Chapter Six

Adequacy of drought mitigation measures

Introduction

Drought relief measures are carried out on a usual basis in Gujarat as large part of the state are under the influence of drought. Apart from area development programme i.e. DPAP and DDP programmes, which are centrally sponsored programme, state governments takes care of drought relief work during the drought period in some or the other areas in Gujarat. Government of Gujarat under relief commissioners, follows “the Gujarat relief manual”, 1982 (revised in 1987) for carrying scarcity works during natural calamity especially during drought period. A complete review of this manual has been done in the following chapter. In this chapter, a detail profile of the adequacy of drought relief work has been presented. Information on drought relief work has been obtained through primary survey in all the 12 selected villages from 6 districts as mentioned earlier. Adequacy of relief work has been assessed in terms of the extent of availability of work, shortfalls in demand and actual work, adequacy of various activities under relief work and various other issues related to appropriateness of relief works during drought. Gender dimension in relief work has also been assessed to see the conditions of women in drought areas of Gujarat. 

Process of relief work in drought

The start of relief wok coincides with the declaration of drought at village level. Relief work of government follows the relief manual strictly in carrying out various programmes of activities under it. It has been observed during the field visit that government declares drought on time whenever necessary. 

Table 6.1a shows household response on the beginning of relief work, their satisfaction and various type of work that has been carried out during the drought. Out of 530 household 386 (73%) of the household reported start of the relief work which were available for them. On asking whether they are satisfied with the relief work only 47% of the household responded with satisfaction. This indicates that majority of the household are not satisfied with the relief work. However, more than 50% coverage of people for relief work at village level indicates the dire need of “work for wage” during the drought period (see table 6.1.b)

The various type of relief work for employment to rural household were deepening of ponds for both drinking and irrigation purposes, bunding or banking of part, irrigation ponds, road and drainage work, road constructions, check dams etc. However, majority of household (65%) reported deepening of ponds by relief work carried out during drought period followed by 6.42% of household reporting bunding of ponds (see table 6.2). Other activities were not significant as very less number of household reported those work being carried out during drought relief. These works are generally carried out with participation of rural labours. One of the striking observations is that a good number of female participated in drought relief work. Table 6.3 shows percentage male and female workers participating in drought relief work in drought prone districts in Gujarat. 

Female participation in drought relief work

22% of the total female workers in all the 6 districts participated in drought relief work, while about 23% of male reported participating in relief work. Thus, an almost equal number of female took part in all the drought relief activities. However, a significant variation at district level has been observed. Participation of drought relief work in Surendranagar district has been higher by both male and female workers compared to rest of the other districts. Almost 40% of both male and female workers reported participation in drought works in Surendranagar district, followed by Banaskantha and Panchmahal district. Bharuch reported lowest male-female participation. Female participation in drought relief works in Banaskantha has been higher than their male counterparts. Increasing number of female participation in drought relief work has been observed in these areas in Gujarat. 

Wage of drought relief work 

However wages received by them varies between the districts. It has been observed that 15% of each of the total male and total female gets wages between Rs. 30-39 daily during the drought relief work (See Table 6.4), while 5% of each of the total male  and total female gets wages less that Rs. 29 per day during relief work. Only about 2% of the total male and the total female get wages between Rs.40-49. Very few workers get wage of more than Rs. 50. However significant variation in wage has been observed at the district level. About 10% of male and female get comparatively higher wage of Rs. 40-49 in Surendranagar district. This indicates a very less wage differentiation on the basis of gender. Gender discrimination in either participation or in wages has not been observed in drought relief programmes at village level. This could be due to the fact that female in rural areas in drought regions takes part in all economic activities (including relief work) in order to supplement the household income. However, during relief work Female participation has been observed in more number. One of the reason for this could be that most of the relief works are provided within the drought village or near to it so that female could take part easily without travelling a long distance for the search of job 

Distance to relief work 

Table 6.5 shows distance of the location of relief works across the districts. Altogether 16.7% male and 16% female get their work in their native villages itself. While only 3.8% male and 3.8% female get their work near their village. Only 2% male and 1.6% female reported getting relief work at the nearest villages which are 2 to 5 km away from their own. 

District level variation has also been observed. More than 9% male and an equal percentage of female get relief work 2.5 km away from their village in Surendranagar district. It is noted that Surendranagar district has reported highest percentage of participation in drought relief work within their village, followed by Banaskantha. Thus, it has been observed that drought relief works were carried out in the villages, so that villagers can take part in it, and they can benefit out of it. An estimation of total income out of relief work has been done for all the workers who participated in relief work during last drought. 

