farm sector employment. Table 5.13 has been prepared village-wise while for the block as a whole
the number of days worked were totalled up. Percentages of days worked under each activity to the tota
of the non-farm and farm activity have dso been indicated. A grand totd of total employment in mandaysin
the 100 or so households in each selected village has dso been worked out. Since the main focus is on
Non-farm sector, the table dso shows number of responses under that as well as the average number of
days worked by individua respondents. This had to be done since the total number of households in
practice varied from village to village though not very widdy and so dso the number of individud
regpondents examined in detailsin each of the Six villages.

The table clearly shows there has been a sizegble increase in employment in the Non-farm sector in the
same households from which data was collected both for the last 12 months and for the amilar period of
three years back. On the other hand, there has been overadl sizegble decline in the employment under
farming i.e. agri-labour or cultivator. The growth of employment in terms of mandays over the three years
period varies widdy from activity to activity, the highest increase being noticed in a rather smdl activity
namdy, Sorage & Warehouse, while the smdlest increase which is dmogt indgnificant in terms of actud
volume of employment was in Mining/Quarrying. There have been szegble growth of employment in
activities like Animd husbandry, Condruction/ repar, Trangport/ communication and even
Community/socid and persond services, both under govt. as well as non-govt. In terms of volume of
employment, the most sgnificant Non-farm activity continues to be Anima husbandry etc. followed by
congruction/repairs and in this respect there are differences with the district Bhiwani only because of very
large number of persons, next only to Anima husbandry, being involved in Mining/Quarrying there.

If the sx villages are examined individudly, the only visble pattern emerging is tha Animd husbandry is
uniformly the largest employment generating activity followed by congructior/ repairs. Other activities fall
in-between. However, in terms of growth rates over the last three years there are considerable differences
from village to village and block to block. It is dso noticegble that two of the activities namdy
Mining/Quarrying and storage/warehousing were not found in severd villages. The village Bhateri, which is
gpparently the most backward village, did not get any respondents for these two activities a dl. They did
not have even szeable number of persons in community/socia/persond services. Overdl, it gppears that
the data from the Kurukshetra villages was much more consistent as between the villages, againg the other
digtrict Bhiwani where some villages showed increase in farm activity while others showed considerable
growth in Non-farm activity.

5,5  Additional Data Collected through the Family Based Questionnaire
5.5.1 Smilar to the Bhiwani Didrict, in Kurukshetra, there was aso a detalled question in the family

Quedtionnaire in the nature of control Question namely, Question N0.3 where detalls of the family members
including their age, sex composition, education and actively status was collected from the head of the
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househol d/spokesperson. It helps in locating the red individud respondents engaged in non-farm activity
but it dso same extra information on the tota number of persons in the age group 18-62 years, whether
engaged in farm or Non-farm activities. This has been tabulated as table No0.4.14 which gives a grand tota
of 2201 individua within the age group 18 — 62 years, out of which 54.6% were maes. The number of
persons engaged in farm activities was only 399 out of 1664 responses anounting to 24% over the last 12
months. The corresponding number of persons and proportion of the then total number of persons was 453
out of 1556 responses amounting to 29.1% for the smilar period in 1997-98. Though too much cannot be
read on that bare data but the number of individuals engaged in non-farm activity as per the spokes persons
of the households went down only a 5%. The table also makes it clear that the educationa status of the
family members varied widdy across the six villages and the percentage of illiteracy was the highest in
village Batheri in Pehowa Block.

5.5..2 The table 5.15 gives the didribution of respondent households by the number of family members
who answered the Question about whether any family member in the labour force had Joint the family in the
last 12 months as compared to 3 years Back, from the Urban area. The responses to this Questionnaires
only 3 persons indicated this kind of re-migration from the Urban to the rurd areas in the last 12 months.
The adjoining table 5.16 is based on the reverse Question about whether any persons from the family in
labour force left the village to go to the urban areas. The number of postive responses here was higher at
21. The respondents (households) were dso asked the reasons for this kind of migration-out or re-
migration into their villages. Not many responses were received to this specific Question which was open
ended in nature. Therefore both the above tables, do not add much to our knowledge about the reasons
why very few people leave the village for the Urban areas while others join the village from the urban aress.

5,5.3 Table 517 gives the didribution of respondents by interest shown in Non-farm activity/
employment and those who indicated the interest in non-farm. They were additiondly asked to give the
reasons for this interest.  The first part of the table 4.17 shows that the number of households showing
interest in non-farm employment was very much higher than those showing interest in farm i.e. dmost 73%
as awhole. The percentage of households showing this interest, however, varied widdly across the Sx
villages with Taheri showing the lowest percentage of households interest in non-farm at 64% and Umri
showing the maximum interest a 80.8%.

As for the reasons indicated by the respondents/households for showing interest in the non-farm sector, the
maximum response was in regard to less agriculturd land with less irrigation facilities and other was
“others’. Here dso the responses varied widdy across the villages with only 2 respondents/ households
from indicating lack of land while 61 indicated this reason in the village Batheri. The number of responses
were not high in mogt of the villages with only Taheri showing rather high response

5.5.4 Table5.18 amilarly digtributes the respondents by suggestions given by them on how to increase
non-farm employment. The suggestions were classified under Sx categories while code 7 was given to
miscellaneous.  Here the number of responses was pretty high in practicaly al the villages and the non
responses were atotal of 15 out of 595. A careful reading of thistable indicates that people were ill very
hopeful that the govt. can set-up industries for their benefit to provide non-farm employment or they could
at least st up smadl cottage or village indudtries with govt. assstance. Either way, the faith in the efficacy of
govt. intervention comes out very clearly wheress faith in the efficacy of technica/ vocationd training was
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amogt negligible. Interegtingly, the respondents did not show much interest in the possbility d anmd
husbandry growth and only dightly above 13.8% respondents thought loans and support for animal
husbandry would increase non-farm employment. Since Haryana has dready alot of animd husbandry, it
is possible that the respondents fdlt that not much additionality can be expected out of this sub-sector.
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6. MAJOR FINDINGS

6.1  Comparison of theresultsfrom thetwo selected districts.

6.1.1 The two sdected didricts namely, Bhiwani in western region and Kurukshetra in eastern region
were dways expected to provide different picture of Nonfarm employment and its growth over the last
three years. This expectation has been fulfilled if one focuses entirely on growth of mandays utilized in Non-
farm activities between the two periods; it was relaively smdl a around 5% in Bhiwani but shot up to over
25% in the Kurukshetra digtrict.  Such growth of employment in one sector of activity from the same
households could aways have two contributing factors : one, the increase in population and labour force
and two, increase in the Non-farm employment opportunities as such, irrespective of population/labour
force growth. Recent evidence from the 55" Round of NSSO for the year 1999-2000 is towards rather
smal increases in the labour force more or less, over the period under review. This figure a the nationa
levd is just about 1% per annum and therefore over the 3 years period the growth over the same
households could be around 3% or dightly. Even in the case of Bhiwani the growth of Non-farm
employmert in exactly the same households is more but this does not and cannot give a complete story for
even the sdected period for the villages, blocks or didtrict as a whole. This is because labour force has
grown in each of the villages under study and there have been no unnatura disasters or other factors to
break that trend of steady growth of labour force. But the total labour force of the period in each village
could have aso grown if we accept the possibility that the number of households in themsdves increased in
number over the 3 year time-gpan. Thistype of detailed counting of the village population/labour force for
ether of the two didtricts under study was neither feasible nor visudized. Therefore, at the very macro level
we could only say that in the didrict Bhiwani there was a margina growth of about 5% in terms of Non
farm employment in the households faling in the random sample, in addition to whatever increase might
have taken place in the number of householdsin villages during the same time-span of 3 years.

6.1.2 The CERPA sudy teams visted the block headquarters, the district headquarters and even the
village offices both a the beginning of the fied survey as well as after the close of the field survey. Thiswas
to make sure that whatever information on the overal demographic/employment Situation of the villages,
blocks or digtricts could be gathered, was not missed out. Asit happened, the information supplied by the
village functionaries on population, number of households, number of persons in Farm or Norn-fam
activities or other characteristics was not precise enough to be used for working out different rates of
growth between the two periods i.e. last 12 months on the one side and smilar period in the years
1997/1998, on the other. It gppears that when the questionnaires were supplied to these various
functionaries at the beginning of the fidd survey they did not indicate ther ingbility to furnish precise
information on these demographic/labour force characterigtics but their falure to provide precise figures
cannot be consdered unnatural specially because CERPA study teams expected of them to authenticate
the figures to be conveyed by them. The detailed data from the 2001 Census was dmost not available
village-wise or even block-wise due to various factors, including the privacy requirements of the Census
operations themsalves. The villages of Haryana are in themsealves not very smdl in population terms and
this in itsdf would not alow precise counting of households or population from year to year. Therefore,
after examining dl the data drawn up by different functionaries one gets the feding that the best data and
understanding had to be from didtrict headquarters itsef. Thanks to the letters written by the Planning
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Commisson to the State governments and the indructions to the Haryana Depatment of Rurd
Development and Planning, the Digtrict Officers were quite cooperative with whatever assessments they
could give, short of precise figures for various labour force/demographic characteristics or enumeration of
persons involved in Farm/Non-farm activity or even in various specid employment/wefare programmes
going on in thelr respective didricts.

6.1.3 CERPA quedionnares had included questions about engagements in vaious specid
employment/wefare programmes as a supplement to the individud level employment data being collected
by the field investigators. These have been discussed in detalls in the previous two chapters but it comes
out clearly that very much larger number of persons interviewed were beneficiaries of the specid schemes
including for employment or welfare in the years 1997/1998 than over the last 12 months. Though the ratio
of non-beneficiaries in the two didricts differs for the period of last 12 months, the evidence is
overwheming. However, in cross checking with the district/block officers, no specid factors were brought
to the notice of the study teams as to why many more beneficiaries were found in 1997/1998 than in the
recent period. It is possible that memory of last 3-4 years cannot be precise but the differences are so
ggnificant that we can discount the loss of memory factor. The study teams had aso asked a various
levels of enquiry where there were any sgnificant natura phenomena to explain these differences but they
faled to elicit any such facts. In pure datistical terms, this would be interpreted to mean that the mandays
utilized over the last 12 months in Non-farm activities could have been higher if the utilization of specid
employment/wefare schemes were the same in the two period, other components being equa. The
implication is that the growth of Nonfarm employment in both the didtricts over the period of 3 years
should be assumed to be even higher than what has been noted and discussed in the previous paragraphs.

6.1.4 The individuds as wel as the family questionnaires had materiads to cross-check the leve of
employment with engagement in different activities. Looking at both types of data, onein cardina numbers
and the other in ordind numbers, the conclusion is clear that the most significant Non-farm activities to
provide employment to the individuas of the two didtricts were Anima husbandry, Congtruction and Trade
rather than Manufacturing with the exception of Mining/Quarrying which was found a rather sgnificant
employment provider in Bhiwani. Inquiries were subsequently made a other levels from officids to
understand the reasons behind this behaviour pattern, epecialy failure of manufacturing to be employment
generator. It gppears that the district Kurukshetra has picked up on paddy cultivation and paddy
processing as againg Bhiwani which for obvious geographica reasons could not move significantly towards
paddy cultivation. It also gppears that Kurukshetra villages have a patent fed of prosperity which is
reflected, as per the locad officias, in the much greeter use of Tractors, Tillers and other machinery now,
compared to 3 years back. The same leve of progress has not been made in the case of Bhiwani digtrict
but agricultural mechanization has proceeded ahead there as well, dongside more persona vehicles and use
of taxis.

6.1.5 Comparing the two didricts again in respect of community/socid/persond services and
congtruction/repair, it appears that both districts have made alot of progress over the last few years though
the progress in Kurukshetra might be higher. The villages show new congtruction of houses as wdl as
renovation of houses in both didricts. In any case, the differences in infrastructure availability is not very
ggnificant between the two didricts and may be, Bhiwani is dightly better off in terms of trangportation
fadilities The interegting figures are from the growth of employment in the community/socid/persona
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services which was broken up in two parts in CERPA questionnaires namely, govt. services or non-govt.
savices. The data dready andyzed shows growth in both the segments over the 3 years in both the
digricts though it is a little difficult to visuaize that between 1997/1998 and the last 12 months there could
have been sgnificant increase in the govt./loca bodies employee srength. A more sgnificant observation
from the comparison of the data from the two digtricts is with reference to irregular pattern of growth of
Farming employment in the sdected households in the Bhiwani didtrict i.e. some villages show decrease in
volume of Farm employment while others showed decline. On the other hand, the more agriculturdly

advanced didrict of Kurukshetra showed consgent decline of Farm employment in the selected
households in each of the Sx villages. This could only meen that the impact of increased agricultura

prosperity in Kurukshetra has spread across dl the blocks and may be, dl the villages though it was not so
in Bhiwani didtrict.

6.1.6 It is necessary to pause here to understand repested observations by govt. functionaries
everywhere to the effect that the increase of mechanization in agriculture has perhaps led to shifting of
outsde labour, say from UP, Bihar from Farming operations to Non-farming operations like road making
and other activities included under the specia employment/welfare schemes quoted above. The govt.
functionaries a block and digtrict levels but not at the village leve, admitted that there has been sgnificant
utilization of such labour in their employment/wefare schemes currently. Their assessment was that over
the last 34 years this process has picked up speed so much o that the village functionaries, speciadly
Sarpanch now routindy use outside labour in the specia schemes rather than loca |abour since they can
afford to pay lessto such labour from UP/Bihar but can sill report payment of the same minimum wages to
the individuds fixed by the Haryana govt. In fact, thisimplies leakage of govt. money dlocated for specid
employment/welfare schemes not only into the pockets of village functionaries but aso to the contractors
who are now being used routingly in undertaking works under each of these speciad schemes. Obvioudly,
conclusve data on this would require detailed investigation but the evidence mentioned earlier about our
households not getting the benefits of the specid schemes over the last 12 months is condgtent with this
hypothesis of leakage of money.

The study aso had an objective to collect information on pull and push factors operating at the locd leve

affecting growth of rurd employment. Accordingly, two questions were included both in the family
questionnaire as wel as the individuals questionnaire. Unfortunately, not much data/responses could be
elicited from the respondents to either of the questionnaires. It is more or less clear that there were very
few individuals reated to the selected households who shifted from Farm to Non-farm activity over the last
3years. And even smdler number of persons admitted shifting from Non-farm to Farm activity during the
same period. Furthermore, the reasons given for shifting from Farm to Non-farm activity was bascdly
smdl/nil land holding which does not provide new evidence on the Stuation and was implicitly known.

However, the 4 tables, two from each didtrict do indicate the direction in which there is a greater movement
i.e. from Farm activity to Non-farm activity. Thiskind of evidence is supported by further questions about
income increase from Farm to non-farm activity over the 3 year period. While very few persons shifted
from one to the other activity, alarge number of them did say clearly that there was income increase from
the shift to Non-farm. A lot of it can be atributed to their perceptions rather than redlity or what they might
have heard from ther friends and relatives but it does indicate their desire to try their luck in Non-farm
activities, if they get achance.
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6.1.7 The evidence from the suggestions given by individua respondents as well as households in various
tables about how to increase Non-farm employment have been analyzed in details but the clear impression
is that the govt. ought to provide support in terms of industries, medium, smdl or village. Interestingly, alot
of them aso expect the govt. to provide support even in Anima husbandry. Haryana being a progressive
date, it needs to be examined carefully as to why our respondents from the Non-farm households are so
hopeful of getting support from govt. and why they cannot expect support from the private sector/private
capitd/banking etc. Further evidence of the same nature comes from the finding that in terms of
suggestions hardly 4-6% persons expected anything significant from vocationa education/training and did
not demand it. If the villages selected happened to have no experience of industries which require
vocationa education/ training, this could be considered natura but it is necessary that this be investigated
in-depth to arrive a the find picture.

6.2  Linkagesbetween Agricultural growth and Non-farm sector,
role of infrastructure etc.

6.2.1 Quegtions were included about the infrastructure facilities in each of the villages through the village
levd questionnaire. Marks were awvarded on the basis of a facility being avalable or not avalaole for
about 15 items. It was found that the marks earned by villages in Bhiwani ranged from 5 to 11 while they
ranged between 4 & 11 in digtrict Kurukshetra Comments have dready been made in the body of the
report on relaive backwardness of a couple of villages in each of the didrict but the sudy teams did not
find any red distress anywhere and did not recelve any complaints about poverty or very poor facilities. It
was, however, noted that the Haryana Roadways of the govt. did not expand its coverage of the villagesin
ether of the digtricts in recent years but this was supplemented by individua entrepreneurs, either through
taxi type of services or persond trangportation. In any case, roads connecting the villages included in the
survey were fairly good everywhere and therefore, there was no red problem of transportation of
agriculture produce out of the villages, to whatever extent required. However, it was dso true that some
odd villages did not have enough eectricity or drinking water and in any case, one or two villages did not
have even aufficient irrigation facilities. On the whole, it was dso noted that the district Kurukshetra
certainly had much higher level of agricultura development and higher surplus of agriculturd produce etc.
compared to didrict Bhiwani. Even thisis not an unknown fact but whet is interesting is to Sft the evidence
from the responses to their engagement in different economic activities and possible rdationship with the
higher agricultural development in Kurukshetra.

6.2.2 It has aready been commented upon earlier that Kurukshetra showed higher responses to
engagement in trade/restaurants compared to Bhiwani, both in terms of just engagement and in terms of
totad mandays utilized in that particular activity. It was dso noted that though manufacturing activity noted
in Kurukshetra was rather small, the growth between 1997/1998 and the last 12 months was very
ggnificant at 22%. With the limited data available, it is obvioudy impossble to desegregate the growth of
manufacturing at the two digit level but secondary data and discussons with various types of officids and
experts indicated its linkages to paddy processng. As for the growth of non-govt. as wel as govt.
sarvices, the evidences are quite clear that both of them grew over the last 3 years period of study but the
growth of employment in the nontgovt. services was much more in Kurukshetra than in Bhiwani.
Discussons with officids and village eders indicated that this was on account of opening of new schoals,
clinics, nurang homes and even facilities for turnersmechanics etc. This again squares up with the evidence
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about much higher levels of mechanization of agriculture and higher prosperity in Kurukshetra as compared
to Bhiwani. The study teams noted existence of English medium schools even within the villages and
advertisements of these new kinds of servicesfor facilities located both within and outsde the villages. This
clearly shows that since the residents of Kurukshetra villages have more money in their pockets they were
willing to spend it on al types of new sarvices, mainly available from Non-govt. sources.

6.2.3 Interestingly however, the evidence on diverdfication of the rurd economy as mentioned above
aso indicated much higher growth of Anima husbandry, both in terms of engagement and in terms of totd
mandays utilized in Kurukshetra, compared to Bhiwani. The growth of mandays utilized in Animd
husbandry etc. over the 3 years period in Kurukshetra was as high as 17% as compared to only around
6% in Bhiwani. Discussions with officids and others pointed to much more processng of milk than before.
However, the study teams did not notice any forma Dairying establishments in any of the villages but there
were Dairying establishments in rurd towns etc. which squares up with the evidence on much more growth
in Animd husbandry in some didricts of Haryana, including Kurukshetra more than in other didtricts like
Bhiwani.

6.2.4 Theimpact of higher agriculturd produce and thereby higher incomes in the Kurukshetra villagesis
reflected aso in terms of lower number of illiterates in Kurukshetra as well as higher number of persons
beyond high school & degree levd etc. While detailed data on private educationd ingtitutions was not
reedily available, the sudy team did natice dightly higher impact of private providers of education, training
and hedth in Kurukshetra compared to Bhiwani. This has dready been commented upon in earlier
chapters by way of comparing the illiteracy reate of the six villages in the two digtricts where it was found
that Bhiwani villages indicated over 40% illiteracy compared to Kurukshetra showing over 30% only.

Additiond evidence of the impact of higher prosperity in Kurukshetra comes from the fact that over the last
12 months, its Sx sample village showed a much smdler number of individuds getting advantage of specid
employment schemes as compared to Bhiwani, though we have aready noted that the picture of the last 12
monthsis very different from that of smilar period 3 years back.

6.2.5 The andysdsboth from the primary data collected from the Sx sample village each in two differently
located didricts of Haryana as well as secondary data, both from documents and discussons with
offidads/non-govt. officids indicates that persons interested in Non-farm employment have certainly grown.
There is ds0 clear evidence that resdents of Haryana expect to improve their incomes by shifting to Norn+
farm activities of various kinds. It is not clear, however, that this process of higher interest in Non-farm
activity for various reasons can go on ‘autonomoudy’ or whether the govt. must intervene in promoting
Non-farm sector, specidly village & smaler industry and even medium industries through the process of
ether location or financid assstance in tha regard. Suggestions made by individua respondents as well as
officdds/non-officids during discussons indlude demands for extra interventions from the govt. Sde.

6.2.6 Thereishardly any evidence of people understanding the rationde of liberdization of economy at
the village leve and benefits which could be coming to them by way of liberdization of agriculturd produce
movements and even less, by way of exports of agriculturad or related commodities. The paliticians of

Punjab and Haryana have continuoudy provided Minigters of Agriculture and Rurd Development at the
centrd level but in their individud responses a various levels their condtituents gtill expect the govt. to do a
lot more. Very recently ITC in association with ICICI has tried experiments in KarnatakalMaharashtra to
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provide Insurance services in the rura areas but even the prosperous digtricts of Haryana are rather under-
served by such services. The evidence from field survey and discussons with officids does not indicate
any uptake of financid sector services so far which is a sad ommentary on the monopoly providers of
financia services as dso of other services to move into rurd areas where such services may be lacking just
now but not for want of demand for them.
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1. RECOMMENDATIONS

The primary data has indicated increasing interest in Non-farm employment at the leve of individuas and
even families. Since the mativation for moving towards Nonfarm activities' employment could have very
many causes induding continuing growth of populatiorylabour force without increase in farm areg, it isvery
difficult to focus on only one or two activities initiatives of Government for promating this shift. However,
some recommendations could certainly be made for this purpose.

7.1. The mog naturd actiorvinitiative appears to be in the sector of smal-scale industries/ enterprises
and following it, congtruction related to infrastructure or housing or both. While Haryana as a whole has
good level of smdl industries, they are concentrated more aound Dehi. Nether of the two didtrict
headquarters studied in detal, had any direct influence of Dehi on actions leading to smal-scae
indudtries/enterprises. The exigting leve of indudtridization in the two digtricts is gpparently not sufficient to
encourage any maor movement of personnel from the rurd agriculture to smdl industries. Since none of
the digtrict-towns is large in population terms, it appears that the rurd labour force, dready interested in
Non-farm activitiesemployment, would be more than willing to serve in smdl indudtries in or adjoining the
villages. Further, since transportation of raw-materids or finished goods is not a red problem with
Haryana, it should have been possible for samdl industries to set themsdves up in the villages or adjoining
them. The dear implication is that existing incentives for setting them up are not sufficient for bringing capital
and entrepreneurs insgde the rurd areas and therefore, Government must either provide better incentives or
improve the enabling framework for smdl industries to not only survive but aso prosper in the rurd aress.

7.2. Theexiding levels of incentives for smdl indugtriesenterprises in Haryanais no different from other
parts of the country. The tax benefits including the excise exemptions are generdly of the same order. On
the other hand, the Government of NCT of Delhi, has actively encouraged moving out smal industries
willingly or under ingructions of the Hon'ble Supreme Court. The very fact that those who have shifted
industries out of Delhi have not gone to these two digtricts shows that they are not redly attractive enough
for exiging entrepreneurs. This reinforces the point that exiging incentives including the remaning
reservations for various items for production in smal industries are not good enough. On the other hand,
the experience of China's rurd indudridization shows enormous posshilities for town and country
enterprises in associaion with the local bodies including the PRIs and Municipdities/Notified aress.
Therefore, the Government of Haryana should provide fresh incentives for setting up such types of
indugtries with which China has experimented ether as joint ventures with locad bodies/digtrict
GovernmentyState Government or somehow ease the path of older entrepreneurs of Dehi or new
entrepreneurs from around to set up shops there.

7.3. Thelig of items reserved for production through smdl indudtries is being continuoudy pruned and
the entire lis might go in the next couple of years. Therefore, the Government of Haryanalloca bodies has
to think not in terms of atifica propping up for mere surviva of smal-scae industriesenterprises but
prosperity of such enterprises as wel as their growth. This would involve better infrastructure in terms of
industry needs like sufficient power of decent quaity, even better roads to take in and take out goods from
the villages and better training of loca labour-force so that they get atuned to working in the modern small
sde industries/enterprises requiring discipline, punctudity, higher knowledge, English language and so on.
While the Vocational Education schools of Haryana have been found to be rather good as part of the 10+2
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scheme of Vocationdization of Secondary Education of the Government of India, they apparently do not
encourage or motivate young persons to work in blue colour type of jobs or what is becoming more and
more semi-blue colour jobs. The pattern of vocationd schools followed in Haryana is different from the
Nationd pattern in severa respects and there is no reason why greater experimentation cannot be done to
improve upon the expertise of individua persons interested in modern industry/enterprises. In fact, thereis
need for developing culture for working in modern industry/enterprises as sgnificantly different from work
in the farmg/ handicrafts/pottery/stone-making etc. This would include raising the levels of productivity of
individua workmen as well as understanding of modern factory equipment but this is surdy possble as
demondtrated by the pogtive experience of workmen from Haryana in the auto components and auto
factory initiated by Maruti Suzuki in Gurgaon didrict. The avallability of the huge market of Dehi where
the growth of population is still of the order of about four lakhs or more per year should be a spur for the
growth of such skills and enterprises based on those skills.