Income Benefits of relief work 

Table 6.6 shows distribution of income from relief work across districts in drought prone areas in Gujarat. Out of 23%, 16% of male that participates in relief work have reported their total earnings less than Rs. 3000 during entire period of relief work, while 16% of the total female that participate in relief work, also earned same amount during the same period. 5% each male and female reported their total earnings in between Rs. 3001 and Rs. 6000. Rest others reported more than Rs. 6000 which is negligible. As it is the beginning of summer each year after the declaration, the relief work becomes a seasonal affair for rural workers It is therefore, important to know the duration of relief work. 

Duration of drought relief work 

Generally all relief works are provided for at least 3 months during drought period in peak summer season. Based on our field survey data, (see Table 6.7) maximum number of house holds reported having worked for relief work for 1 to 2 months. However, a significant number of households also reported total duration of relief work of 3 months in their respective villages. Out of 340 households that reported total duration of relief work, 39, 172, 102 and 27 households report total duration of relief work of less than a months, 1-2 months, 3 months and more than three months respectively. In another words 51% of the total households reported duration of relief work of 1-2 months during drought period, followed by 30% which reported at least 3 month relief work in their villages. Thus, a majority of rural households reported total duration of relief work for 1-2 months in drought affected villages in Gujarat.

Adequacy of relief work

Wide gap between the demand of relief work and the actual work carried out has been observed in all the villages in drought areas in Gujarat. Table 6.8 shows the average demand of work days and actual work day provided during the relief work. As per filed survey only 22% population got relief work. Their average demand for wage employment was 111 days, whereas they actually got 67 days of work during the last drought, registrering a shortfall of 44 days. This indicates a gross inadequacy of relief work to the villagers during drought period. However, significant variations across the villages have been observed.

Highest shortfall of 77 days has been observed in Kherap villages in Pachmahal districts, followed by Dehri in Bharuch district with 68 days shortfall of relief work. The shortfall in DDP villages except for Kalam (Surendranagar) has been found comparatively lower than those of DPAP villages. This could be attributed, to the fact that DDP areas suffer more on account of frequent drought as compared to DPAP villages. People’s demand and for relief work on DPAP villages were higher in anticipation of drought. However, the inadequacies of relief work were real as all the villages reported drought during last five years.

Worksite facilities during relief work  

It has been observed that various worksite facilities has also provided to the workers during the relief work. 231 households reported having drinking water facilities at work site, 157 households reported having first aid box and 52 households reported having facilities of shade at the various worksites amongst the 12 villages surveyed (Table 6.7a). Facilities for children and pregnant mother, and crèche were also observed during the field survey. 

Relief work: process, benefits and utilization

It has been observed that relief works that were carried out during drought period in affected villages are far from adequate. However, the process of relief work reaches to villages as and when required. Hence 73% of the total household reported the started of relief work in their respective villages (Table 6.8). It has been also observed that major relief works carried out during drought were deepening of ponds both for irrigation and drinking water purposes. The process of relief work has been quite cumbersome as it needs careful planning before the start of the actual works. Work is generally carried out by the individual in a gang on the work site and various processes follows after that till the actual utilization of assets by the villages takes place. A brief process has been described here in order to understand the mechanism of relief work at village level.

Frequency of measurement of work and payment 

Individual workers work in a gang and their work are measured weekly (generally). Table 6.9 shows the process of measurement and its frequency. Out of 530 households, 283 reported that relief works were measured on the basis of gang and payments were made weekly (284 hh). The measurement are generally carried out by the Junior Engineers, sometime other village level official and clerk also carries measurement of work. Out of 530 households, 208 reported that measurement of relief work has been carried out by the Junior Engineers, while 42 households reported villages level officers doing the measurement, followed by 27 households which reported clerk doing measurement of relief work in all the 6 districts. Their payments are generally done after the completions of measurements of the work. Record of muster is being kept at the work site, as 271 households reported the record of master at work site during the drought period (Table 6.11)

Frequency and mode of payment

Almost all the households that participated in relief work reported receiving their payment weekly. Thus a weekly payment is made after the measurement of actual work done by them. The payments are made either in cash or in kind (i.e. distribution of grains). Table.6.10a, b, and c show the frequency and mode of payment of drought relief work. Relatively higher number of households have received their wage is grains then cash. Out of 530, 289 households reported receiving their wage in grain while 266 reported having received their wages in cash (see table 6.10 a and b), however an almost equal number of households (265) reported having received their wages both in cash and gracing. Marginal variations across the district have also been observed.

Benefits of relief work

Relief work benefits rural households in various ways. Apart from providing them wage employment, social benefits are who provided to rural households of the affected villages. Social benefits in terms of disable, old and pregnant women getting wage employment are common during drought period under the relief work. 22 households across the 12 villages reported wage employment benefit for disable and old persons of more than 65 years of age. 4 pregnant women reported getting engaged in relief work, in which 3 belong to Surendanagar districts only (see Table 6.12 and 6.13). Free distribution of grains to rural households has also been observed during the last drought. 43 households reported taking benefits of free grains during the last drought. None of the households from Panchmahal and Bharuch district got benefits of fee distribution of grain, while 17 households in Surendranagar, 19 in Junagadh, 3 in Kutch and 4 in Banaskantha districts reported receiving grains during drought (see table 6.14). The distribution of grains is generally provided through the fair price shop under public distribution system in their respective villages. 

It has been observed during our field survey that performance of fair price shop is by and large up to the mark. Most of the villages reported having fair price shop inside their villages and they are open on a regular basis (Table 6.15). Out of 530 households 460 reported fair price shops being open regular and 455 reported having sufficient stock at the shop (Table 6.16). 462 households reported not having any problems with the fair price shops in their villages (Table 6.17). Thus, it has been observed that the functioning of fair price shops in drought areas of Gujarat has been by and large adequate and up to the mark. However, ground level malpractices at the village fair price shop may not be completely ruled out. 

Selection, use and utilization of relief work

Almost all those households which participated in relief work reported completion of their work in the same season. Out of 530, 282 households reported having completion of their relief work in times (see Table 5.18). The type of works that were completed were bunding of irrigation ponds, and deepening of village ponds, roads and drainage, check dams etc. Majority of the households reported completion of either bonding and deepening of irrigation and village ponds for irrigation and drinking water purposes. It is observed earlier that acute problem of drinking water exists in drought prone villages in Gujarat (See Table 6.19). According to rural households the selection of these activities under drought relief works are just fine with them. 356 households out 530 have reported that activities under taken during relief works were fine with them (Table 6.20). Use and utilization of relief work vary in the villages affected by the drought.

Use and utilisation of relief works

Various kinds of utilization of relief works and of resultant social assets, has been observed across these drought prone villages in Gujarat. Out of 530 households 323 households reported usefulness of relief work in various ways by the rural population (See Table 6.21). Table 6.22 shows utilization of social assets created during drought relief work. Majority of the rural households reported the use of social assets particularly the village ponds for the collection of rainwater for both drinking and irrigation purposes. 115 households reported collection of rainwater, followed by 91 households which reported that relief works basically provided them wage employment to sustain their livelihood during the drought period. 43 households reported the use of social assets for getting drinking water, while 32 reported that their livestock would benefit from these ponds. 42 households reported direct benefits to villagers for various purposes. However, only 9 households reported the use of these ponds for irrigational purposes. Thus, indicating that drought relief were limited to short terms relief to villages by providing them employment, and saving them from the serious crisis of drinking water. However, these relief work has not been able to provide rural households a long terms benefits of assured irrigation.

Direct uses of the social assets creted during the drought relief work reveal somewhat different scenario. Table 6.22a shows direct use of social assets in the drought prone districts of Gujarat. Most of the households (112) reported that they use there social assets particularly village ponds and irrigational ponds for the protection of their livestock, followed by 90 households which gets direct benefits from those ponds either for irrigation or for drinking water purposes. 73 households reported using these assets exclusively for irrigation purposes followed by 44 households reported using them for the collection of rainwater (See Table 5.22a). Direct benefits were taken by the villager themselves, however, farmers and those households having livestock also use these assets directly and benefits more compared to rest of the other villages (See Table 6.22b & c). 

Conclusions

Drought mitigation and management involves both short term and long-term strategies to deal with the drought prone areas. Long-term strategies have been attempted in India by the Central Governmental initiative. Centre Government initiated two long-term Area Development Programmes namely DPAP and DDP. However, the success of these programmes has been evaluated from time to time and modification was made for their effective implementations at the ground level. Despite little success through watershed development in drought areas in Gujarat, DPAP and DDP area programmes have been unable to reduce or minimise the impact of drought and desertification in the state. The short-term effort of state government in terms of providing relief to rural folks during drought has been far from adequate. It has been evident from the above discussions that relief works are insufficient and have not been able to create long-term social assets, which will reduce or minimise the impact of drought in drought prone areas in Gujarat. There is a need to link the short-term relief work with the long-term strategies for drought mitigation and management.  