7.4.  Since the questionnaires could not have gone into two or three digit classfication of industry and
gnce the data collected so far indicates very little of modern industry in these two didricts, no light was
thrown on such rurd related indudtries as dairying, making of various home — based products/pickles and
other processed items. What the Peps food has demonstrated in Punjab has not happened in Haryana but
is certainly possble with sgnificant surpluses of both dairy and other farm products from these didricts.
The Government of Haryana owes it to the farmers in the wake of changing philosophy of the Centra
Government about food procurement to encourage major food processing companies to come to Haryana
to set up ancillary unitsin a variety of locations close to the farms. It has aso to move out of dependence
only on food grains and encourage production of vegetables, fruits, mushroom, flowers and other products
based on fams.  All these would naturally demand simultaneous growth of other indudtries like cold
storage, basic processing at the farm site, new enterprises to help in producing newer and newer varieties
of farm products and better methods of preservation, pest control etc. Though, dl these are related to
farming, they are technicdly included in the Non-farm sector.

7.5.  The new budget has given fresh incentives for various forms of agro- processing including decontrol
of sugar and benefits for utilizing Ethanol, which can be generated from sugar-cane. The rates of interest in
the generd economy have gone down significantly and are likely to go down further with the prospect that
newer units for utilizing the products of Haryana farms could be set up at a lower cost than before and
could be profitable faster than before on account of lower interest rates, chegper capital equipment and
better road net-work etc. The completion of the golden quadrilaterd before schedule could dso help
Haryana move towards rurd indudtries but theinitiative to bring fresh capitd and new entrepreneurs would
rest squardly with the Government of Haryana rather than Government of India

7.6.  Asregards the congruction sector, there is evidence from the primary data collected from the two
didricts that it is a mgor area of activity for those interested in Non-farm employment. The new budget
has given further incentives to the condruction sector, specialy housng a individua level. The inclination
of Haryana workers towards construction sector could be cashed on by providing new means of training in
different trades related to congtruction, both through the vocationa schools aready existing and through
new training facilities to be set up in the private sector. In fact, the private sector is dready active in this
part of Human Resource Development both in Delhi and around and happily, there are no ideologica

factors againg involving private sector in such components of training. The Government of Haryana
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should, therefore, encourage setting up of not only private I Tls with the andardized two-year coursesin
various trades but also, shorter courses outside the I TI pattern. These have aready been experimented by
Community polytechnics and the Government can in effect, ‘freg this sector of training with the stipulation
that a Government gppointed body would accredit such training providers. The demand for houses,
specidly those made out of bricks & mortar, has been accderating in Delhi and around including most
parts of Haryana and therefore, provison of such condruction industry-related skills should dso be
accderated by encouraging private training providers to the maximum extent possible. Delhi’ s labour force
related to congtruction sector is dmost All-India in character and the Haryana workmen do not have a
dominant position in Delhi as they do not have much higher skills to command the higher wages which they
expect, being from a reatively prosperous State. If they want to exploit the inherent demand for
congtruction-related sills, they have to show higher productivity to justify their desre for higher wages-
something demondtrated in the negative sense by the Haryana & Punjab opting for outside labour for
agriculturd operaions and the specid employment schemes rather than utilizing local labour.  Since
Haryana Government is aware of this anomdy, they ought to hdp in raising the skill profile of the Haryana
labour to ensure that they are not displaced by outside |abour due to lower nomina wages per person.
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EXCUTIVE SUMMARY

The two sdected digtricts, one in the western and the other in eastern region of Haryana, show rather
different picture of Non-farm employment and its growth between 1997-98 and 2001-2002. The
agriculturdly advanced Kurukshetra district showed much higher rate of growth of Non-farm employment
than Bhiwani - higher than 3-4 percent growth of labour force over the period as per latest NSSO Round.

The village level data expected of village functionaries in terms of population, labour force, employment and
Non-farming employment did not materidize in terms of precise figures for the 2 periods Whatever
information could be gathered from them indicates rise of Non-farm employment between the two periods.
However, the utilization of Specid employment schemes by families/individuds fel from the year 1997-98
to the most recent period. Though loss of memory over the last 34 years could be a factor, the
differences are so sgnificant that reduction in employment through the Specid employment schemes has to
be accepted. The loca explanations generdly were that more and more outside labour is getting benefit of
the Special employment schemes, operated more and more through contractors. It dso appears that since
these outsde workers were more needy/poor, the village officids utilized their presence to benefit
themsdlves persondly aswell..

Th employment data or man-days collected from individuds was smilar to the data collected from the
households and clearly showed the following most important Non-farm activities namdy; Animd
Husbandry, Congruction and Trade. Manufacturing was hardly important. Mining/ quarrying was a
ggnificant activity only in Bhiwani didrict. The other didrict, Kurukshetra had some other Non-farm
activities like Paddy processng, agriculturd equipment and transportation vehicles. The physica
infrastructure including roads etc. are not significantly different and there was evidence of decline of Farm:
based employment in both digtricts — more in Kurukshetra than Bhiwani digtrict.



[DATA SHEEO O BHI WANI [

04.1 Block and vill age wi se distribution of Respondents [

Bl ock Village No. of househol ds Total No. of individuals
wi t h enpl oynent
No % No. %
Dadr i Char khi 94 13.54 119 8.52
Kal yana 122 17.58 260 18. 62
Tot al 216 31.12 379 27.15
Badr a Berl a 120 17. 29 245 17.55
Nandha 117 16. 86 246 17. 62
Tot al 237 34.15 491 35. 17
Tosham  Khanak 120 17.29 270 19. 34
Sagwan 121 17. 44 256 18. 34
Tot al 241 34.73 526 37.68



4.2 Distribution of Individual Respondents by age group and sex [

Age Distribution <------- DADRI - ------ > <------ BADRA: - - - - - - > <------- TOSHAM- - - - - - > Grand Tota
Char khi Kal yanaTot al Nandha Berla Total Kanak Sagwan Tota
18- 25 Mal e 19 65 84 58 66 124 51 52 103 311
% 19.8 32.5 28.4 32.4 33.7 33.1 27.9 31.0 29.3 30.4
Feral e 4 17 21 24 12 36 24 24 48 105
% 17. 4 28.3 25.3 36.4 24.0 31.0 27.6 27.3 27. 4 28.1
Tot al 23 82 105 82 78 160 75 76 151 416
% 19.3 31.5 27.7 33.5 3.7 32.6 27.8 29.7 28.7 29.8
26- 45 Mal e 61 103 164 80 91 171 94 93 187 522
% 63.5 51.5 55.4 44.7 46.4 45.6 51.4 55.4 53.3 51.1
Femal e 16 37 53 32 25 57 55 52 107 217
% 69. 6 61.7 63.9 48.5 50.0 49.1 63.2 59.1 61.1 58.0
Tot al 77 140 217 112 116 228 149 145 294 739
% 64.7 53.8 57.3 45.7 47.2  46.4 55.2 56.6 55.9 52.9
46- 62 Mal e 16 32 48 41 39 80 38 23 61 189
% 16.7 16.0 16.2 22.9 19.9 21.3 20.8 13.7 17. 4 18.5
Fenal e 3 6 9 10 13 23 8 12 20 52
% 13.0 10.0 10.8 15.2 26.0 19.8 9.2 13.6 11.4 13.9
Tot al 19 38 57 51 52 103 46 35 81 241
% 16.0 14.6 15.0 20.8 21.1 21.0 17.0 13.7 15.4 17.3
District Mle 96 200 296 179 196 375 183 168 351 1022
% 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 73.2
Femal e 23 60 83 66 50 116 87 88 175 374
% 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 26.8



4.3 Distribution of Respondents by education |evel sl

Bl ock Village <-Illiterate-> <-R & WPri--> <---Mddle---> <--Voc. Tra--> <-H gh School > <-Gaduate-> <-Total->
No. % No. % No. % No. % No. % No. % No.
Dadr i Char khi 40 33.6 11 9.2 22 18.5 4 3.4 28 23.5 14 11.8 119
Kal yana 99 38.1 36 13.8 62 23.8 6 2.3 49 18.8 8 3.1 260
Tot al 139 36.7 47 12. 4 84 22.2 10 2.6 77  20.3 22 5.8 379
Badr a Berl a 102 41.6 15 6.1 38 15.5 11 4.5 64 26.1 15 6.1 245
Nandha 78 31.7 19 7.7 60 24.4 4 1.6 74 30.1 11 4.5 246
Tot al 180 36.7 34 6.9 98 20.0 15 3.1 138 28.1 26 5.3 491
Tosham  Khanak 149 55.2 34 12.6 48 17.8 7 2.6 31 11.5 1 0.4 270
Sagwan 117 45.7 26 10.2 57 22.3 7 2.7 41 16.0 8 3.1 256
Tot al 266 50.6 60 11. 4 105 20.0 14 2.7 72 13.7 9 1.7 526



4.” Distributiol o2 Respondenté bl thosa shiftea froi Farmto
Non-farm enpl oynent in 1997-98 to 2000-01 and reasons(

Bl ock Village <--1--> <--2--> <--3--> <--4--> <--5--> <-Total ->
No No No. No No No
Dadr i Char khi 3
Kal yana 1 4
Tot al 1 7
Badr a Berl a 2
Nandha 1
Tot al 3
G Tot al 0 1 0 0 0 10 O
Code: 1=Smal |l |and hol di ng, 2= received vocational training, 3=no scope in agriculture in slack seasons,

4=recei ved | oans nder government incone generation, 5=other[

Not e® Therd werd ni responsed froi Khanak/ Sagwai Vill ages



4.u Distributiol oz Respondenté bu thosd shifted froi Non-farmto
Farm enpl oynent in 1997-98 to 2000- 01 and reasonsO

Bl ock Village <-1--> <--2--> <--3--> <--4--> <-Total ->
No No. No. No No
Dadr i Char khi 2
Kal yana 2
Tot al 40
Code: 1=Smal | |and hol di ng, 2= received vocational training, 3=no scope in agriculture in slack seasons,

4=r ecei ved | oans nder governnent incone generationl

Not e® Therd werd responsed onlu froi Charkhé | Kalyana Villages— withoud assigning anu reasons(]



4.9 Distributiol oee Respondent6 bl incomd increasa froi Farmto
Non-farmactivities in last 12 nonths and 3 years back 1997-980

Bl ock Vill age Increase in incone in last 12 nonths Increase in incone 3 years back. 1997/1998
<----Yes----> <---- No----> <-Total -> <----Yes----> <---- No----> <-Total ->
No. % No. % No. No. % No. % No.
Dadr i Char khi 72 60.5 47  39.5 119 86 72.3 33 27.7 119
Kal yana 95 36.5 164 63.1 260 127  48.8 132 50.8 260
Tot al 167 44.06 211 55.67 379 213 56.20 165 43.54 379
Badr a Berl a 97 39.6 148 60.4 245 106  43.3 137 55.9 245
Nandha 72 29.3 174 70.7 246 86 35.0 160 65.0 246
Tot al 169 34.42 322 65.58 491 192 39.10 297 60.49 491
Tosham  Khanak 87 32.2 182 67.4 270 85 31.5 184 68.1 270
Sagwan 8 3.1 245 95.7 256 17 6.6 236 92.2 256
Tot al 95 18.1 427 81.2 526 102 19.4 420 79.8 526



4.7 Distribution of Respondents by engagenend of various activities in |ast

12 nmonths & 3 years back 1997/1998 (Multiple Response)O
Activities R R In last 12 Months------------------ > R R T 3 years back 1997/1998--------------- >
<----DADRl ----> <----BADRA----> <----TOSHAM--> G Tot <----DADRI----> <----BADRA----> <----TOSHAM---> G Tot
1 2 Tot. 3 4 Tot. 5 6 Tot. 1 2 Tot. 3 4 Tot. 5 6 Tot.