Annexure: VI

Table 6.1 Availability of scarcity programme during the last drought season 

	District name
	DDP / DPAP villages
	Availability of relief work

	
	
	Yes
	%
	No
	%
	Nr
	%
	Total

	Surendranagar
	DDP
	60
	96.77
	2
	3.23
	0
	0
	62

	Kachchh
	DDP
	66
	64.08
	34
	33.01
	3
	2.91
	103

	Banaskanth
	DDP
	85
	83.33
	9
	8.82
	8
	7.84
	102

	Junagadh
	DPAP
	65
	80.25
	0
	0
	16
	19.75
	81

	Halol
	DPAP
	42
	77.78
	12
	22.22
	0
	0
	54

	Bharuch
	DPAP
	68
	53.13
	22
	17.19
	38
	29.69
	128

	Total
	
	386
	72.83
	79
	14.91
	65
	12.26
	530


Source: Field Survey, April/May 2006

Table 6.1a Level of satisfaction of drought relief work

	District
	NR
	Yes
	No
	Total

	Surendranagar
	4
	40
	18
	62

	Kachchh
	49
	39
	15
	103

	Banaskanth
	25
	61
	16
	102

	Junagadh
	25
	45
	11
	81

	Halol
	15
	18
	21
	54

	Bharuch
	63
	43
	22
	128

	Total
	181
	246
	103
	530


Source: Field Survey, April/May 2006

Table 6.2 Work carried out under scarcity programme 

	District name
	Deepening of ponds
	Bordering ponds


	Irrigation pond
	Road work & drainage work
	Road construction
	Check dam
	NR


	Total

	
	No.
	%
	No.
	%
	No.
	%
	No.
	%
	No.
	%
	No.
	%
	No.
	%
	No.

	Surendranagar
	28
	45.16
	23
	37.1
	1
	1.61
	0
	0
	4
	6.45
	5
	8.06
	1
	1.61
	62

	Junagadh
	56
	69.14
	5
	6.17
	0
	0
	3
	3.7
	1
	1.23
	0
	0
	16
	19.75
	81

	Kachchh
	55
	53.4
	6
	5.83
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0.97
	0
	0
	41
	39.81
	103

	Banaskanth
	83
	81.37
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	19
	18.63
	102

	Panchmahal
	36
	66.67
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	1.85
	1
	1.85
	0
	0
	16
	29.63
	54

	Bharuch
	68
	53.13
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	60
	46.88
	128

	Total
	326
	61.51
	34
	6.42
	1
	0.19
	4
	0.75
	7
	1.32
	5
	0.94
	153
	28.87
	530


Source: Field Survey, April/May 2006

Table 6.3 Male –Female Participation in Relief Work

	District
	Yes
	Total
	%

	Male

	Surendranagar
	70
	177
	39.55

	Junagadh
	56
	259
	21.62

	Kachchh
	46
	286
	16.08

	Banaskanth
	84
	306
	27.45

	Halol
	40
	167
	23.95

	Bharuch
	49
	320
	15.31

	Total
	345
	1515
	22.77

	Female

	Surendranagar
	64
	162
	39.51

	Junagadh
	48
	253
	18.97

	Kachchh
	42
	260
	16.15

	Banaskanth
	83
	297
	27.95

	Halol
	37
	165
	22.42

	Bharuch
	39
	295
	13.22

	Total
	313
	1432
	21.86


Source: Field Survey, April/May 2006

Table 6.4 District wise wage rates received in scarcity programme.  

	District name
	Rate of wage

	
	< 29
	 %
	30 to 39
	 %
	40 to 49
	 %
	>50
	 %
	Nr
	 %
	Total

	 
	Male

	Surendranagar
	29
	16.38
	20
	11.30
	17
	9.60
	2
	1.13
	109
	61.58
	177

	Junagadh
	10
	3.86
	33
	12.74
	13
	5.02
	0
	0.00
	203
	78.38
	259

	Kachchh
	6
	2.10
	38
	13.29
	0
	0.00
	0
	0.00
	242
	84.62
	286

	Banaskanth
	1
	0.33
	80
	26.14
	0
	0.00
	0
	0.00
	225
	73.53
	306

	Panchmahal
	10
	5.95
	27
	16.07
	4
	2.38
	0
	0.00
	127
	75.60
	168

	Bharuch
	19
	5.94
	29
	9.06
	1
	0.31
	0
	0.00
	271
	84.69
	320

	Total
	75
	4.95
	227
	14.97
	35
	2.31
	2
	0.13
	1177
	77.64
	1516

	
	Female

	Surendranagar
	24
	14.81
	21
	12.96
	17
	10.49
	2
	1.23
	98
	60.49
	162

	Junagadh
	8
	3.16
	31
	12.25
	9
	3.56
	0
	0.00
	205
	81.03
	253

	Kachchh
	7
	2.69
	34
	13.08
	0
	0.00
	0
	0.00
	219
	84.23
	260

	Banaskanth
	1
	0.34
	79
	26.60
	0
	0.00
	0
	0.00
	217
	73.06
	297

	Panchmahal
	10
	6.06
	22
	13.33
	2
	1.21
	0
	0.00
	131
	79.39
	165

	Bharuch
	16
	5.42
	22
	7.46
	1
	0.34
	0
	0.00
	256
	86.78
	295

	Total
	66
	4.61
	209
	14.59
	29
	2.03
	2
	0.14
	1126
	78.63
	1432


Source: Field Survey, April/May 2006

Table 6.5 Distance from the location of scarcity programme 

	District name
	Sex
	Distance from work place

	
	