Agri./Agri. Lab. 6 16 22 23 21 44 25 27 52 118 8 11 19 22 21 43 26 32 58 120
% 5 5 5 8 8 8 8 9 9 7 7 4 5 8 8 8 8 11 10 8
Ani mal Hus. etc 39 36 75 46 38 84 30 118 148 307 40 34 74 40 35 75 29 116 145 294
% 31 11 17 17 14 16 9 40 24 19 33 12 18 15 14 14 9 40 24 19
M ni ng Quarrying 0 163 163 1 1 2 190 7 197 362 0 155 155 1 1 2 190 7 197 354
% 0 51 37 0 0 0 60 2 32 23 0 53 37 0 0 0 61 2 33 23
Manuf act uring 12 3 15 4 15 19 5 9 14 48 12 3 15 4 15 19 5 9 14 48
% 10 1 3 1 6 4 2 3 2 3 10 1 4 2 6 4 2 3 2 3
Electricity Gas 1 4 5 4 2 6 2 11 13 24 1 3 4 5 0 5 1 8 9 18
% 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 4 2 2 1 1 1 2 0 1 0 3 2 1
Construction 13 55 68 107 103 210 32 87 119 397 11 53 64 105 101 206 27 86 113 383
% 10 17 15 39 38 39 10 29 19 25 9 18 15 40 39 40 9 30 19 25

Tradi ng/ Resturant 10 14 24 40 42 82 18 13 31 137 9 13 22 40 41 81 18 10 28 131
% 8 4 5 15 16 15 6 4 5 9 7 4 5 15 16 16 6 3 5 9
Transport/ Conm 8 5 13 11 8 19 10 6 16 48 6 5 11 11 8 19 10 6 16 46
% 6 2 3 4 3 4 3 2 3 3 5 2 3 4 3 4 3 2 3 3

St orage & Warehouse 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Fi nancing Ins. 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 1 2 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 1 2
% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Communi ty/ Soci ai service

Govt. 26 13 39 16 14 30 1 9 10 79 25 14 39 17 12 29 1 9 10 78
Non- Govt . 10 8 18 19 25 44 3 7 10 72 9 3 12 18 23 41 2 7 9 62

Tot al 36 21 57 35 39 74 4 16 20 151 34 17 51 35 35 70 3 16 19 140
% 29 7 13 13 14 14 1 5 3 9 28 6 12 13 14 13 1 5 3 9



Code --> 1=Charkhi, 2=Kalyana, 3=Nandha, 4=Berla, 5=Khanak, 6=Sagwan

Note --> Total no. of respondents exceeds the no. of respondents because in many cases individuals performed
nore than one activity® The proportions worked out for each village/activity corrospondingly also
exceed 100 in total, being based on individuai repondents figure.O



4.8 Distribution of Respondents by use of various enploynent schenes

in last 12 Months & 3 years back 1997/1998 (Multiple Response)
Schenes R EEE R LR In last 12 Months------------------ S LR EEE R R R 3 years back 1997/1998--------------- >
<----DADRI----> <----BADRA----> <----TOSHAM --> G Tot <----DADRI----> <----BADRA----> <----TOSHAM--> G Tot
1 2 Tot. 3 4 Tot. 5 6 Tot. 1 2 Tot. 3 4 Tot. 5 6 Tot.
S.GS.Y 0 2 2 0 0 0 0 3 3 5 8 11 19 22 21 43 26 32 58 120
% 0 4 3 0 0 0 0 7 3 1 9 4 5 11 12 11 9 12 11 9
J.GS.Y 0 1 1 5 8 13 1 4 5 19 40 34 74 40 35 75 29 116 145 294
% 0 2 1 4 4 4 2 9 5 4 43 12 20 20 20 20 10 44 26 23
I.AY. 1 20 21 29 69 98 7 6 13 132 0 155 155 1 1 2 190 7 197 354
% 4 39 28 21 35 29 14 13 14 26 0 56 42 0 1 1 67 3 36 27
PMGY. 12 3 15 5 15 20 5 9 14 49 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
% 50 6 20 4 8 6 10 20 15 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
M V.Y 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 3 4 5 0 5 1 8 9 18
% 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 2 0 1 0 3 2 1
R. G Y./ EAS 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 11 53 64 105 101 206 27 86 113 383
% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 12 19 17 52 57 54 10 32 21 30
P.MGS.Y. 9 14 23 45 41 86 18 11 29 138 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
% 38 27 31 33 21 26 37 24 31 27 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
E.KY 0 0 0 0 5 5 0 0 0 5 6 5 11 11 8 19 10 6 16 46
% 0 0 0 0 3 1 0 0 0 1 7 2 3 5 4 5 4 2 3 4
H G V. F. 0 8 8 43 46 89 0 4 4 101 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
% 0 16 11 31 23 26 0 9 4 20 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
S.L.A V. F. 0 2 2 3 13 16 1 7 8 26 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 1 2
% 0 4 3 2 7 5 2 15 8 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
O her 2 1 3 7 2 9 17 2 19 31 25 14 39 17 12 29 1 9 10 78
% 8 2 4 5 1 3 35 4 20 6 27 5 11 8 7 8 0 3 2 6
O Tot al 24 51 75 137 200 337 49 46 95 507 92 275 367 202 178 380 284 265 549 1296
% 2° 18 19 42 58 50 17 17 17 31 91 99 97 92 89 90 99 97 98 95
Ni Response 94 230 324 190 143 333 241 232 473 1130 9 3 12 18 23 41 2 7 9 62
% 80 82 81 58 42 50 83 83 83 69 9 1 3 8 11 10 1 3 2 5
G Total 118 281 399 32. 303 67° 290 278 568 1637 101 278 379 220 201 421 286 272 558 13580

0 Code --> 1=Charkhi, 2=Kalyana, 3=Nandha, 4=Berla, 5=Khanak, 6=Sagwan
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Swar nj ayanti Gram Swaroj gar Yojana, J.G S.Y = Jawahar G am Sanridhi Yojana, |.A Y.= Indira Awaas Yoj ana,
Granndhaya Yojana, M V.Y. = Marubhum Vi kas Yojana, R G Y.= Rojgar Gurantee Yojana(EAS)

Pradhan Mantri

. =Pradhan Mantri

Gram Sarak Yoj ana

Ekendri Karan Yojana, H G V.F.= Haryana Gram Vi kas Fund, S.L.A.V.F.=Sansad/Vi dhayak Local

Area Vi kas FundO



(4.1 Distributiof oaelIndividuai Respondentd bu problend facea iT Non-farmactivitiesO

Pr obl ens R DADRI ------- > <------- BADRA- - - - - - - > S TOSHAM - - - - - > G and Tot al
Char khi Kal yanaTot al Nandha Berla Total Kanak Sagwan Tot al
1 38 155 193 157 186 343 185 205 390 926
% 14. 6 18.5 17.6 18.4 20.3 19.4 18.3 21.3 19.7 19.1
2 35 136 171 121 172 293 177 170 347 811
% 13.4 16.2 15.6 14. 2 18.7 16.5 17.5 17.6 17.6 16.7
3 32 115 147 153 149 302 191 159 350 799
% 12. 3 13.7 13.4 17.9 16.2 17.0 18.9 16.5 17.7 16.5
4 87 217 304 213 181 394 204 208 412 1110
% 33.3 25.9 27.7 24.9 19.7 22.2 20.2 21.6 20.9 22.9
5 29 103 132 88 93 181 114 77 191 504
% 11.1 12. 3 12.0 10.3 10.1 10.2 11.3 8.0 9.7 10. 4
6 40 110 150 121 136 257 137 144 281 688
% 15.3 13.1 13.7 14. 2 14.8 14. 5 13.6 14.9 14. 2 14. 2
7 0 1 1 1 1 2 3 1 4 7
% 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.3 0.1 0.2 0.1
G Total 261 837 1098 854 918 1772 1011 964 1975 4845

Code 1 = Could not get bank loan, 2= No know edge to initiate right work, 3 = Could not find right
enpl yment opportunity- 4= Very little scope in no farmenploynent, 5 = There is risk in
noi-fari enployment- 9§ could no6 ge6 woré foo entira year, 7 = Ot her

Note --> Total no. of respondents exceeds the no. of respondents because in many cases individuals
performed nore than one activity® The proportion worked out for each village/activity
corrospondi ngly by al so exceed 100 in total, being based on individual repondents figure.O



4.10 Distribution of Individual Respondents by interest shown
in Non-farmactivities & enploynent, wth reasons
(Multipla response)

<------- DADRI ------- > <------ BADRA- - ----- > <------- TOSHAM: - - - - - > G and Tot al
Char khi Kal yanaTot al Nandha Berla Total Kanak Sagwan Tota
Farm 13 16 29 74 96 170 9 83 92 291
% 11.0 6.2 7.7 33.2 39.8 36.6 3.4 32.8 17.7 21. 4
Non- Farm 105 241 346 149 145 294 258 170 428 1068
% 89.0 93.8 92.3 66. 8 60.2 63.4 96.6 67.2 82.3 78.6
Total --> 118 257 375 223 241 464 267 253 520 1359
Reasons
1 60 56 116 75 42 117 13 95 108 341
% 55.6 22.9 32.9 44. 1 21.9 32.3 4.9 40.9 21.7 28.1
2 4 1 5 3 76 79 7 30 37 121
% 3.7 0.4 1.4 1.8 39.6 21.8 2.6 12.9 7.4 10.0
3 44 111 155 79 26 105 147 91 238 498
% 40.7 45.3 43.9 46. 5 13.5 29.0 55.5 39.2 47.9 41.1
4 0 7 7 4 0 4 11 10 21 32
% 0.0 2.9 2.0 2.4 0.0 1.1 4.2 4.3 4.2 2.6
5 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 1 2
% 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.6 0.0 0.3 0.0 0.4 0.2 0.2
6 0 70 70 1 2 3 79 3 82 155
% 0.0 28.6 19.8 0.6 1.0 0.8 29.8 1.3 16.5 12.8
7 0 0 0 7 46 53 8 2 10 63
% 0.0 0.0 0.0 4.1 24.0 14. 6 3.0 0.9 2.0 5.2
Tot al 108 245 353 170 192 362 265 232 497 12120
Code 1= More earning in Non-farmactivities/ More enpl oyment opportunity, 2 = small land holding with | ess
irrigation facilities- 3= No land, 4 = No irrigation facilities, 5 = Involved in ani mal husbandry as

a mgj or source of income- 6= Gthers, 7 = No response

Note --> Total no. of respondents exceeds the no. of respondents because in many cases individuals performed
nmore than one activity® The proportion worked out for each village/activity corrospondingly also
exceed 100 in total, being based on individuai repondents figure.O



4.11 Distribution of Individual Respondents by
suggestions to increase Non-farm enpl oynent
(Multipld response)

Suggesti ons <------- DADRI - ------ > <------ BADRA: - - - - - - > <------- TOSHAM - - - - - > Grand Tota
Char khi Kal yanaTot al Nandha Berla Total Kanak Sagwan Tot al
1 37 140 177 107 125 232 103 133 236 645
% 31.4 54.5 47.2 44.0 51.2 47.6 38.3 52.2 45.0 46.5
2 20 42 62 46 38 84 70 58 128 274
% 16.9 16.3 16.5 18.9 15.6 17.2 26.0 22.7 24. 4 19.8
3 22 38 60 53 43 96 44 29 73 229
% 18.6 14.8 16.0 21.8 17.6 19.7 16.4 11.4 13.9 16.5
4 12 6 18 14 6 20 8 6 14 52
% 10.2 2.3 4.8 5.8 2.5 4.1 3.0 2.4 2.7 3.8
5 0 3 3 2 4 6 3 3 6 15
% 0.0 1.2 0.8 0.8 1.6 1.2 1.1 1.2 1.1 1.1
6 12 7 19 10 17 27 12 16 28 74
% 10.2 2.7 5.1 4.1 7.0 5.5 4.5 6.3 5.3 5.3
7 4 4 8 5 8 13 11 0 11 32
% 3.4 1.6 2.1 2.1 3.3 2.7 4.1 0.0 2.1 2.3
8 11 17 28 6 3 9 18 10 28 65
% 9.3 6.6 7.5 2.5 1.2 1.8 6.7 3.9 5.3 4.7
G Total 118 257 375 243 244 487 269 255 524 1386

Code 1 = CGovernnent can setup industries/factories to provide enploynent, 2= Governnment can provi de | oans

to set up small industries- 3 = Snall cottage and village industries can be setup with Governnent
assi stance, 4 = Technical vocational training fromGovt.- 5 = Enploynent facilities at Zilla Parishad
Level, 6 = Loans for animal husbandry, 7 = Qthers, 8 = No response.

Note --> Total no. of respondents exceeds the no. of respondents because in many cases individuals performed
nmore than one activity® The proportion worked out for each village/activity corrospondingly also
exceed 100 in total, being based on individuai repondents figure.O



4.12 Distribution of Respondents by distance travelled for work during the
last 12 nmonths with in 20 Km
(Multipld response)

Charkri Kal yan Nandha Berl a Khanak Sagwan Grand Tot al
Ani mal husbandry etc 39 38 44 35 31 118 305
% 39.0 11.7 18. 3 14. 9 10.0 40. 3 20. 3
M ni ng/ Quarryi ng 1 162 1 1 195 9 369
% 1.0 50.0 0.4 0.4 62.9 3.1 24.6
Manuf act uri ng 10 1 5 11 4 6 37
% 10.0 0.3 2.1 4.7 1.3 2.0 2.5
Electricity Gas water 1 2 3 2 0 10 18
% 1.0 0.6 1.3 0.9 0.0 3.4 1.2
Constructi on/ Repairing 12 56 103 90 32 93 386
% 12.0 17.3 42.9 38.3 10.3 31.7 25.7
Tr ade 10 12 35 38 17 12 124
% 10.0 3.7 14. 6 16. 2 55 4.1 8.3
TPT/ Conmruni cat i on 3 7 4 6 9 4 33
% 3.0 2.2 1.7 2.6 2.9 1.4 2.2
Fi nance/ | nsurance etc. 0 0 1 0 0 1 2
% 0.0 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.1
OCSPS Govt . 13 8 9 9 0 5 44
% 13.0 2.5 3.8 3.8 0.0 1.7 2.9
Non- Govt . 5 23 16 23 3 8 78
% 5.0 7.1 6.7 9.8 1.0 2.7 5.2
Total no.of Non-farm enpl oynent 94 290 221 215 291 257 1368 t