	In village
	%
	Near of village
	%
	2 to 5 k.m
	%
	Nr
	%
	Total

	Surendranagar
	Male
	37
	20.9
	16
	9.0
	17
	9.6
	107
	60.5
	177

	Junagadh
	
	55
	21.2
	1
	0.4
	 
	0.0
	203
	78.4
	259

	Kachchh
	
	36
	12.6
	9
	3.1
	 
	0.0
	241
	84.3
	286

	Banaskanth
	
	61
	19.9
	12
	3.9
	6
	2.0
	227
	74.2
	306

	Panchmahal
	
	23
	13.8
	18
	10.8
	 
	0.0
	126
	75.4
	167

	Bharuch
	
	41
	12.8
	1
	0.3
	6
	1.9
	272
	85.0
	320

	Total
	
	253
	16.7
	57
	3.8
	29
	1.9
	1176
	77.6
	1515

	Surendranagar
	Female
	32
	19.8
	17
	10.5
	15
	9.3
	98
	60.5
	162

	Junagadh
	
	47
	18.6
	1
	0.4
	 
	0.0
	205
	81.0
	253

	Kachchh
	
	35
	13.5
	7
	2.7
	 
	0.0
	218
	83.8
	260

	Banaskanth
	
	60
	20.2
	13
	4.4
	5
	1.7
	219
	73.7
	297

	Panchmahal
	
	21
	12.8
	16
	9.8
	 
	0.0
	127
	77.4
	164

	Bharuch
	
	34
	11.5
	1
	0.3
	3
	1.0
	257
	87.1
	295

	Total
	
	229
	16.0
	55
	3.8
	23
	1.6
	1124
	78.5
	1431


Source: Field Survey, April/May 2006

Table 6.6 Distribution of total income from relief activities by various districts

	District name
	Total income in Rs.

	
	100 to 3000
	 %
	3001 to 6000
	 %
	6001 to 9000
	 %
	>9001
	% 


	Nr
	 %
	Total

	Male

	Surendranagar
	47
	27.01
	20
	11.49
	0
	0
	0
	0
	107
	61.49
	174

	Junagadh
	20
	7.72
	34
	13.13
	0
	0
	0
	0
	205
	79.15
	259

	Kachchh
	35
	12.24
	9
	3.15
	0
	0
	0
	0
	242
	84.62
	286

	Banaskanth
	58
	18.95
	10
	3.27
	7
	2.29
	6
	1.96
	225
	73.53
	306

	Panchmahal
	35
	20.83
	
	0.00
	0
	0.00
	0
	0.00
	133
	79.17
	168

	Bharuch
	43
	13.44
	6
	1.88
	0
	0.00
	0
	0.00
	271
	84.69
	320

	Total
	238
	15.73
	79
	5.22
	7
	0.46
	6
	0.40
	1183
	78.19
	1513

	Female

	Surendranagar
	41
	25.47
	22
	13.66
	0
	0.00
	0
	0.00
	98
	60.87
	161

	Junagadh
	23
	9.09
	25
	9.88
	0
	0.00
	0
	0.00
	205
	81.03
	253

	Kachchh
	34
	13.08
	7
	2.69
	0
	0.00
	0
	0.00
	219
	84.23
	260

	Banaskanth
	55
	18.52
	11
	3.70
	6
	2.02
	8
	2.69
	217
	73.06
	297

	Panchmahal
	31
	18.79
	1
	0.61
	0
	0.00
	0
	0.00
	133
	80.61
	165

	Bharuch
	36
	12.20
	3
	1.02
	0
	0.00
	0
	0.00
	256
	86.78
	295

	 Total
	220
	15.37
	69
	4.82
	6
	0.42
	8
	0.56
	1128
	78.83
	1431


Source: Field Survey, April/May 2006

Table 6.7 Duration of relief work in drought villages.

	District name
	Name of taluka
	Name of village 

	DPAP / DDP village 
	>1month
	1 to 3 months
	Nr
	Grand total

	Surendranagar
	Lakhtar
	Gangad
	DDP
	5
	13
	2
	31

	
	
	Kalam
	DDP
	4
	24
	3
	31

	Kachchh
	Abadasa
	Moti sindhodi
	DDP
	3
	19
	8
	30

	
	
	Shuthari
	DDP
	1
	34
	38
	73

	Banaskantha
	Vav
	Joravargadh
	DDP
	16
	25
	12
	53

	
	
	Limbala
	DDP
	1
	24
	11
	49

	Junagadh
	Veraval
	Malondha
	DPAP
	1
	20
	18
	41

	
	
	Badalpur
	DPAP
	0
	28
	12
	40

	Halol
	Panchmahal
	Kansaravav
	DPAP
	0
	15
	8
	23

	
	
	Kherap
	DPAP
	2
	20
	9
	31

	Bharuch
	Jambusar
	Ankhi
	DPAP
	0
	50
	46
	97

	
	
	Dehari
	DPAP
	6
	2
	23
	31

	
	
	Total
	
	39
	274
	190
	530


Source: Field Survey, April/May 2006

Table 6.7a Facility on work site during Relief work
	District name
	Name of taluka
	Name of village 
	No.of house hold
	Drinking work
	Shade
	Facility of rest for children &mother 
	Creche
	First aid box
	Any other facility

	Surendranagar
	Lakhtar
	Gangad
	31
	22
	7
	2
	1
	11
	0

	
	
	Kalam
	31
	21
	6
	3
	2
	12
	0

	Kachchh
	Abadasa
	Moti sindhodi
	30
	14
	0
	0
	0
	9
	0

	
	
	Shuthari
	73
	13
	0
	0
	0
	11
	0

	Banaskantha
	Vav
	Joravargadh
	53
	27
	1
	0
	0
	21
	0

	
	
	Limbala
	49
	25
	0
	0
	0
	16
	0

	Junagadh
	Veraval
	Malondha
	41
	26
	13
	0
	0
	22
	0

	
	
	Badalpur
	40
	20
	11
	1
	0
	12
	1

	Halol
	Panchmahal
	Kansaravav
	23
	13
	4
	0
	0
	6
	0

	
	
	Kherap
	31
	17
	5
	0
	0
	17
	0

	Bharuch
	Jambusar
	Ankhi
	31
	5
	2
	0
	0
	2
	0

	
	
	Dehari
	97
	28
	3
	1
	0
	18
	0

	 
	 
	Total
	530
	231
	52
	7
	3
	157
	1


Table : 6.8 Demand and supply of drought relief work

	District name
	Name of taluka
	Name of village 
	No.of hh pop. Got work
	Avg. Demand days
	Avg. Got days
	Short falls 

	Surendranagar
	Lakhtar
	Gangad
	85
	112
	77
	35

	
	
	Kalam
	49
	117
	53
	64

	Kachchh
	Abadasa
	Moti sindhodi
	42
	106
	59
	36

	
	
	Shuthari
	46
	105
	69
	26

	Banaskantha
	Vav
	Joravargadh
	98
	103
	42
	47

	
	
	Limbala
	69
	149
	128
	36

	Junagadh
	Veraval
	Malondha
	61
	107
	71
	61

	
	
	Badalpur
	43
	100
	74
	21

	Halol
	Panchmahal
	Kansaravav
	35
	98
	45
	53

	
	
	Kherap
	42
	129
	52
	77

	Bharuch
	Jambusar
	Ankhi
	69
	95
	62
	33

	
	
	Dehari
	19
	104
	36
	68

	
	
	Total
	658
	111
	67
	44


Source: Field Survey, April/May 2006

Table 6.9 Nature and frequency of relief work during drought period

	District
	
	Measurement
	Payment
	
	Total

	
	Nr
	Weekly
	Total
	Gang
	Individual
	Total
	Dist / taluka officer
	Clark
	Junior engineeRs.
	