% 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0



No. of respondents 94 290 221 215 291 257 1368

Agri . Labour/Cul tivator 6 15 19 20 19 27 106



4.13 No.of days worked on various activities in last 12 nonths and
3 years back 1997-19980

Activities S e DADARI - - - - - - - o e e e >
S L Charkri--------- > K- Kal yan---------- > <--- Total ---> % Gowh in |ast
<---No. of Days---> % Gowh <---No. of Days---> % Goth <---No. of Days---> 12 nonth
Last 12 3 years in |ast Last 12 3 years in |ast Last 12 3 years
Mont hs back 12 nonth Months back 12 nonth Months back
1997/ 98 1997/ 98 1997/ 98
Ani mal husbandry etc 10890 10737 1.4 9012 8482 5.9 19902 19219 3.6
% 34.2 35.3 15.3 15.4 22.0 22.5
M ni ng/ Quarryi ng 200 200 0.0 31679 31131 1.7 31879 31331 1.7
% 0.6 0.7 53.8 56. 4 35.2 36.6
Manuf act uri ng 2271 2112 7.5 100 95 5.0 2371 2207 7.4
% 7.1 7.0 0.2 0.2 2.6 2.6
Electricity Gas water 150 150 0.0 180 225 -25.0 330 375 -12.
% 0.5 0.5 0.3 0.4 0.4 0.4
Constructi on/ Repai ri ng 2410 2438 -1.1 6234 5540 11.1 8644 7978 8.
% 7.6 8.0 10.6 10.0 9.5 9.3
Tr ade 2690 2320 15.9 3220 2740 14.9 5910 5060 16.
% 8.5 7.6 5.5 5.0 6.5 5.9
TPT/ Conmuni cati on 1790 1560 14.7 2040 1815 11.0 3830 3375 13.
% 5.6 5.1 3.5 3.3 4.2 3.9
0 CSPS, Govt . 9420 9150 3.0 3715 3715 0.0 13135 12865 2.
% 29.6 30.1 6.3 6.7 14.5 15.0
Non- Govt . 1540 1180 30.5 1650 750 54.5 3190 1930 65.
% 4.8 3.9 2.8 1.4 3.5 2.3
Total no.of days in
Non-fari enpl oyment 31361 29847 5.1 57830 54493 6.1 89191 84340 5.
% 98.6 98.3 98.3 98.7 98.4 98.6
No. of respondents 119 115 260 246 379 361
Avg. No. of days 264 260 222 222 235 234



Agri . Labour/ Cul tivat or 454 529 -14.2 1024 700 31.6 1478 1229 20. 3
% 1.4 1.7 1.7 1.3 1.6 1.4



[(4.13 No. oz day6 worked of varioud activitied iT las6 12 nonthd ana 3 year 6 bacé 1997- 19980

Activities e T BADRA- - - - - - oo i >
S Nandha---------- > <eeeee--- Berla----------- > <--- Total ---> ¥ Gowh in
<---No. of Days---> % QGowh <---No. of Days---> % Gowh <---No. of Days---> last 12 O
Last 12 3 years in |ast Last 12 3 years in |ast Last 12 3 years nmont h
Mont hs back 12 nmonth Mont hs back 12 month Mont hs back
1997/ 98 1997/ 98 1997/ 98
Ani mal husbandry etc 11854 9776 21.3 9940 8684 12. 6 21794 18460 18.1
% 20.8 17.7 18.0 16.5 19.4 17.1
M ni ng/ Quarryi ng 215 200 7.5 300 300 0.0 515 500 3.0
% 0.4 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.5 0.5
Manuf act uri ng 795 815 -2.5 3350 3334 0.5 4145 4149 - 0.
% 1.4 1.5 6.1 6.3 3.7 3.8
El ectricity Gas water 1190 1150 3.5 420 0 100.0 1610 1150 40.
% 2.1 2.1 0.8 0.0 1.4 1.1
Construction/ Repai ring 17951 18955 -5.3 17849 18133 -1.6 35800 37088 - 3.
% 31.5 34.3 32.4 34.4 31.9 34.3
Tr ade 11210 11008 1.8 10614 10090 4.9 21824 21098 3.
% 19.7 19.9 19.3 19.1 19.5 19.5
TPT/ Conmuni cati on 2480 2530 -2.0 1680 1795 -6.8 4160 4325 - 3.
% 4.4 4.6 3.0 3.4 3.7 4.0
Fi nance/ | nsur ance 150 150 0.0 0 0 *okokokok ok 150 150 0.
% 0.3 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.1
OCSPSO Qvt . 4910 4900 0.2 3900 3300 15. 4 8810 8200 7.
% 8.6 8.9 7.1 6.3 7.9 7.6
Non- Qovt . 4305 4090 5.3 5895 5455 7.5 10200 9545 6.
% 7.6 7.4 10.7 10. 3 9.1 8.8
Total no.of days in
Non- f ar m enpl oynent 55060 53574 2.8 53948 51091 5.6 109008 104665 4.1
% 96. 6 97.0 97.9 96. 8 97.2 96.9
No. of respondent 243 235 245 233 488 468

Avg. No. of days 227 228 220 219 223 224



% 3.4 3.0 2.1 3.2 2.8 3.1



4.13 No. of days worked on various activities in last 12 nonths and 3 years back 1997- 19980

Activities S e T TOSHAM - - - - - - e - o e e >
R Khanak---------- > SR Sagwan---------- > <--- Total---> % Gowh in |ast
<---No. of Days---> % QGowh <--No. of Days---> % Gowh <--No. of Days---> 12 nonth
Last 12 3 years in |ast Last 12 3 years in |ast Last 12 3 years
Mont hs back 12 nonth Months back 12 nonth Months back
1997/ 98 1997/ 98 1997/ 98
Ani mal husbandry etc 7909 7371 7.3 32468 32164 0.9 40377 39535 2.1
% 12.1 11.9 48.5 50.1 30.5 31.3
M ni ng/ Quarryi ng 43447 41895 3.7 2855 2840 0.5 46302 44735 3.5
% 66. 6 67.7 4.3 4.4 35.0 35.5
Manuf act uri ng 630 660 -4.5 1350 1290 4.4 1980 1950 1.5
% 1.0 1.1 2.0 2.0 1.5 1.5
Electricity Gas water 0 0 *okk ok 3027 2446 19.2 3027 2446 23.8
% 0.0 0.0 4.5 3.8 2.3 1.9
Construction/ Repairing 3879 3112 24.6 15238 14316 6.1 19117 17428 9.7
% 5.9 5.0 22.8 22.3 14.5 13.8
Tr ade 4710 4888 -3.6 (340 3240 13.4
TPT/ Comuni cati on 2480 2530 -2.0 1680 1795 -6.8 4160 4325 -3.8
% 4.4 4.6 3.0 3.4 3.7 4.0
Fi nance/ I nsurance etc. 150 150 0.0 0 0 il 150 150 0.0
% 0.3 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.1
0 CspPO Qovt . 4910 4900 0.2 3900 3300 15. 4 8810 8200 7.4
% 8.6 8.9 7.1 6.3 7.9 7.6
Non- Govt 4305 4090 5.3 5895 5455 7.5 10200 9545 6.9
% 7.6 7.4 10. 7 10.3 9.1 8.8
Total no.of days in
Non-f ar m enpl oynent 55060 53574 2.8 53948 51091 5.6 109008 104665 4.1
% 96.6 97.0 97.9 96. 8 97.2 96.9



No. of respondent 243 235 245 233 488 468

Avg. No. of days 227 228 220 219 223 224

Agri . Labour/ Cul Cul ti vat or 844 565 49. 4 1940 2003 -3.2 2784 2568 8.4
% 1.3 0.9 2.9 3.1 2.1 2.0

G Tot al 65265 61927 66908 64219 132173 126146



4.13 No. of days worked on various activities in last 12 nonths and 3 years back 1997-1998
in District Bhiwani by the six villagelO
Activities <---Gand Total ---> % Gowh in | ast
<---No. of Days---> 12 nonth
Last 12 3 years
Mont hs back

1997/ 98
Ani mal husbandry etc 82073 77214 6.3
% 24.5 24.2
M ni ng/ Quarryi ng 78696 76566 2.8
% 23.5 23.9
Manuf act uri ng 8496 8306 2.3
% 2.5 2.6
Electricity Gas water 4967 3971 25.1
% 1.5 1.2
Const ruction/ Repairing 63561 62494 1.7
% 19.0 19.5
Tr ade 36184 34286 5.5
% 10. 8 10.7
TPT/ Conmruni cati on 12396 11921 4.0
% 3.7 3.7
Fi nance/ | nsurance etc. 450 450 0.0
% 0.1 0.1
OCSPSO Govt . 24545 23410 4.8
% 7.3 7.3
Non- Govt 16220 13965 16.1
% 4.8 4.4

Total no.of days in
Non-f ar m enpl oynent 327588 312583 4.8



No. of respondent 1393 1345

Avg. No. of days 235 232

Agri . Labour/Cul tivator 7348 7122 3.2
% 2.2 2.2



4.14 Details of famly nenbers in district Bhiwani

Age Distribution <------- DADRI - ------ > <------- BADRA- - - - - - - > <------- TOSHAM - - - - - > Grand Tota
Char khi Kal yanaTot al Nandha Berla Total Kanak Sagwan Tota

Total Househol d 94 122 216 120 117 237 120 121 241 694

Total individua

menber 364 477 841 460 483 943 395 431 826 2610

Sex

Mal e 208 264 472 245 273 518 205 234 439 1429

Feral e 156 214 370 215 210 425 190 197 387 1182

Age Distribution

18- 25 119 180 299 119 162 281 125 131 256 836
26- 45 187 217 404 196 238 434 209 226 435 1273
46- 62 58 81 139 145 83 228 61 74 135 502

Educati on | evel

[Iliterate 119 216 335 245 203 448 241 231 472 1255
Primry 41 58 99 32 42 74 50 43 93 266
M ddil e 64 94 158 57 96 153 57 81 138 449
Commerci al Trai nded 18 11 29 17 8 25 9 7 16 70
Intermdiate 82 83 165 88 117 205 36 60 96 466
G aduate & above 40 16 56 21 17 38 2 9 11 105

Activities during | ast year

Non-farm 134 260 394 262 265 527 269 265 534 1455
Farm 157 60 217 145 165 310 58 112 170 697

Activities during 1997-1998

Non-farm 128 247 375 254 251 505 263 258 521 1401
Farm 142 56 198 146 165 311 63 112 175 684



4.15 Distributioi oz Respondend househol d6 bu no® oee fam | u
nenberd remgrated in 3 years(1997-98) with reasonsO

S DADRI ------- > <------ BADRA: - - - - - - > S TCSHAM- - - - - - > Grand Tot al
Char khi Kal yanaTot al Nandha Berla Total Kanak Sagwan Tot al
Yes 1 2 3 4 4 8 2 0 2 13
% 1.1 1.6 1.4 3.4 3.6 3.5 1.7 0.0 0.8 1.9
No 92 120 212 115 108 223 118 118 236 671
% 98.9 98.4 98.6 96. 6 96.4 96.5 98.3 100.0 99.2 98.1
O Tot al 93 122 215 119 112 231 120 118 238 680

Code 1= New I ndustries/Factories in the village, 2 = New option for non-farm ng enpl oynent
3= The govt. schenes are successfully running in the area, 4 = O hersQ



4.16 Distribution of Respondend househol ds by no. of fam |y nenbers nmigrated to town for enpl oynment
in 3 years(1997-98), with reasonsOd

R DADRI ------- > < ------ BADRA- - - - - - - > S TCSHAM- - - - - - > Grand Tot al
Char khi Kal yanaTot al Nandha Berla Total Kanak Sagwan Tot al
Yes 5 2 7 0 6 6 1 2 3 16
% 5.4 1.6 3.3 0.0 5.2 2.6 0.8 1.7 1.3 2.3
No 88 120 208 119 109 228 119 116 235 671
% 94. 6 98.4 96.7 100.0 94.8 97.4 99.2 98.3 98.7 97.7
O Tot al 93 122 215 119 115 234 20 118 238 6870

[ICode 1= No enployment opprtunities in village, Code 2 = Small/no | and hol di ng,
3= No work for entire year, 4 = G hers



4.17 Distributioi oee Respondent householdé bu interes6 showi iT Non-farm enploynent with reasonsOd

S DADRI - ------ > <------ BADRA- - ----- > N TOSHAM- - - - - - > G and Tot al
Char khi Kal yanaTot al Nandha Berla Total Kanak Sagwan Tot al
Farm 28 3 31 44 45 89 4 40 44 164
% 31.1 2.5 14.8 37.0 40.2 38.5 3.4 33.3 18.6 24.2
Non-farm 62 116 178 75 67 142 112 80 192 512
% 68.9 96.7 84.8 63.0 59.8 61.5 96.6 66.7 81.4 75.6
0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
% 0.0 0.8 0.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1
Total --> 90 120 210 119 112 231 116 120 236 677
[Reasons[]
1 3 21 24 10 0 10 5 0 5 39
% 10.7 18.6 17.0 34.5 0.0 22.7 5.5 0.0 4.4 13.1
2 0 2 2 1 0 1 1 1 2 5
% 0.0 1.8 1.4 3.4 0.0 2.3 1.1 4.5 1.8 1.7
3 10 42 52 6 3 9 57 5 62 123
% 35.7 37.2 36.9 20.7 20.0 20.5 62.6 22.7 54.9 41. 3
4 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
% 0.0 0.9 0.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.3
6 15 47 62 12 12 24 28 16 44 130
% 53.6 41.6 44.0 41. 4 80.0 54.5 30.8 72.7 38.9 43.6
O Tot al 28 113 141 29 15 44 91 22 113 29
No Response 1 3 4 2 2 4 1 2 3 11
G Tot al 29 116 145 31 17 48 92 24 116 3090