	Surendranagar
	12
	50
	62
	50
	0
	62
	2
	15
	32
	62

	Kachchh
	59
	44
	103
	44
	0
	103
	8
	4
	29
	103

	Banaskanth
	36
	66
	102
	66
	0
	102
	17
	0
	48
	102

	Junagadh
	33
	48
	81
	48
	0
	81
	0
	0
	47
	81

	Halol
	19
	35
	54
	34
	1
	54
	9
	3
	22
	53

	Bharuch
	87
	41
	128
	41
	0
	128
	6
	5
	30
	128

	Total
	246
	284
	530
	283
	1
	530
	42
	27
	208
	529


Source: Field Survey, April/May 2006

Table 6.10 Duration of payment of Relief work 

	District
	Nr
	Weekly
	Monthly
	Other
	Total

	Surendranagar
	12
	49
	1
	0
	62

	Kachchh
	59
	43
	0
	1
	103

	Banaskanth
	36
	66
	0
	0
	102

	Junagadh
	33
	48
	0
	0
	81

	Halol
	19
	35
	0
	0
	54

	Bharuch
	87
	41
	0
	0
	128

	Total
	246
	282
	1
	1
	530


Source: Field Survey, April/May 2006

Table 6.10a Wages in grain for Relief Work

	District
	Nr
	Yes
	No
	Total

	Surendranagar
	12
	0
	50
	62

	Kachchh
	59
	0
	44
	103

	Banaskanth
	30
	0
	72
	102

	Junagadh
	33
	0
	48
	81

	Halol
	19
	1
	34
	54

	Bharuch
	87
	0
	41
	128

	Total
	240
	1
	289
	530


Source: Field Survey, April/May 2006

Table 6.10b Wages in cash for Relief Work

	District
	Nr
	Yes
	No
	Total

	Surendranagar
	12
	18
	32
	62

	Kachchh
	59
	1
	43
	103

	Banaskanth
	30
	
	72
	102

	Junagadh
	33
	2
	46
	81

	Halol
	19
	1
	34
	54

	Bharuch
	87
	2
	39
	128

	Total
	240
	24
	266
	530


Source: Field Survey, April/May 2006

Table 6.10c Wages in Cash & Grain for Relief Work

	District
	Nr
	Yes
	No
	Total

	Surendranagar
	12
	32
	18
	62

	Kachchh
	59
	43
	1
	103

	Banaskanth
	30
	72
	
	102

	Junagadh
	33
	46
	2
	81

	Halol
	19
	33
	2
	54

	Bharuch
	87
	39
	2
	128

	Total
	240
	265
	25
	530


Source: Field Survey, April/May 2006

Table 6.11 Record in Muster Book During Relief Work

	District
	Nr
	Yes
	No
	Total

	Surendranagar
	12
	44
	6
	62

	Kachchh
	60
	43
	
	103

	Banaskanth
	39
	62
	1
	102

	Junagadh
	33
	46
	2
	81

	Halol
	19
	35
	
	54

	Bharuch
	87
	41
	
	128

	Total
	250
	271
	9
	530


Source: Field Survey, April/May 2006

Table 6.12 Disable / Old Person In Households, Getting Relief Work

	District
	Nr
	Yes
	No
	Total

	Surendranagar
	12
	7
	43
	62

	Kachchh
	57
	1
	45
	103

	Banaskanth
	30
	2
	70
	102

	Junagadh
	33
	5
	43
	81

	Halol
	16
	5
	33
	54

	Bharuch
	41
	2
	85
	128

	Total
	189
	22
	319
	530


Source: Field Survey, April/May 2006

Table 6.13 Number Of Disable And Pregnant Women

	District
	No. Of disable
	No. Of pregnant women
	Total

	Surendranagar
	3
	3
	62

	Kachchh
	0
	0
	103

	Banaskanth
	1
	0
	102

	Junagadh
	1
	0
	81

	Halol
	3
	1
	54

	Bharuch
	0
	0
	128

	Total
	8
	4
	530


Source: Field Survey, April/May 2006

Table 6.14 Free Distribution Of Grain During Relief / Scarcity Work

	District
	Nr
	Yes
	No
	Total

	Surendranagar
	10
	17
	35
	62

	Kachchh
	38
	3
	62
	103

	Banaskanth
	25
	4
	73
	102

	Junagadh
	33
	19
	29
	81

	Halol
	0
	0
	54
	54

	Bharuch
	36
	0
	92
	128

	Total
	142
	43
	345
	530


Source: Field Survey, April/May 2006

Table 6.15 Regularity Of Fair Price Shops

	District
	Nr
	Yes
	No
	Total

	Surendranagar
	2
	60
	
	62

	Kachchh
	5
	97
	1
	103

	Banaskanth
	6
	96
	
	102

	Junagadh
	12
	63
	6
	81

	Halol
	2
	48
	4
	54

	Bharuch
	7
	96
	25
	128

	Total
	34
	460
	36
	530


Source: Field Survey, April/May 2006

Table 6.16 Sufficient Stock In Price Shops In The Villages

	District
	Nr
	Yes
	No
	Not more
	Total

	Surendranagar
	2
	56
	3
	1
	62

	Kachchh
	5
	98
	
	
	103

	Banaskanth
	6
	96
	
	
	102

	Junagadh
	12
	64
	5
	
	81

	Halol
	2
	41
	7
	4
	54

	Bharuch
	7
	100
	19
	2
	128

	Total
	34
	455
	34
	7
	530


Source: Field Survey, April/May 2006

Table 6.17 Any Problems With Fair Price Shops Faced By The Villages

	District
	Nr
	Yes
	No
	Total

	Surendranagar
	2
	8
	52
	62

	Kachchh
	5
	1
	97
	103

	Banaskanth
	6
	2
	94
	102

	Junagadh
	12
	7
	62
	81

	Halol
	2
	6
	46
	54

	Bharuch
	7
	10
	111
	128

	Total
	34
	34
	462
	530


Source: Field Survey, April/May 2006

Table 6.18 Completion Of Relief Work On Time.