0O Code 1= Mdre earning in NFA/ nore enploynment opprtunities- 2% Lesé agriculturai lana wité lesé irrigatiol
facilities- O
3 %N lana fod cultivation- = = No irrigation facilities~ 5 = Animal husbandry is the main occupati on,
6 = Ghers, 7 = No responsel]



(4.18 Distribution of Respondent households by suggesti oné oi increasing Non-farm enpl oynent

Suggesti ons <------- DADRI - ------ > <------ BADRA: - - - - - - > <------- TOSHAM- - - - - - > Grand Tota
Char khi Kal yanaTot al Nandha Berla Total Kanak Sagwan Tota
01 5 45 50 41 43 84 40 48 88 222
% 5.7 37.2 24.0 34.5 36.8 35.6 33.3 39.7 36.5 32.4
02 15 15 30 15 18 33 31 27 58 121
% 17.2 12.4 14.4 12. 6 15.4 14.0 25.8 22.3 24.1 17.7
03 35 37 72 40 37 77 24 24 48 197
% 40. 2 30.6 34.6 33.6 31.6 32.6 20.0 19.8 19.9 28.8
04 6 1 7 1 4 5 3 1 4 16
% 6.9 0.8 3.4 0.8 3.4 2.1 2.5 0.8 1.7 2.3
05 3 6 9 6 6 12 6 5 11 32
% 3.4 5.0 4.3 5.0 5.1 5.1 5.0 4.1 4.6 4.7
06 13 1 14 0 3 3 4 2 6 23
% 14.9 0.8 6.7 0.0 2.6 1.3 3.3 1.7 2.5 3.4
07 1 12 13 12 3 15 9 7 16 44
% 1.1 9.9 6.3 10.1 2.6 6.4 7.5 5.8 6.6 6.4
08 9 4 13 4 3 7 3 7 10 30
% 10. 3 3.3 6.3 3.4 2.6 3.0 2.5 5.8 4.1 4.4
G Total 87 121 208 119 117 236 120 121 241 685

Code 1 = CGovernnent can setup industries/factories to provide enploynent, 2= Government can provide | oans
to set up small industries— 3 = Snall cottage and village industries can be setup w th Governnent
assi stance, 4 = Technical vocational training fromGovt., 5 = Enploynent facilities at bl ock/district
Level, 6 = Loans and support for animal husbandry fromgovt., 7 = Ohers, 8 = No responsel



DATA SHEET O KURUKSHETRA[O

5.1 Block and village wi se distribution of Respondents 0O

Bl ock Village No. of househol d Total No. of individuai wi th enpl oynent
No. % No. %
Thanesar Unti 100 16. 69 207 16. 44
Anmi n 99 16. 53 205 16. 28
(Tot al 199 33.22 412 32. 720
Pehowa Bat heri 101 16. 86 203 16. 12
Tal heri 100 16. 69 215 17.08
(OTot al 201 33.56 418 33. 200
Babai n Sanghor 98 16. 36 214 17.00
Beedkal wa 101 16. 86 215 17.08
Tot al 199 33.22 429 34.07



5.2 Distributiol oaIndividual 6 Respondenté bl ag& groud and seg wisa i1 Districd Kurukshetra

Age Distribution <----- Thanesar------ > R Pehowa- - - - - - - > R Babain------- > Grand Tota
Unr é Ami 1 Tot ai Bat her é Tal heri Tot ai Sanghor Beedkal wa
18- 25 Mal e 40 36 76 32 38 70 40 44 84 230
% 26. 3 24.5 25.4 21.8 23.6 22.7 25.3 27.5 26. 4 24.9
Femal e 10 14 24 17 10 27 11 10 21 72
% 18. 2 24.1 21.2 30.4 18.5 24.5 19.6 18. 2 18.9 21.6
Tot al 50 50 100 49 48 97 51 54 105 302
% 24.2 24. 4 24.3 24.1 22.3 23.2 23.8 25.1 24.5 24.0
26- 45 Mal e 92 89 181 107 97 204 99 97 196 581
% 60.5 60.5 60.5 72.8 60. 2 66. 2 62.7 60. 6 61.6 62.8
Femal e 38 41 79 36 41 77 41 42 83 239
% 69.1 70.7 69.9 64. 3 75.9 70.0 73.2 76. 4 74.8 71.6
Tot al 130 130 260 143 138 281 140 139 279 820
% 62.8 63.4 63.1 70.4 64.2 67.2 65.4 64.7 65.0 65.1
46- 62 Mal e 20 22 42 8 26 34 19 19 38 114
% 13.2 15.0 14.0 5.4 16.1 11.0 12.0 11.9 11.9 12.3
Femal e 7 3 10 3 3 6 4 3 7 23
% 12.7 5.2 8.8 5.4 5.6 5.5 7.1 5.5 6.3 6.9
Tot al 27 25 52 11 29 40 23 22 45 137
% 13.0 12.2 12. 6 5.4 13.5 9.6 10.7 10. 2 10.5 10.9
District Male 152 147 299 147 161 308 158 160 318 925
% 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 73.5
Femal e 55 58 113 56 54 110 56 55 111 334
% 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 26.5



5.3 Distribution of Respondents by education |evelsO

Bl ock Vill age <-llliterate-> <-R & WPri--> <---Mddle---> <--Voc. Tra--> <- High School > <-Gaduate--> <-Total - >
No. % No. % No. % No. % No. % No. % No.
Thanesar Unri 65 31.4 14 6.8 55 26.6 8 3.9 45 21.7 20 9.7 207
Ami n 45 22.0 7 3.4 47  22.9 7 3.4 58 28.3 41  20.0 205
Tot al 110 26.7 21 5.1 102 24.8 15 3.6 103 25.0 61 14.8 412
Pehowa  Bat heri 96 47.3 15 7.4 53 26.1 5 2.5 26 12.8 8 3.9 203
Tal heri 69 32.1 13 6.0 64 29.8 13 6.0 43  20.0 13 6.0 215
Tot al 165 39.5 28 6.7 117  28.0 18 4.3 69 16.5 21 5.0 418
Babai n Sanghor 51 23.8 18 8.4 65 30.4 7 3.3 56  26.2 17 7.9 214
Beedkal wa 57 26.5 10 4.7 53 24.7 6 2.8 69 32.1 20 9.3 215
Tot al 108 25.2 28 6.5 118 27.5 13 3.0 125 29.1 37 8.6 429



, 5.4 Distribution of Respondents by those shifted fromfarmto
non-farm enpl oynent in 1997-98 to 2000-01 and reasonsO

Bl ock Village <--1--> <--2--> <--3--> <--4--> <--5--> <-Total ->
No No. No No. No No
Thanesar Unri 10
Ami n 8
Tot al 18
Pehowa Bat heri 9
Tal heri 2
Tot al 11
Babai n Sanghor 2
Beedkal wa 6
Tot al 8
G Tot al 0 0 0 0 0 37
Code: 1=Smal | |and hol ding, 2= received vocational training, 3=no scope in agriculture in slack seasons,

4=r ecei ved | oans nder government incone generation, 5=other(



5.5 Distribution of Respondents by those shifted fromnon-farmto
farm enpl oynment in 1997-98 to 2000-01 and reasons(

Bl ock Village <--1--> <--2--> <--3--> <--4--> <-Total ->
No No. No. No No
Pehowa Bat herii 1
Tot al 1
Babai n Beedkal wa 1
Tot al 1
G Tot al 0 0 0 0 2
Code: 1=Smal | |and hol ding, 2= received vocational training, 3=no scope in agriculture in slack seasons,

4=r ecei ved | oans nder governnent incone generationd



5.6 Distribution of Respondents by Perception of income increasd fromFarmto Non-farmactivities in |ast
12 nonths and 3 years back 1997-980

Bl ock Village Increase in inconme in last 12 nmonths Increase in income 3 years back. 1997/1998
<----Yes----> <---- No----> <-Total-> <----Yes----> <---- No----> <-Total->
No. % No. % No. No. % No. % No.

Thanesar Ui 62 30.0 145 70.0 207 124 59.9 82 39.6 207

Ami n 106 51.7 99 48. 3 205 156 76.1 49 23.9 205

Tot al 168 40.78 244 59,22 412 280 67.96 131 31.80 412
Pehowa Bat heri 92 45. 3 111 54.7 203 145 71.4 58 28.6 203

Tal heri 100 46.5 115 53.5 215 163 75.8 52 24.2 215

Tot al 192 45.93 226 54.07 418 308 73.68 110 26.32 418
Babai n Sanghor 96 44.9 118 55.1 214 153 71.5 61 28.5 214

Beedkal wa 99 46.0 116 54.0 215 165 76.7 50 23.3 215

Tot al 195 45.5 234 54.5 429 318 74.1 111 25.9 429



activities in last 12 nonths & 3 years back 1997/1998
(Mul tipl e Response)

Activities A R Inlast 12 Months------------------ > Keeeeeao - 3 years back 1997/1998--------------- >

<--Thanesar---> <---Pehowa----> <----Babain---> G Tot <--Thanesar---> <---Pehowa----> <----Babain---> G Tot
1 2 Tot. 3 4 Tot. 5 6 Tot. 1 2 Tot. 3 4 Tot. 5 6 Tot.
Agri./Agri. Lab. 52 38 90 61 85 146 56 84 140 376 61 40 101 64 93 157 61 88 149 407
% 20 16 18 23 28 26 20 28 24 23 25 19 22 26 33 30 24 31 28 27
Ani mal Hus. etc 49 48 97 84 89 173 72 61 133 403 46 44 90 79 85 164 65 54 119 373
% 19 20 19 32 29 31 26 20 23 25 19 21 20 32 31 31 26 19 22 25
M ni ng Quarrying 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1
% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Manuf act uri ng 9 4 13 2 1 3 6 3 9 25 9 4 13 1 1 2 5 3 8 23
% 3 2 3 1 0 1 2 1 2 2 4 2 3 0 0 0 2 1 2 2
Electricity Gas 2 0 2 0 2 2 5 2 7 11 2 0 2 0 2 2 4 2 6 10
% 1 0 0 0 1 0 2 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 2 1 1 1
Construction 76 62 138 58 49 107 46 71 117 362 65 57 122 56 35 91 42 64 106 319
% 29 26 27 22 16 19 17 24 20 22 26 27 27 23 13 17 17 23 20 21
Tr adi ng/ Rest ur ant 27 40 67 28 40 68 41 22 63 198 25 29 54 25 35 60 32 19 51 165
% 10 16 13 11 13 12 15 7 11 12 10 14 12 10 13 11 13 7 10 11
Transport/ Conm 4 6 10 6 14 20 12 7 19 49 3 4 7 4 13 17 10 5 15 39
% 2 2 2 2 5 4 4 2 3 3 1 2 2 2 5 3 4 2 3 3
St orage & Warehouse 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1
% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 Comuni ty/ Soci al ServicO

Govt. 22 32 54 6 4 10 17 25 42 106 22 25 47 6 3 9 16 26 42 98
Non- govt 21 12 33 16 17 33 18 26 44 110 14 8 22 10 10 20 14 20 34 76
Tot al 43 44 87 22 21 43 35 51 86 216 36 33 69 16 13 29 30 46 76 174
% 16 18 17 8 7 8 13 17 15 13 15 16 15 7 5 6 12 16 14 12
0 G Total 262 243 505 261 302 563 274 301 575 1643 247 211 458 245 278 523 250 281 531 151

Code --> 1=Unti, 2=Amin, 3=Batheri, 4=Tal heri, 5=Sanghor, 6=Beedkal wa

Note --> Total no. of respondents exceeds the no. of respondents because in many cases individuals perforned nore than one activity.
The proportion worked out for each village/activity corrospondingly by also exceed 100 in total, being based on i ndividual
repondents figure.



5.8 Distribution of Respondents by use of various enploynent schenes in last 12 Months & 3 years back 1997/1998
(Ml tiple Response)

Schermes R L Inlast 12 Months------------------ e LR 3 years back 1997/1998--------------- >

<--Thanesar---> <---Pehowa----> <----Babain---> G Tot <--Thanesar---> <---Pehowa----> <----Babain---> G Tot
1 2 Tot. 3 4 Tot. 5 6 Tot. 1 2 Tot. 3 4 Tot. 5 6 Tot.

S.GSY 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 61 40 101 64 93 157 61 88 149 407
% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 31 24 27 31 40 36 31 37 34 33
J.GSY. 4 2 6 5 6 11 0 4 4 21 46 44 90 79 85 164 65 54 119 373
% 6 4 5 12 10 11 0 8 4 7 23 26 24 38 37 37 33 23 27 30
I.AY. 7 2 9 4 4 8 5 10 15 32 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1
% 11 4 8 10 7 8 10 20 15 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
PMGY. 9 4 13 1 1 2 5 3 8 23 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
% 14 9 12 2 2 2 10 6 8 7 0 0 0 0 ° 0 0 0 0 0
MV.Y. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 0 2 2 4 2 6 10
% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 2 1 1 1
R G Y./ EAS 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 65 57 122 56 35 91 42 64 106 319
% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 33 34 33 27 15 21 21 27 24 26
PMGSY. 25 29 54 25 36 61 32 19 51 166 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
% 38 62 38 60 59 59 67 3, 52 53 0 0 0 0 ° 0 0 0 0 0
E. K Y. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 4 7 4 13 17 10 5 15 39
% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 2 2 6 4 5 2 3 3
H G V. F 10 1 11 6 9 15 4 10 14 40 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1
% 15 2 10 14 15 15 8 20 14 13 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
S LAV.F 1 5 6 1 5 6 0 4 4 16 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
% 2 11 5 2 8 6 ° 8 4 15 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Q her 9 4 13 0 0 0 2 0 2 15 22 25 47 6 3 9 16 26 42 98
% 14 9 12 0 0 0 4 0 2 5 11 15 13 3 1 2 8 11 10 8
Tot al 65 47 112 42 61 103 48 50 98 313 199 170 369 209 232 441 199 239 438 1248
% 26 20 23 1, 25 22 11 2° 1t 21 93 96 94 95 96 96 93 92 93 94
Response 188 185 373 190 184 374 202 204 406 1153 14 8 22 10 10 20 14 20 34 76
% 74 80 77 82 75 78 81 80 81 79 7 4 6 5 4 4 7 8 7 6



Code --> 1=Unti, 2=Amin, 3=Batheri, 4=Tal heri, 5=Sanghor, 6=Beedkal wa

S.G S Y = Swarnj ayanti G am Swaroj gar Yojana, J.G S.Y = Jawahar G am Sanri dhi Yojana, |.A Y.= Indira Awaas Yojana,
P.M G Y.= Pradhan Mantri G anodhaya Yojana, MV.Y. = Marubhum Vikas Yojana, R G Y.= Rojgar Gurantee Yojana(EAS)

P.M G S. Y. =Pradhan Mantri G am Sarak Yojana

E.K Y. = Ekendri Karan Yojana, H G V.F.= Haryana Gram Vi kas Fund, S.L.A V.F.=Sansad/Vi dhayak Local Area Vikas FundO



(6.1 Distributiof

oz I ndi viduai Respondentd

bu Problem O

faceada iT non-fari activitiesOd
r------ <------ Pehowa- - - - - - - > <------ Babai n------- > Grand Tot al
Tot al Bat heri Tal heri Tot al Sanghor Beedkal wa
Tot al

289 137 157 294 131 116 247 830
28.9 35.6 28.4 31.4 34.7 30.5 32.6 30.8
193 80 126 206 83 77 160 559
19. 3 20. 8 22.8 22.0 22.0 20. 3 21.1 20.7
82 18 46 64 24 20 44 190
8.2 4.7 8.3 6.8 6.4 5.3 5.8 7.1
261 104 128 232 89 101 190 683
26.1 27.0 23.2 24.8 23.6 26. 6 25.1 25.4
59 2 33 35 12 8 20 114
5.9 0.5 6.0 3.7 3.2 2.1 2.6 4.2
112 42 58 100 33 58 91 303
11.2 10.9 10.5 10. 7 8.8 15. 3 12.0 11.2
4 2 4 6 5 0 5 15
0.4 0.5 0.7 0.6 1.3 0.0 0.7 0.6
1000 385 552 937 377 380 757 2694

Code 1 =
4

<----- Thanesa

unri Ami n
143 146
% 30.4 27.5
97 96
% 20.6 18.1
32 50
% 6.8 9.4
122 139
% 26.0 26.2
26 33
% 5.5 6.2
50 62
% 10.6 11. 7
0 4
% 0.0 0.8
470 530
Coul d not get bank | oan

Very little scope in non-farm enpl oynent,

entire year

7 =

Note -->
activity.

i ndi vi dual

O hers

, 2= No know edge to initiate right work, 3 = Could not find right enplynment opportunity

5 = There is risk in non-farm enpl oynent,

6 could not get work for

Total no. of respondents exceeds the no. of respondents because in many cases individuals performed nore than one

The proportion worked

repondents figure.O

out for

each village/activity

corrospondingly by al so exceed 100 in total

bei ng based on



5.10 Distribution of Individual Respondents by interest shown
in non-farmactivities & enploynment with reasonsl

<----- Thanesar------ > <------ Pehowa- - - - - - - > <------ Babain------- > Grand Tota
unri Anmi n Tot al Bat heri Tal heré Tot al Sanghor Beedkal wa Tot a

Farm 38 56 94 50 69 119 46 59 105 318
% 19.5 27.7 23.7 24.9 32.7 28.9 22.0 28. 4 25.2 25.9
Non- Farm 157 146 303 151 142 293 163 148 311 907
% 80.5 72.3 76. 3 75.1 67.3 71.1 78.0 71.2 74.6 74.0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1
% 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.5 0.2 0.1
Total --> 195 202 397 201 211 412 209 208 417 1226
1 43 64 107 84 87 171 105 76 181 459
% 33.3 43.5 38.8 54.9 56.5 55.7 64. 4 47.5 56.0 50.7
2 37 7 44 15 5 20 6 13 19 83
% 28.7 4.8 15.9 9.8 3.2 6.5 3.7 8.1 5.9 9.2
3 40 73 113 37 55 92 45 61 106 311
% 31.0 49.7 40.9 24.2 35.7 30.0 27.6 38.1 32.8 34.3
6 3 1 4 0 1 1 2 0 2 7
% 2.3 0.7 1.4 0.0 0.6 0.3 1.2 0.0 0.6 0.8
7 6 2 8 17 6 23 5 9 14 45
% 4.7 1.4 2.9 11.1 3.9 7.5 3.1 5.6 4.3 5.0
8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1
% 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.6 0.3 0.1
O Tot al 129 147 276 153 154 307 163 160 323 90

Code 1= More earning in Non-farm activities/Mre enploynent opportunity, 2 small land holding with | ess

irrigation facilities- 3= No land, 4 = No irrigation facilities, 5 I nvol ved in ani mal husbandry as

a maj or source of inconme- 6= Others, 7 = No response

Note --> Total no. of respondents exceeds the no. of respondents because in many cases i ndividuals performed
nore than one activity® The proportion worked out for each village/activity corrospondingly by
al so exceed 100 in total, being based on individuai repondents figure.O



5.11 Distribution of Individual Respondents by suggestions to increase Non-farm enpl oynent

Suggesti ons <----- Thanesar------ > R Pehowa- - - - - - - > R Babai n------- > Grand Tot al
Unr é Ami 1 Tot ai Bat her é Tal her é Tot ai Sanghor Beedkal wa Tot al
1 74 86 160 81 80 161 74 89 163 484
% 35.9 42.2 39.0 40.7 37.4 39.0 35.1 42.2 38.6 38.9
2 27 51 78 35 51 86 47 37 84 248
% 13.1 25.0 19.0 17.6 23.8 20. 8 22.3 17.5 19.9 19.9
3 38 26 64 22 25 47 23 25 48 159
% 18. 4 12. 7 15. 6 11.1 11.7 11. 4 10.9 11.8 11. 4 12. 8
4 17 11 28 8 3 11 19 14 33 72
% 8.3 5.4 6.8 4.0 1.4 2.7 9.0 6.6 7.8 5.8
6 38 21 59 46 34 80 31 28 59 198
% 18. 4 10. 3 14. 4 23.1 15.9 19. 4 14.7 13.3 14.0 15.9
7 3 1 4 3 5 8 4 0 4 16
% 1.5 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.3 1.9 1.9 0.0 0.9 1.3
8 9 8 17 4 16 20 13 18 31 68
% 4.4 3.9 4.1 2.0 7.5 4.8 6.2 8.5 7.3 5.5
G Total 206 204 410 199 214 413 211 211 422 1245

Code 1 = Government can setup industries/factories to provide enmpl oynent, 2= Government can provi de | oans
to set up small industries- 3 = Small cottage and village industries can be setup with Governnent
assistance, 4 = Technical vocational training fromGovt., 5 = Enploynent facilities at Zilla
Pari shad Level, 6 = Loans for animal husbandry, 7 = Others- , % N response.

Note --> Total no. of respondents exceeds the no. of respondents because in many cases i ndividuals performed
nmore than one activity® The proportion worked out for each village/activity corrospondingly by also
exceed 100 in total, being based on individuai repondents figure.O



5.12 Distribution of Respondents by distance travelled for work during the last 12 nonths with in 20 Km

(Mul tipl& Response)

Activitieo unri Ani n Bat heri Tal heri Sanghor Beed Kalwa Grand Tot al
Ani mal husbandry etc 47 48 84 91 71 55 396
% 19.7 21.1 36.1 33.6 32.3 21.2 27.3
Manuf act uri ng 6 3 2 0 2 3 16
% 2.5 1.3 0.9 0.0 0.9 1.2 1.1
Electricity Gas water 0 2 0 2 1 1 6
% 0.0 0.9 0.0 0.7 0.5 0.4 0.4
Constructi on/ Repairing 78 60 61 49 49 74 371
% 32.8 26.3 26.2 18.1 22.3 28.5 25.6
Tr ade 26 41 28 36 34 22 187
% 10.9 18.0 12.0 13.3 15.5 8.5 12.9
TPT/ Conmuni cat i on 2 3 4 11 5 4 29
% 0.8 1.3 1.7 4.1 2.3 1.5 2.0
St orage & War ehousi ng 0 1 0 1 0 0 2
% 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.1
CSPS Govt. 18 22 3 2 10 18 73
% 7.6 9.6 1.3 0.7 4.5 6.9 5.0
Non- Govt 16 11 12 15 14 15 83
% 6.7 4.8 5.2 5.5 6.4 5.8 5.7
Total no.of Non-farm enmpl oynent 193 190 193 207 186 192 1161
No. of respondents 193 190 193 207 186 192 1161
Agri . Labour/Cul tivator 45 37 39 64 34 68 287
% 18.9 16. 2 16. 7 23.6 15.5 26.2 19. 8



5.13 No. of days worked on various activities in last 12 nmonths and 3 years back 1997-19980

Activities R e I THANESAR- - - - - - o - e e e e >
L unmri---------- > R L Amin----------- > <---Grand Total---> % Goth in |ast
<---No. of Days---> % Goth <---No. of Days---> % Goth <---No. of Days---> 12 nonth
Last 12 3 years in |ast Last 12 3 years in |ast Last 12 3 years
Mont hs back 12 month Mont hs back 12 month Mont hs back

1997/ 98 1997/ 98 1997/ 98

Ani mal husbandry etc 13170 11180 17.8 12900 11036 14. 26070 22216 17.3
% 24.5 24.5 24.5 27.0 24.5 25.7

M ni ng/ Quarryi ng 0 0 *ok Kk 150 140 6. 150 140 7.1
% 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.3 0.1 0.2

Manuf act uri ng 2080 1820 14. 3 830 720 13. 2910 2540 14. 6
% 3.9 4.0 1.6 1.8 2.7 2.9

Electricity Gas water 0 0 * ok kK ok ok 330 320 3. 330 320 3.1
% 0.0 0.0 0.6 0.8 0.3 0.4

Construction/ Repairing 15895 11906 33.5 11170 8520 23. 27065 20426 32.5
% 29.6 26.1 21.2 20.9 25.4 23.6

Tr ade 7850 6915 13.5 11380 7491 34. 19230 14406 33.5
% 14. 6 15.2 21.6 18. 4 18.1 16. 7

TPT/ Conmuni cat i on 1090 700 55.7 1690 1010 40. 2780 1710 62. 6
% 2.0 1.5 3.2 2.5 2.6 2.0

St orage & War ehousi ng 0 0 *k ok k% 290 0 100. 290 0 *k ook k%
% 0.0 0.0 0.5 0.0 0.3 0.0

CSPS Govt. 5825 6030 -3.4 8780 6545 25. 14605 12575 16.1
% 10. 8 13.2 16. 7 16.0 13.7 14.6

Non- Govt . 5100 2900 75.9 2990 1750 41. 8090 4650 74.0
% 9.5 6.4 5.7 4.3 7.6 5.4

Total no.of days in

Non-f ar m enpl oynent 51010 41451 23.1 50510 37532 34. 101520 78983 28.5
% 94.8 90.9 95.8 92.0 95.3 91.4



No. of respondent 205 180 204 172 409 352

Avg. No. of days 249 230 248 218 248 224
Agri . Labour/ Cul tivator 2770 4145 -33.2 2222 3284 -47.8 4992 7429 -32.8
% 5.2 9.1 4.2 8.0 4.7 8.6