	District
	Nr
	Yes
	No
	Total

	Surendranagar
	5
	46
	11
	62

	Kachchh
	39
	47
	17
	103

	Banaskanth
	17
	77
	8
	102

	Junagadh
	25
	52
	4
	81

	Halol
	15
	27
	12
	54

	Bharuch
	63
	33
	32
	128

	Total
	164
	282
	84
	530


Source: Field Survey, April/May 2006

Table 6.19 Type Of Relief Work, Carried Out During Drought Period.

	District
	NR
	Deepening of ponds
	Bonding of ponding
	Irrigation pond
	Road work & drainage work
	Cheak dma, bonding
	Total

	Surendranagar
	15
	22
	20
	1
	3
	1
	62

	Kachchh
	66
	0
	36
	0
	1
	0
	103

	Banaskanth
	25
	18
	59
	0
	0
	0
	102

	Junagadh
	40
	37
	4
	0
	0
	0
	81

	Halol
	24
	19
	10
	0
	1
	0
	54

	Bharuch
	96
	1
	31
	0
	0
	0
	128

	Total
	266
	97
	160
	1
	5
	1
	530


Source: Field Survey, April/May 2006

Table 6.20  Satisfaction Of Relief Work By The Villagers.

	District
	NR
	Yes
	No
	Total

	Surendranagar
	6
	55
	1
	62

	Kachchh
	27
	63
	13
	103

	Banaskanth
	17
	82
	3
	102

	Junagadh
	26
	55
	0
	81

	Halol
	15
	38
	1
	54

	Bharuch
	63
	63
	2
	128

	Total
	154
	356
	20
	530


Source: Field Survey, April/May 2006

Table 6.21 Use Of Assets By Rural HH

	District
	NR
	Yes
	No
	Total

	Surendranagar
	5
	45
	12
	62

	Kachchh
	25
	65
	13
	103

	Banaskanth
	14
	87
	1
	102

	Junagadh
	24
	56
	
	80

	Halol
	16
	36
	2
	54

	Bharuch
	94
	34
	
	128

	Total
	178
	323
	28
	529


Source: Field Survey, April/May 2006

Table 6.22 Utilization Of Village Social Capital Created By Relief Work 

	District
	NR
	Get drinking water
	Get irrigation water
	Get employment
	Collection of rainwater for drought priod
	Benefits all villegers
	Protetion for animals
	Others
	Village development
	Total

	Surendranagar
	10
	0
	4
	10
	10
	14
	9
	1
	2
	60

	Kachchh
	41
	0
	0
	33
	15
	14
	0
	0
	0
	103

	Banaskanth
	19
	17
	0
	22
	33
	1
	10
	0
	0
	102

	Junagadh
	42
	4
	2
	12
	17
	2
	2
	0
	0
	81

	Halol
	17
	1
	3
	3
	14
	11
	5
	0
	0
	54

	Bharuch
	63
	21
	0
	11
	26
	0
	6
	0
	0
	127

	Total
	192
	43
	9
	91
	115
	42
	32
	1
	2
	527


Source: Field Survey, April/May 2006

Table 6.22a Utilisation Of Social Assets

	District
	NR
	Get drinking water
	Get irrigation water
	Collection of rainwater for drought priod
	Benefits all villegers
	Protetion for animals
	Village development
	Total

	Surendranagar
	15
	0
	3
	5
	9
	30
	0
	62

	Kachchh
	41
	1
	9
	4
	47
	1
	0
	103

	Banaskanth
	15
	0
	24
	28
	6
	29
	0
	102

	Junagadh
	23
	0
	26
	0
	19
	11
	1
	80

	Halol
	18
	0
	8
	7
	9
	12
	0
	54

	Bharuch
	93
	3
	3
	0
	
	29
	0
	128

	Total
	205
	4
	73
	44
	90
	112
	1
	529


Source: Field Survey, April/May 2006

Table 6.22b Utilization Of Social Assets
	District
	NR
	Villager
	Farmers
	Animal Husbandry
	Total

	Surendranagar
	15
	42
	5
	0
	62

	Kachchh
	66
	11
	12
	14
	103

	Banaskanth
	18
	31
	2
	51
	102

	Junagadh
	23
	33
	23
	1
	80

	Halol
	19
	10
	14
	11
	54

	Bharuch
	92
	34
	1
	1
	128

	Total
	233
	161
	57
	78
	529


Source: Field Survey, April/May 2006

Table 6.22c Utilisation Of Social Assets

	District
	NR
	Villager
	Farmers
	Animal Husbandry
	Total

	Surendranagar
	61
	1
	0
	0
	62

	Kachchh
	30
	0
	0
	0
	30

	Banaskanth
	74
	2
	3
	23
	102

	Junagadh
	80
	0
	0
	0
	80

	Halol
	48
	5
	0
	1
	54

	Bharuch
	125
	0
	0
	3
	128

	Total
	418
	8
	3
	27
	456


Source: Field Survey, April/May 2006
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