5.13 No. of days worked on various activities in last 12 nonths and 3 years back 1997-19980

Activities e e PEHOWA- - - - - - - - o - e e e e oo >
<-mem----- Bat heri--------- > <-mem----- Tal heri--------- > <---Grand Total---> % Goth in
| ast
<---No. of Days---> % G oth <---No. of Days---> % G oth <---No. of Days---> 12 nonth
Last 12 3 years in |ast Last 12 3 years in |ast Last 12 3 years
Mont hs back 12 month Mont hs back 12 month Mont hs back
1997/ 98 1997/ 98 1997/ 98
Ani mal husbandry etc 23660 19490 21. 4 22286 19150 14.1 45946 38640 18.9
% 45, 2 45.1 39.4 39.7 42.2 42.3
Manuf act uri ng 440 200 120.0 250 200 20.0 690 400 72.5
% 0.8 0.5 0.4 0.4 0.6 0.4
El ectricity Gas water 0 0 * Rk 760 650 14.5 760 650 16.9
% 0.0 0.0 1.3 1.3 0.7 0.7
Constructi on/ Repairing 11975 10030 19. 4 9145 5480 40. 1 21120 15510 36. 2
% 22.9 23.2 16. 2 11. 4 19. 4 17.0
Tr ade 7950 6625 20.0 10610 9092 14. 3 18560 15717 18.1
% 15.2 15. 3 18. 8 18.9 17.1 17.2
TPT/ Communi cat i on 1520 570 166. 7 3440 2780 19.2 4960 3350 48.1
% 2.9 1.3 6.1 5.8 4.6 3.7
St orage & War ehousi ng 0 0 * ok ok ok ok ok 580 440 24. 1 580 440 31.8
% 0.0 0.0 1.0 0.9 0.5 0.5
CcsPsO
Govt. 1750 1610 8.7 1170 845 27.8 2920 2455 18.9
% 3.3 3.7 2.1 1.8 2.7 2.7
Non- Govt . 3970 2270 74.9 3865 2370 38.7 7835 4640 68.9
% 7.6 5.3 6.8 4.9 7.2 5.1

Total no.of days in
Non-f ar m enpl oynent 51265 40795 25.7 52106 41007 27.1 103371 81802 26.4
% 98.0 94. 4 92.2 85.1 95.0 89.5



No. of respondent 200 177 214 187 414 364

Avg. No. of days 256 230 243 219 250 225
Agri . Labour/ Cul tivator 1045 2400 -56.5 4399 7187 -63.4 5444 9587 -43.2
% 2.0 5.6 7.8 14.9 5.0 10.5



5.13 No. of days worked on various activities in last 12 nonths and 3 years back 1997-19980

Activities R e T BABAIN- - - - - - - m e e e >
S Sanghor--------- > S Beedkal wa- - - - - - - - > <---Grand Total---> % Goth in | ast
<---No. of Days---> % Goth <---No. of Days---> % Goth <---No. of Days---> 12 nonth
Last 12 3 years in |ast Last 12 3 years in |ast Last 12 3 years
Mont hs back 12 month Mont hs back 12 month Mont hs back
1997/ 98 1997/ 98 1997/ 98
Ani mal husbandry etc 20360 17850 14.1 16050 13940 13.1 36410 31790 14.5
% 35.5 37.1 29.1 29.4 32.4 33.3
Manuf act uri ng 1450 1270 14. 2 720 520 27.8 2170 1790 21.2
% 2.5 2.6 1.3 1.1 1.9 1.9
Electricity Gas water 1140 860 32.6 470 430 8.5 1610 1290 24.8
% 2.0 1.8 0.9 0.9 1.4 1.4
Construction/ Repairing 8260 6460 27.9 11900 9775 17.9 20160 16235 24.2
% 14. 4 13. 4 21.6 20.6 17.9 17.0
Tr ade 11490 8340 37.8 6475 5295 18. 2 17965 13635 31.8
% 20.0 17. 4 11. 7 11. 2 16.0 14. 3
TPT/ Conmuni cat i on 3290 2590 27.0 1780 1150 35.4 5070 3740 35.6
% 5.7 5.4 3.2 2.4 4.5 3.9
CSPsO
Govt. 4980 4545 9.6 7170 6950 3.1 12150 11495 5.7
% 8.7 9.5 13.0 14. 7 10. 8 12.0
Non- Govt 4680 3365 39.1 7095 4930 30.5 11775 8295 42.0
% 8.2 7.0 12.9 10. 4 10.5 8.7
Total no.of days in
Non- f ar m enpl oyment 55650 45280 22.9 51660 42990 20.2 107310 88270 21.6
% 97.1 94.2 93.6 90.7 95.4 92.5
No. of respondent 214 187 211 190 425 377
Avg. No. of days 260 242 245 226 252 234
Agri . Labour/Cul tivator 1660 2785 -40.4 3540 4410 -24.6 5200 7195 -27.7
% 2.9 5.8 6.4 9.3 4.6 7.5



5.13 No. of days worked on various activities in last 12 nonths and 3 years back 1997-1998
in District Kurukshetra by the six villagelO
Activities <---@Gand Total ---> % Goth in | ast
<---No. of Days---> 12 nonth
Last 12 3 years
Mont hs back

1997/ 98
Ani mal husbandry etc 108426 92646 17.0
% 33.1 33.9
M ni ng/ Quarryi ng 150 140 7.1
% 0.0 0.1
Manuf act uri ng 5770 4730 22.0
% 1.8 1.7
Electricity Gas water 2700 2260 19.5
% 0.8 0.8
Construction/ Repairing 68345 52171 31.0
% 20.8 19.1
Trade 55755 43758 27.4
% 17.0 16.0
TPT/ Conmmuni cat i on 12810 8800 45.6
% 3.9 3.2
St orage & War ehousi ng 870 440 97.7
% 0.3 0.2
OCsPsO
CGovt . 29675 26525 11.9
% 9.1 9.7
Non- Govt . 27700 17585 57.5
% 8.4 6.4
Total (Govt® | Non-Govt.© 57375 44110
% 17.5 16. £ 30.0
Total no.of days in Non-farm enpl oyment 312201 249055 25.4
% 95.2 91.1
No. of respondent 1248 1093

Avg. No. of days 250 228



Agri . Labour/ Cul tivator 15636 24211 -35.4



5.14 Details of fam|ly nmenbers in district Kurukshetral

Di stribution <----- THANESAR- - - - - - > <------ PEHOMA- - - - - - - > <------- BABAI N- - - - - - > Grand Tot al
unri Ani n Tot al Bat heri Tal heri Tot al Sanghor Beed Tot a

(OTot al Househol d 100 99 199 101 100 201 98 101 199 5990

(OTot al nenber 354 348 702 365 380 745 358 396 754 22010

0 Sex[O

Mal e 194 189 383 200 209 409 201 210 411 1203

Femal e 160 159 319 165 171 336 157 186 343 998

O Age Distributiol

18- 25 110 108 218 109 110 219 105 97 202 639
26- 45 189 186 375 206 207 413 204 242 446 1234
46- 62 55 54 109 50 63 113 49 57 106 328

[Education | evel O

Illiterate 127 90 217 189 131 320 108 118 226 763
Primary 18 13 31 30 33 63 29 27 56 150
M ddile 90 83 173 83 104 187 104 94 198 558
Commer ci al Trai nded 10 7 17 9 16 25 14 11 25 67
Interm di ate 74 102 176 43 72 115 80 112 192 483
Graduate & above 35 53 88 11 24 35 23 34 57 180

0 Activities durinl

| ast year
Non-farm 206 209 415 204 219 423 211 216 427 1265
Farm 66 50 116 93 84 177 44 62 106 399

O Activities durinlO

1997-1998
Non-farm 179 175 354 183 190 373 184 192 376 1103
Farm 76 58 134 98 98 196 50 73 123 453



5.15 Distribution of Respondend Househol ds by no. of family nenbers renigrated
in 3 years(1997-98) with reasonsd

<----- THANESAR- - - - - - > <------ PEHOMA- - - - - - - > <-mm---- BABAI N- - - - - - > Grand Tota
unri Ani n Tot al Bat heri Tal heri Tot al Sanghor Beed Tot a
Yes 1 0 1 1 1 2 0 0 0 3
% 1.0 0.0 0.5 1.8 1.0 1.3 >Rk 0.0 0.0 0.7
No 99 89 188 55 97 152 0 100 100 440
% 99.0 100.0 99.5 98. 2 99.0 98. 7 *xx%% 100.0 100.0 99.3
O Tot al 100 89 189 56 98 154 0 100 100 44

Reasons 1= New Industries/Factories in the village, 2 = No option for non-farm ng enpl oynent
3= The govt. schemes are successfully running in the area, 4 = O hers



5.16 Distribution of Respondend Households by no. of fam |y menbers migrated to town
for enmploynent in 3 years(1997-98) with reasonsl

<----- THANESAR- - - - - - > <------ PEHOMA- - - - - - - > <-mm---- BABAI N- - - - - - > Grand Tota
unri Ani n Tot al Bat heri Tal heri Tot al Sanghor Beed Tot a
Yes 3 4 7 5 3 8 2 4 6 21
% 3.0 4.4 3.7 6.5 3.0 4.5 28.6 4.0 5.6 4.4
No 97 87 184 72 96 168 5 97 102 454
% 97.0 95.6 96. 3 93.5 97.0 95.5 71. 4 96.0 94. 4 95.6
O Tot al 100 91 191 77 99 176 7 101 108 47

Reasons 1= No enpl oyment opprtunities in village, 2 = Small/no | and hol di ng,
3= No work for entire year, 4 = O hersd



5.17 Distribution of Respondend Househol ds by interest shown in
Non- farm enpl oynent with reasons

<----- THANESAR- - - - - - > <------ PEHOWA- - - - - - - > S BABAI N- - - - - - > Grand Tota
unri Ani n Tot al Bat heri Tal heri Tot al Sanghor Beed Tot a
Farm 19 31 50 21 35 56 23 29 52 158
% 19.2 31.3 25.3 20.8 35.7 28.1 23.5 28.7 26.1 26.5
Non-farm 80 68 148 80 63 143 75 72 147 438
% 80.8 68.7 74.7 79.2 64.3 71.9 76.5 71.3 73.9 73.5
Total --> 99 99 198 101 98 199 98 101 199 596
1 15 7 22 3 36 39 4 22 26 87
% 15.6 10. 3 13. 4 3.8 37.1 22.0 5.8 27.8 17.6 17. 8
2 46 8 54 2 61 63 15 26 41 158
% 47.9 11. 8 32.9 2.5 62.9 35.6 21.7 32.9 27.7 32.3
3 6 29 35 28 0 28 11 23 34 97
% 6.3 42. 6 21.3 35.0 0.0 15. 8 15.9 29.1 23.0 19. 8
4 6 2 8 2 0 2 3 1 4 14
% 6.3 2.9 4.9 2.5 0.0 1.1 4.3 1.3 2.7 2.9
5 2 0 2 14 0 14 5 3 8 24
% 2.1 0.0 1.2 17.5 0.0 7.9 7.2 3.8 5.4 4.9
6 21 22 43 31 0 31 31 4 35 109
% 21.9 32.4 26.2 38.8 0.0 17.5 44.9 5.1 23.6 22.3
0 Tot al 96 68 164 80 9 177 69 79 148 489
No Response 4 31 35 21 0 21 26 21 47 103
G Tot al 100 99 199 101 97 198 95 100 195 592

Code 1= More earning in NFA/ nore enpl oynent opprtunities,
2= Less agricultural land with less irrigation facilities, 3 = NO land for cultivation,
4= No irrigation facilities , 5 = Aninal husbandry is the main occupation, 6 = Ohers, 7 = No responsel]



5.18 Distribution of Respondend Househol ds by suggestions of increasing Non-farm enpl oynent O

Suggesti ons <----- THANESAR- - - - - - > <------ PEHOMA- - - - - - - > <------- BABAI N- - - - - - > Grand Tot al
unri Ani n Tot al Bat heri Tal heri Tot al Sanghor Beed Tot a
01 28 31 59 40 29 69 25 45 70 198
% 28.0 31.3 29.6 39.6 29.0 34.3 26.0 45.5 35.9 33.3
02 31 17 48 13 17 30 26 14 40 118
% 31.0 17.2 24.1 12.9 17.0 14.9 27.1 14.1 20.5 19.8
03 25 29 54 17 20 37 11 6 17 108
% 25.0 29.3 27.1 16. 8 20.0 18. 4 11.5 6.1 8.7 18.2
04 5 1 6 4 2 6 6 3 9 21
% 5.0 1.0 3.0 4.0 2.0 3.0 6.3 3.0 4.6 3.5
05 1 4 5 3 5 8 3 0 3 16
% 1.0 4.0 2.5 3.0 5.0 4.0 3.1 0.0 1.5 2.7
06 7 10 17 18 23 41 9 15 24 82
% 7.0 10.1 8.5 17.8 23.0 20. 4 9.4 15.2 12.3 13.8
07 2 4 6 6 0 6 10 15 25 37
% 2.0 4.0 3.0 5.9 0.0 3.0 10. 4 15.2 12.8 6.2
08 1 3 4 0 4 4 6 1 7 15
% 1.0 3.0 2.0 0.0 4.0 2.0 6.3 1.0 3.6 2.5
0 G Total 100 99 199 101 100 201 96 99 195 595

Code 1 = Governnment can setup industries/factories to provide enploynent, 2= Government can provide | oans
to set up small industries- 3 = Small cottage and village industries can be setup with Governnent
assi stance, 4 = Technical vocational training fromGovt.- 5 = Enploynent facilities at block/district
Level, 6 = Loans and support for animal husbandry fromgovt.- 7 = Others, 8 = No responsel]
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